CENTERVILLE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT THE CENTERVILLE CITY PLANNING
COMMISSION WILL HOLD ITS REGULAR PUBLIC MEETING AT 7:00 PM ON
FEBRUARY 13,2019 AT THE CENTERVILLE CITY COMMUNITY CENTERAND CITY
HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 250 NORTH MAIN STREET, CENTERVILLE, UTAH. THE
AGENDAIS SHOWN BELOW.

Meetings of the City Council of Centerville City may be conducted via electronic means pursuant to Utah
Code Ann. 52-4-207, as amended. In such circumstances, contact will be established and maintained via
electronic means and the meeting will be conducted pursuant to the Electronic Meetings Policy
established by the City Council for electronic meetings.

Centerville City, in compliance with the Americans With Disabilities Act, provides accommodations and
auxiliary communicative aids and services for all those citizens in need of assistance, including hearing
devices. Persons requesting these accommodations for City-sponsored public meetings, services,
programs, or events should call Jacob Smith, Centerville Management Services Director, at 801-295-
3477, giving at least 24 hours notice prior to the meeting.

A notebook containing supporting materials for the business agenda items is available for public inspection
and review at City Hall and will be available for review at the meeting, The full packet can also be viewed on
the City's website: http://centerville.novusagenda.com/agendapublic.

Tentative - The times shown below are tentative and are subject to change during the meeting,

Time:

530 - 7:00 Planning Commission Work Session on 2019 Goals

700PM A, WELCOME AND ROLL CALL
B. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
C. PRAYER OR THOUGHT

Becki Wright, Commissioner

D. COMMISSION BUSINESS

7:10 1. Public Hearing - Preliminary Subdivision Plat - Barrus Cove ~196 E Chase Lane

ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

The Commission will consider the proposed Conceptual Subdivision Plat,
including four lots, Parcels 1D 02-096-0010, 02-096-0011, 02-096-0012, and 02-
096-0013, proposed to be a 14 (total) single family homes, at approximately 196 E

Chase Lane.
7:30 2. Public Hearing - Zoning Map Amendment - 484 & 522 W Porter Lane
LEGISLATIVE DECISION

The Commission will consider the proposed Zoning Map Amendment for the
property at 484 & 522 West Porter Lane, Parcel ID 03-001-0209, from Residential
Low to Residential Medium.

7:50 3. Public Hearing - Preliminary and Final Subdivision - Cottage on the Corner - 323 E
Pages Lane



ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION
The Commission will consider the proposed Preliminary and Final Plat for a
condominium subdivision for Cottage on the Corner, located at 323 E Pages Lane.

4. City Council Report
5. Community Development Director's Report

E. MINUTES REVIEW and ACCEPTANCE
January 23rd, 2019

F. ADJOURNMENT



CENTERVILLE
WORK SESSION
Staff Backup Report
2/13/2019
Item No.

Short Title: Planning Commission Work Session on 2019 Goals

Initiated By: Planning Commission

Scheduled Time: 5:30 - 7:00

SUBJECT

Prior to the scheduled meeting, the Planning Commission will meet to discuss their 2019 Goals for the year.

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
o Memo on 2018 and 2019



PLANNING COMMISSION MEMO

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

PLANNING COMMISSION GOALS 2018:

1. MORE PROACTIVE PLANNING
2. SOUTH MAIN STREET OVERLAY
4+ Table of Uses Amendments:
v' 5 Public Meetings total (3 Public Forums, 2 Public hearings)
v Discussed at 9 different Meetings!
v 1 Work Session
e Result? TBD....
3. ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESS AMENDMENTS
v'PC Meeting April 25" — Lisa provided Matrix of Admin/ Legislative decisions
+ After discussion, No further action desired
4+ SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE UPDATES
* Ongoing
v Definitions, and Chapter 1, 2 & 3 all reviewed by PC
4. WEST CENTERVILLE
v Discussed at PC Meeting June 13, 2018
5. TRAILS AND BIKE LANES
v'Joint Work Session with Trails Committee September 26™, 2018
6. FOOTHILLS PLAN
e Ongoing,.. recent Foothill Management update to City Council
e Board has reviewed all current documents
e Awaiting Park and Trails input



IDEAS FOR 2019:

Main Street Design Guidelines & Performance Standards

Minding the gap : Density between 6 and 9 units an acre

Finish Subdivision Series with Lisa

Community Pathways Planning - Pedestrian Circulation within the Commercial
zones

1250 West Transit Corridor - connecting to Front Runners at Woods Cross and
Farmington

4 Shorelands Residential Component

-+

+



CENTERVILLE
PLANNING COMMISSION
Staff Backup Report
2/13/2019
ltem No. 1.

