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Daniel Phillips, Vivian L. Eveloff, Julia King Muller, and Earl K. Schreckengast
(collectively “Residents™) appeal from the trial court’s grant of summary judgment in favor of
the City of Clayton, Missouri, and June Frazier (collectively “City”) holding that Ordinance Nos.
6339, 6340, and 6341 are not subject to referendum under the City of Clayton’s Charter and that
Residents have not established that they are entitled to the issuance of a writ of mandamus under
the City Charter.

AFFIRMED.

Division One Holds: The trial court did not err in granting summary judgment in favor of the
City because (1) the Ordinances were not subject to referendum because they were passed on
the day of their introduction as provided in Article 11, Section 8 of the City Charter; (2)
Ordinance No. 6341 is administrative, as opposed to legislative in nature, and is therefore not
subject to referendum under Missouri law; and (3) the trial court’s decision was not based on
Intervenors’ laches argument.
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