Short Title: Public Hearing - Preliminary Subdivision Plat - Barrus Cove ~196 E Chase Lane

Initiated By: Roy Barrus, applicant

Scheduled Time: 7:10

SUBJECT

ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

The Commission will consider the proposed Conceptual Subdivision Plat, including four lots, Parcels 1D 02-

096-0010, 02-096-0011, 02-096-0012, and 02-096-0013, proposed to be a 14 (total) single family homes, at
approximately 196 E Chase Lane.

RECOMMENDATION

Refer to Staff Report

BACKGROUND

Refer to Staff Report

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
O 02-13-2019 Staff Report Barrus Cove Preliminary Subdivision
[}

Barrus Cove Preliminary Submittal



Centerville City Planning Commission

CENTERVILLE CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
655 North 1250 West, Centerville, Utah 84014

(801) 292-8232

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA: ITEM 1

PROPERTY OWNER: ROY BARRUS
196 EAST CHASE LANE
CENTERVILLE, UTAH 94014
(jodibarrus@ymail.com)

AGENT FOR OWNER: KYLE HONEYCUTT
1793 EAST 12600 SOUTH
DRAPER, UTAH 94020
(kvle@lavantaconsulting.com)

PROPERTY: 196 EAST CHASE LANE
PARCELS: 02-096-0010

02-096-0011

02-096-0012

02-096-0013
ACREAGE: 3.55 ARCES (PRELIMINARY PLAN DESCRIPTION)
TOTAL LOTS: 14 SINGLE-FAMILY LOTS
CURRENT ZONING: RESIDENTTAL-LOW (R-L)
APPLICATION: PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE THE PRELIMINARY PLAN

BACKGROUND

The owner/applicant desires to further develop several
underutilized parcels, while maintaining the existing four (4)
homes fronting Chase Lane. The parcels are located with the
Residential-Low Zone. The other owners of the various parcels
have provided their sanction to include their properties for further
subdividing. The proposal is to develop 14 single-family lots
(including the existing homes). A new proposed cul-de-sac would
provide reconfigured lots (smaller) for the existing homes (four) |

February 13,2019
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Centerville City Planning Commission

an additional 10 new lots for future homes. Furthermore, and according to the preliminary plan
survey for the southern boundary of the development, there are some boundary discrepancies
that could be disputed between property owners. The applicant has decided to remedy these
discrepancies through quit-claim to adjacent land owners as part of the subdivision plat
recording process.

PREVIOUS CONCEPTUAL SUBDIVISON ACCEPTANCE

In November of 2018, the Planning Commission reviewed and accepted the Conceptual
Subdivision Plan for the proposed development. This Conceptual Acceptance contained the
following directives:

1 The applicant shall submit an application for a preliminary plat and meet all the
submittal requirements listed in Chapter 15.3 of the Subdivision Ordinance. (Muostly
Complete)

2. The preliminary plat shall indicate the following information:
a. Depict/correct the lot count to 14 lots, including the lots for the existing homes.
(Completed)

b. Adjust the interior side yard and corner lot street front setbacks to meet the R-L
Zoning setback regulations. (Completed)

c. Depict the Buildable Area for each lot, providing a minimum of 2,000 square
feet meeting the Buildable Ratio of the Zoning Ordinance. Also, address this
matter even more particularly for Lot 9. (Completed)

d. The preliminary plans need to depict three (3) public utility easements (each lot)
with the front measuring 10 feet along the street frontage of each lot and the
side and rear yard easement a minimum of 7 feet. (Completed)

e. The preliminary plans need to address adequate fire protection including all
existing fire hydrants and any new fire hydrants as required by the Fire Marshal.

(Completed)
3. The preliminary subdivision submittal shall address the “accessory building”
matter, as outlined in the Staff Report for Conceptual Subdivision. (Completed)
4. A soil report and drainage information shall be created or performed and must be

submitted to Citv staff for review as part of the preliminary subdivision plans.
(Completed)

5. A preliminary title report for the subdivision area to be prepared, submitted and
deemed acceptable to the City Attorney. (Completed)

6. All missing utility provider sheets shall be submitted with the preliminary
subdivision plans indicating all utility providers can service each lot. (/011

PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION REVIEW - CMC 15.3

15.03.010 Preliminary Plat - Purpose — The purpose of the preliminary plat is to require formal
preliminary approval of a subdivision in order to minimize changes and revisions which might
otherwise be necessary on the final plat and to ensure compliance of the subdivision with City
ordinances and regulations. The preliminary plat and all information and procedures relating

February 13,2019 Page 2 of 4



Centerville City Planning Commission

thereto, shall in all respects, be in compliance with the subdivision provisions and any other
applicable City ordinances and regulations.

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR ALL SUBDIVISIONS - CHAPTER 15.5

Layout Section 15.5.101 and Lots Section 15.5.102

The proposed Barrus Cove Subdivision consists of 14 lots within the Residential-Low (R-L)
Zone. From staff’s review the preliminary plans, the proposed lots comply or

exceed the minimum lot standards and are within the density allowance of the R-L Zone.

R-L Zone Development Standards
R-L Development Standards, Table 12.32.1

Development
Standard
Lot and Parcel Standards

Required Actual Compliance

7,113 to 12,845
Sq. ft.

Minimum Area None

40 feet at street &
. . Ficati Likel
Minimum Width 60 Feet at Setback (needs verification) ikely

4.0 units/acre

Max. 4 uni
ax. & unils Pl 3 55 ac. x 4 units)

£ross acre

Density

' Buildable Arca 2,000 Feet
Buildable Area Ratio Between 2:1 and 1:2

Setbacks (existing homes)

Front 25 Feet 20 - 25+ Feet
Street Side (front) 20 Feet 20 feet
Rear 20 Feet 20 Feet
Side 8/10 feet 8/10 feet

Street, Drainage, and Utility Improvements Section 15.5.103, 105, 106

The application contains utility provider responses for all utilities, except for natural gas and
secondary water services. So far, these utility providers indicated they have capacity to serve
the development. Also, the Fire District has reviewed the preliminary plans and recommends
approval, with some generalized comments.

February 13,2019 Page 3 of 4



Centerville City Planning Commission

The maximum length of a cul-de-sac is 400 feet from the centerline of the intersecting road and
the center point of the cul-de-sac. No more than 20 lots are allowed for a cul-de-sac subdivision
(Barrus Cove proposal is for 14 lots). From review of the preliminary subdivision plan, it
appears to be compliant with these requirements.

The ordinance requires three (3) public utility easements (for each lot). The preliminary plans
depict the required 10-foot easements and required 7-foot side yard (only one side is required)
and rear yard easements.

PLANNING STAFF RECOMMENDATION

i] — I hereby make a motion for the Planning Commission to
APPROVE the Prehmmaly Subdivision Plan for the Deuel Creek Place Subdivision, with the
following directives/conditions:

~

A Final Subdivision Application and Plat shall be submitted in accordance of

CMC 15.04 of the Subdivision Ordinance.

2. The Final Subdivision Submittal shall also provide the applicable subdivision
infrastructure construction plans for the subdivision in accordance with CMC
15.04.104.

3. The remaining “‘utility provider” sheets for natural gas and secondary water
shall be submitted with the Final Subdivision Application.

4. In accordance with the City’s addressing system, the final plat shall depict the
address of each dwelling and be deemed acceptable by the City’s Public Works
Director.

5. The Final Subdivision Submittal shall provide verification of the required Lot

Width Requirements of the R-L Zone.

a) The Planning Commission finds that Preliminary Subdivision Plans are
substantially consistent with the previous Conceptual Plan Acceptance.

b) The Planning Commission finds that the Preliminary Subdivision Submittal,
with the conditions imposed, complies with the applicable regulations of the
Subdivision Ordinance.

¢) The Planning Commission finds that the Preliminary Subdivision Submittal,
with the conditions imposed, complies with the applicable regulations of the
City’s Zoning Ordinance, regarding lot development within the R-L Zone.

February 13, 2019 Page 4 of 4



et i, .
“INFSNOD WIHL LNGHLIK NOTTHL NOIS30 JHL 40 SNYd ISTHL O JOVW SNOLVOUIOON YO SIINVHO ANY 404 ALTIGHTT ANY MIVIOSIG "N 'SIUMD0SSY % AT JO SUTINGND ONV SUINAD JHL NOSSINGS NGLUM YGHL LNOHLIA “¥0J GINOISI0 ATVOITISS LIGrO¥d JHL WVHL MIHLO LTINOU ANY NO G3S1 9D 'NAVSG—3Y 'GIDODLOHS 30 ION TVHS ONV 'SO¥YG HYLN ‘TVOMIAM “M 00SL 5 091G "ONI ‘SAIMOOSSY ¥ JATH J0 ALU3ONY JHL 38V SNOLVOUITISS ONY SHYTd ISTHL
Y1) “AImoD) siaeg K1) S[IAIIR)
—TomEor e 2690-96Z (108) A OH V Snme m w0
‘10 fe|IAIRUS: o e
F viove cin ‘Slmauad o e e L
3A00 SnyEvE < U1 esoyo 3 961 SRS
euon|| g snuipg Ipop I — TR i
EE—1 m :1adojeasq ] m\: -
aiog wtag || g P e — e
S > HES k fEes
saubisaq || g N i @ S SR
57850 N & c ®
- saupan| | G — # = T
L omnweond[ & o e S— [ g
Savwans / ]
r ! R
| _ o
>3 r i
= F//L\ pus
o N /! , me- ‘ )
e ] Bt i A A S .
v L~ S o, TTTTTTIs T e
-~ -~ / X
s \// N / 7 R (SD00TS 84 D0G % WA 001 40 SLAT
wm N <24 L RS 1 | NI3IMIIB 'Ou¥ZVH 00074 31v¥300W 40 Y3HY)
e VN / % [ A |1 S-X 3INOZ ADOT4 YW3S = |
' > N 4@%0\ 420 | L h— 1
— A 2 / & el . FUNLINALS/ISNOH ONILSIKE = | 3
s o N /o [ A EEEae|
19343 oIS 098 038 205 HO-UIY 0 SRIOA N / ENY ey QUNOB VI VTN = e
. _ NOISINGENS A3N0 L1 -
sz or 2 assany N 0 LERHOWONONT 21 B 1HIN 133415 Q3S0dOud = e
e - Sy i _———— — — — S — — e L U =
2 =z = o | g6z " AIBHISSY OVA-AI = ®
% o-ums Yoo 7 NISY8 HOLYO ONUSIA = B
= w2 somenomg coLemswsemyReseade Lo PRI g P e b AERE AUvH0 IAS—TT0A0IE HUIM
= sesoam peputens NISYE HOLYO 3L¥9 TTONIS 350d0dd = -
5 2022 - TIOHNYN NI¥SQ WHOLS Q3S0dOYd = .
g oz
N z0-2 otz FIOHNYA NIvH0 WHDLS/HIMIS AMYLNYS DNILSIXE = o
v o s = el INWIOAH 3H4 ONUSIX3 = HAX3
Alv- 25 s 1570 ANVHIAH 36l 035008 = H
] MM [s:] R ANTHOAH 3Wld ONILSIXT = 1
3 28 O e 2030 28 LA SRS PR SR INVHOAH 3wl 0350d0Yd = L 1
= (o2 " . s S WS ueemep NIV WEDLS DNISIXE = — —aSHE— —
5 o = 94491 1564 001 © 5P S3BQRIeR 14 ST YO W ) U SIHE U EUERIR0 9
3 |.5¢ ety s e o ! oy (S3en 3218) NSO WEOLS 03SOd0Ed = as
1 wm w s graziaL 3N HELYM ABYNIIND ONISIXE = — —MXI— —
i “uiad
- o%F e w:o.nm.__u_mutac:oz&:ﬂswm M (S3NywA 3ZIS) NN HAUYM AMYNIND 03S0d0Hd = i k
o mm o z ) af - zEga ] (S3vA 3ZISH INM NOLTORI ONUSIXI = — —ddll’X3— —
@ EE-A N 3NN H3LYM NOUVOIHHI 03SODMd = Al ——
@ =~ | pet INN HINIS AHVINYS ONLSIX3 = — —E50A— —
= |ig £ S N 3NN ¥INTS AUNUINYS OISOAOM = s5-
m a H L, o INMIONZS ONILSIKT = ——H—H—
2 H ,m .nh INM 3L NOWDIS = —— — — —— £
- : ), CE N (3'1°d} INFAISYI ALMUN DIBNG = ~=== === H
5 H RTATE T o £
a : NINTE ALYIHONS ONINIONGY = E
g E . 3
2 X Lo g iroe Looselso| o gEe a0 L T TR AT e s el 3N 101 = 4
A - - : B e
g e + 43N¥AD NOWD3S = $

L2 : 0
I130_[ONINV38 GHO| INJINYL[HIONT1_OHOJHION:

319Vl 3AEND

Z°6L m,,:mm,mm,.mmzj, 133UIS NIWR ozmaml—
QNY 3NV HSIHuYd

40 NDLOISHILNI
IHL 1Y INFHNNOK
dvd 55vUE ONNO4

e

S EUUSE

‘SS3T MO JWOW STV BGGC MO 134 IWYNDS SEEPGL ONINIWINGD

Iva

“ININNI93S 40 LNIOd 3HL 0L INT 107 QS ONOTY 1334 STTLLE

u 3,50,CG.68N ONIHL *2 101 OIvS 40 INM 101 ATHIHINON JHL DL :
3 1334 9%'861 MSZ90.00N (€) ‘1333 95871 M,71E0.LON (2) 334 35 asy
& Z¥'C8 M,LPOLLON (1) S3S4N03 (€) 33HL ONMOTIDS JHL JONIJ —a
g D) © s
So 2 QlvS ONOTY FONIHL 3ONIJ ¥ OL 1333 6264 Mle,Pr.88S FONIHL %
F & U334 Lb'B6Z M, L0,6v.68N IONIHL UT3A PLOLY I,08,C.00S @ 5 Itor
28 FONIHL ININNNE 4 1Sv3 SZ¥ ONY (HIHON D001} 3NYT 3SVHD . s 15 aiee
=R 40 NOIDISHIIN FHL NI INFAONOW dvd SSvdd v AOMd 3,6Z,90.008 i ] [Fs oegt
e 1334 00°€¢ ANY 3N LNIWONON 3HL SNOTY MS¢. 06868 1334 I A
== 66760/ OSTy §1 LNIOD AI¥S 'L 107 AIWS 40 M3NHOD LSYIHINON JHL ot eY it vaHy_31avOIng | § 1071
& WOd4 N1 101 AWS ONQTY M.G€.8C.685 1334 56929 SI INIOG QIS o =
‘L1071 QivS 40 3N 107 ATAIHLAON 3HL NI INIOZ ¥ 19 ONINNIO3E Lposn 1 . 1338 NIA I Jiavi
5290 e | e - - any 3Nyl 3SYHD 3
. SHOT104 . CELL Z i3 - 40 NDUIISHILNI » v3adv 3avaing
Sv Q3914053 ATAVINOILAYY FHON AUSNMOL ITUAMAIND “AFNdNS T - . T 2 T SCLIE 3,GF,.5G.68N G IHL 1Y INFAONOR =
#3340 918 “wd. %3078 ‘£ 10T NI ILWALS ANV 40 LOvHL ¥ e e e e e g e = d4v0 S5vME ONMO4 )
= B me e e b N e e P e = :
NOLLdIHOS3d AHYANNOH = S8 s L e e A ) . o .
T e e e R S S s LT e LBBZEL|  M,GE,6C.BRS I B = .
oy = e sl e = e e B
(HLMON 0001) 3NV1 aswio = = - T Toonmvan 4D SISvE) < 0 (398 DL 1ON)
den Gy = S o ' VOVLESE O iesyg -
= CEoa e emSES \wT,_ = f o Dl MBLDELBSE e QNE Apu 1A
.‘_ ﬂ . - SalELR 43 DL 3o
. o WAETS “ISv3 | 39NV HEXE |
m E ozt o8 o o o ‘HL¥ON 2 dIHSNMOL ‘L NOILI3S |
TS 40 HINHOD ISYAHLYON 3HL 1V
mm Sa > j INGWNNON ¥ SSvd8 aNNOd
PR
.m 2w 153 ST¥
g2 Q 8 o g L4 07 0YELIS QIS LTINS — .
55 Q AL Lv LNFANNOW L4 81 40 TYIOL NIA/M 5101
BE 2. 35 s oo ‘L4 & SiovaLIS duvA 301 ORI — 40 SHY3M ONY S30IS NO 'Ld ¢ ® L3IWIS INQTY INOHA
m 83 Du_l.l 9 14 0z Sovalas vy — L 0L HLM NMOHS SI(INW3ISY3 AL Jnand) In'd €
TLg ‘1Y GZ ov¥ALIS INOHA — £00Z ‘8L 3NN 431¥0 '3ZEC0ILLOBH
tg 50 “W L INON Ay 10T N — ¥ Q004 W34 440 Q3Sva INOZ 40014 T
FER STYAMIINI 1003 3NO NI NMOHS ¥ S¥MOLNGD 'L
m iz MO=TVIINIQISTY S3I1LON
18
"5 aNoz
e




CENTERVILLE
PLANNING COMMISSION
Staff Backup Report
2/13/2019
ltem No. 2.

Short Title: Public Hearing - Zoning Map Amendment - 484 & 522 W Porter Lane

Initiated By: Atieli Hafoka

Scheduled Time: 7:30

SUBJECT

LEGISLATIVE DECISION

The Commission will consider the proposed Zoning Map Amendment for the property at 484 & 522 West

Porter Lane, Parcel ID 03-001-0209, from Residential Low to Residential Medium.

RECOMMENDATION

Refer to Staff Report

BACKGROUND

Refer to Staff Report

ATTACHMENTS:
Description

o 21319 PC Staff

O Applicants request
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Centerville City Planning Commission

CENTERVILLE CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
655 North 1250 West, Centerville, Utah 84014
(801) 292-8232

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA: ITEM 2

PROPERTY OWNER: ATIELI HAFOKA

APPLICANT: SEE PROPERTY OWNER
PROPERTY LOCATION: 484 & 522 WEST PORTER LANE

PARCEL SIZE: 1.04
ZONING DISTRICT: RESIDENTIAL LOW AND RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM
APPLICATION: ZONING MAP AMENDMENT

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: RECOMMEND TO CITY COUNCIL

Background

Mr. Andy Hafoka, the applicant and property owner,
owns 1.04 acres between Porter Walton townhomes
development and the LDS Church on the corner of
Porter and 400 West. While formerly two separately
properties, the lot has been combined into a 1.04 acre
single parcel property which contains two different zones.
There are two single family homes on this property, so the
combination of land has also rendered the homes on this
property non-conforming under the Residential Low Zone.
The applicant wishes to rezone this entire property into a
Residential Medium zone, with the possibility of 6-7
dwellings. (The gross acreage of property with half street is
not yet confirmed.)

It is unclear why the zoning boundary is the way it is shown
on the zoning map, or how two single family dwellings were
built on the lot.

February 13, 2019 Page 1 of 4



Centerville City Planning Commission

General Plan 12-480-3: Neighborhood 2, Southwest Centerville
Residential development along Porter Lane from Main Street west to
approximately 500 West between Porter Lane and the southern City boundary line
should be low-density single family residential. The area from approximately 500
West to the commercial area on the Frontage Road between Porter Lane and the
southern City boundary line may be appropriately developed in low or medium
density residential. If developed as medium density residential, the use of Planned
Unit Developments is desirable and preferred to adequately buffer such
developments from both commercial and single-family developments in the area.
Ample access from both 400 West and Porter Lane, preferably in the form of
public streets, to the interior of this area should be required for residential
developments. Care must be taken to buffer homes in this area from other uses that
may locate in the area. In addition, a low or medium density Planned Unit
Development may be appropriate between the Marketplace project and the north
side of Porter Lane from 400 West to the existing retail commercial zoning along
Frontage Road. Zoning boundaries should, where practical and logical, follow
existing lot lines to avoid potential land use classification conflicts.

Staff Response: The property is already labeled approximately 1/3 Residential Medium
according to our Zoning Map. Accordingly to the addressing alone, 500 West would lie between
the two homes, but this is difficult to determine because there is no 500 West Street on Porter
Lane. But because the homes are on the same property, zoning should be consistent on the entire
parcel, as stated in the General Plan [above].

February 13, 2019 Page 2 of 4



Centerville City Planning Commission

Zoning Map Amendments CZC 12.21.080(¢)

Whether the proposed Zoning Code or Zoning Map amendment is consistent with goals, objectives
and policies of the General Plan;

The proposed amendment is mostly in alignment of the General Plan, subject to some
interpretation of “500 West”. The Plan states that “approximate” boundary for Residential
Medium is 500 West — since there is no such street on Porter Lane, we have to use the
“approximation”. Half of this property is already zoned Residential Medium, so it’s possible the
City drew the line halfway through the property at some point. Estimating halfway between 400 W
and 600 W would draw 500 W to the eastern boundary of Hafoka’s property, encompassing the
entire parcel. Either way, Hafoka’s property lies on the edge of what should be considered
Residential Medium and can be considered a part of this approximate boundary.

As a consequence of a zoning map amendment, rezoning the entire property Residential Medium
would create clear zoning boundaries along property lines and render these two single family
homes back into conformity.

Whether the proposed Zoning Map amendment is harmonious with the overall characier of
existing development in the vicinity of the subject property;

Porter Walton Townhomes and Shaela Park, both Residential Medium developments, are directly west
and southwest of the property. Recently, Dave Bell’s property also to the west was zoned Residential
Medium. Due to these sutrounding developments, Residential Medium is generally harmonious with
the surrounding area, but much of the land to across the street to the south is still zoned Agricultural
Low.

It should also be noted that since Shaela Parka and Porter Walton have been built, the Residential
Medium density has been lowered from eight to six units an acre, so this property would have a lower
density count than the Residential Medium developments that surround it.

As stated in the General Plan, this site should be considered for a PUD during the site plan process.
Because this is not a large acreage property, the design could mimic a lower density style of housing.

3.

The extent to which the proposed Zoning Map amendment may adversely affect adjacent property;

The addition of 4 units to this block would not largely adversely affect the surrounding properties
of this area, based on traffic and character of the area, where there are already a number of
townhomes and multi family units on the block.

During the site plan process, care must be taken to ensure there is adequate buffering of the
Church to the east of the property.

.....

the subject property, including, but not limited to, roadways, parks and recreation facilities, police
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Centerville City Planning Commission

and fire protection, schools, stormwater drainage systems, water supplies, and waste water and
refuse collection.

Utilities exist on the property now for the two single family homes. The site plan process would need
to ensure adequate circulation and access for fire vehicles to enter the property. Due to the shape of
the property, the design could incorporate private drives and dual access points onto Porter Lane.

Porter Lane is considered a “Major collector”, and is meant to accommodate through traffic and not
just local residents, and this development would not bring a significant increase in traffic.

The additional units on the property would not affect the services of the surrounding area, including
parks, police services, or waste and water supplies.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

I hereby make a motion to recommend approval to the City Council the following Zoning Map
Amendment of Parcel Number 03-001-0209, at 522 & 484 Porter Lane, from Residential Low to
Residential Medium Zone.

Proposed Reasons for Action :

a) The following Zoning Map Amendment is consistent with the General Plan, in that
residential medium density is allowed on Porter Lane “approximately” West of 500 West.

b) The zoning map amendment fits the approval standards as outlined in CZC 12.21.080(e)

¢) Zoning boundaries, as stated in the General Plan 12-480-8 and CZC 12.30.050, should
follow lots lines.

February 13, 2019 Page 4 of 4



To: Planning Commission and City Council Members
Re: Zoning Map Amendment Request

Date: January 23, 2019

Please consider my proposal to changé the zoning of my property on 484 and 522 West
Porter Lane, Centerville, Ut, from R-L to R-M.

| believe that the change is consistent with the overall character of the neighborhood.
Adjacent and directly west of my property is the Porter-Walton Townhome development.
Across the street and south of my property is the Shaela Park townhomes, Adjacent and east of
property is the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints chapel. | believe my plans to develop
my property will be appealing, attractive and be in harmony the neighborhood.

| believe present facilities and services are adequate to supply needed services for the
proposed change requested.

Thank you for your time and hope for your favorable consideration of my request for
zoning change.

Atieli and Monalisa Hafoka

385-444-8720/Monalisa Hafoka

801-425-2587/Soana Taufa {:_Dw@m”r@?é?g@i@
MihafokaS9@gmail.com

RECEIVTY Jaw 2y g1







CENTERVILLE
PLANNING COMMISSION
Staff Backup Report
2/13/2019
ltem No. 3.

Short Title: Public Hearing - Preliminary and Final Subdivision - Cottage on the Corner - 323 E Pages Lane

Initiated By: Scott Balling, applicant

Scheduled Time: 7:50

SUBJECT

ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

The Commission will consider the proposed Preliminary and Final Plat for a condominium subdivision for

Cottage on the Corner, located at 323 E Pages Lane.

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
02-13-2019 Staff Report Coltage on the Comer Subdivision
Cottages on the Comer PUD Plat Submitial
Cottage on the Corner Final Site Plan arnd CUP Approvals



Centerville City Planning Commission

CENTERVILLE CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
655 North 1250 West, Centerville, Utah 84014
(801) 292-8232

STAFF REPORT
AGENDA: ITEM 3

PROPERTY OWNER: SCOTT BALLING
P.O. BOX 805
CENTERVILLE CITY, UT 84014

APPLICANT: SAME AS ABOVE
(jscottballing@gmail.com)
PROPERTY : 323 EAST PAGES LANE

APNs 03-004-0082 & 03-004-0083

ACREAGE: 0.513 NET ACRES & 0.75 GROSS ACRES

ZONING: RESIDENTIAL-MEDIUM (R-M)

LOT COUNT: SIX (6) PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DWELLINGS
(TOWNHOMES)

APPLICATIONS: PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION APPROVAL WITH

FINAL SUBDIVISION RECOMMENDATION

RECOMMENDATION: CONSIDER APPROVAL OF THE PRELIMINARY
SUBDIVISION PLANS AND RECOMMEND FINAL
SUBDIVISION APPROVAL

BACKGROUND

As the Planning Commission, may be aware, the Cottage on the Corner Conceptual Subdivision
Acceptance was occured in December of 2016. Afterwards in April of 2017, the City approved
a Final Site Plan and Conditional Use Permit for the Cottage on the Corner Development. Since
these approvals, the applicant has constructed and completed the project, as approved. The
applicant now desires to subdivide the site into a Planned Unit Subdivision to allow the
opportunity to individually sell each unit in the future. Additionally, since the project has been
constructed completed as a single site development project, the applicant is requesting the
Planning Commission to approved a preliminary and final plat at the same time. The argument
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Centerville City Planning Commission

being made is that physical construction is already complete and it is only the formal paper/linen
for subdivision plat that needs to be secured for recording purposes.

PREVIOUS CONCEPTUAL PLAN ACCEPTANCE

On December 14, 2016, the City accepted the conceptual subdivision plan, which allows the
developer to move forward with preparation and submittal of the preliminary subdivision plans
and plat. The following are the conditions of the conceptual plan acceptance:

1. The Conceptual Subdivision Plan acceptance is dependent upon the approval of a Final
Site Plan and any applicable CUP approval, as being proposed with the related
Conceptual Site Plan acceptance of December 14, 2016. (Completed — Final Site Plan
& CUP Secured April 2017)

2. Once the related Final Site Plan and CUP approvals are secured from the City, the
applicant shall prepare and submit a Preliminary Subdivision Plat, depicting how the
related site plan will be prepared as a Subdivision Plat, coordination of construction
plan elements between site plan development and those to be constructed with
subdivision development, and the layout and dedication of common, limited common,
and private lots or building envelopes. (Completed — All dwelling units received a
Certificate of Occupancy on 9/20/2018, which required all infrastructure to be
installed & the submitted Preliminary Plans depict the private, limited common, and
COMMONn areas)

PLANNING STAFF REVIEW AND COMMENT

Preliminary Plat and Plans — The preliminary plat and plans appear to be consistent with the
original final site plan and conditional use permit approvals. The City Engineer will need to
review plat and verify that the plat reflects the correct configuration with the build development.

Applicable Subdivision Improvements and Services - The secondary irrigation company desires
verification that the plat reflects the needed easements that the applicant agreed to during the
construction of the development (see attached e-mail from Duel Creek Irrigation Company).
Prior to the recording of the subdivision plat, the City’s Building Official and the Fire District
will need to verify that the existing construction complies with the requirements to allow for
the platting of the townhomes (staff believes that it was likely constructed meeting the
requirements).

Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions (CC&Rs) - The submitted Articles of Incorporation
and the Declaration of CC&R’s generally reflect the expectations and management of the
subdivision. Prior to plat recordation, these documents will need to be reviewed by the City
Attorney to verify compliance with state statutes.

OTHER RELATED MATTERS

As the Commission is aware, the density for this project was approved with the issuance of a
Conditional Use Permit by the City and the development design is subject to specific conditions
of approval. The subdivision plat needs to note that the development of the properties is subject
to the conditions of the approved Final Site Plan and Conditional Use Permit. Staff would also
suggest that such reference should be included in the CC&R’s for disclosure to all future
owners. For reference the CUP approval has been attached with the posting of this report.
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PLANNING STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Suggested Motion for the Preliminarv/Final Subdivision for The Cottage on the Corner: 1

hereby make a motion for the Planning Commission to approve the Preliminary Subdivision
Plans and recommend approval of the Final Plat for The Cottage on the Corner Development,
subject to the following:

1.

2.

The applicant shall finalize any plat related formatting and/or survey errors and
omissions, which shall be deemed acceptable by the City’s Engineer and Attorney.
The subdivision plat shall contain necessary notes that the development of the properties
is subject to the conditions of the approved Final Site Plan and Conditional Use Permit.
- This approval also suggests that such references should be included in the CC&R’s for
disclosure to all future owners

Prior to plat recordation, the related Articles and CC&R documents will need to be
reviewed by the City Attorney to verify compliance with state statutes.

Prior to the recording of the subdivision plat, the City’s Building Official and the Fire
District shall provide verification that the existing construction complies with the
requirements to allow for the platting of the townhomes.

Prior to plat recordation, the secondary irrigation company shall provide verification
that the plat reflects the needed easements that the applicant agreed to during the
construction of the development

In accordance with the City’s addressing system, the final plat shall depict the address
of each dwelling and be deemed acceptable by the City’s Public Works Director.

The applicant shall provide an updated title report (within 30 days) for review and
acceptance of any final paper and/or linen plat, at a time deemed appropriate by the
City’s Attorney and/or Recorder.

Suggested Reasons for the Action (Findings):

a)

b)

The Planning Commission finds that the subdivision plat and plans and plat are in
harmony with the relevant provisions of the City’s Zoning Approvals and Subdivision
regulations.

The Planning Commission finds that the development has previously been approved by
the City and that the subdivision is also subject other terms and conditions, as approved by
the City for the related final site plan and conditional use permit.

The Planning Commission finds that with the Conditions listed for this approval, the
subdivision can be deemed consistent with the expectations for PUD subdivisions, as
outlined in Chapter 15-6, Planned Unit Development.
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CENTERVILLE CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
655 North 1250 West @ Centerville, Utah 84014 o (801) 292-8232 @ Fax: (801) 292-8251

Mr. Scott Balling

Re: Planning Commission
Mr. Balling:

On April 26th, the Centerville City Planning voted to recommend approval to the City Council for your zoning map
amendment for the acquired property at 323 E Pages Lane. , and approved your Final Site Plan and Conditional Use
Permit for the Cottage on the Corner project located at 323 E Pages Lane.

The following conditions are for the ZONE MAP AMENDMENT of the acquired properties:

1. These amendments include only the .010 acres acquired form the LDS Church to the North and the .004 acres ac-
quired from JAG Enterprises LLC to the East, as provided in the legal description attached.
2. The area is to be combined into a single parcel.

Conditions for your FINAL SITE PLAN Approval by the Planning Commission:

1. City Council approval of the Zone Map Amendment of the small additions of property to the North and East of the
original lot, the additional .014 acres of property, rezoned from R-H and R-L to R-M.

2. Approval from South Davis Metro Fire on Final Site Plan is required before Building Permit issuance.

3. A waiver of strict compliance shall be given to accept only 35% landscaping coverage, due to the fact that 4 times
the amount of trees required were provided, and were concentrated along the perimeter for buffering and an en-
hanced streetscape design of corners and entrances.

4. The A-1 Truck disposal or any garbage disposal provider for the project shall be prohibited from backing onto Pages
Lane, as required in CZC 12.52.100(d), and shall use the parking lot to turn around. This prohibition on backing onto
Pages Lane shall be clearly and permanently posted on the dumpster.

5. A permanent “no parking” sign shall be placed and posted on the northern most parking stall prohibiting parking on
days or times when garbage pickup is scheduled.

6. Applicant and applicable HOA shall schedule garbage pickup during off-peak foot traffic times.

7. Applicant shall provide legal descriptions for the required public utility easements (PUEs) for the project in accord-
ance with City Ordinances. Such PUEs shall be submitted to the City Council for acceptance and recorded against the
property prior to issuance of a building permit.

8. Final Approval is conditioned upaon the acceptance of a Conditional Use Permit, for the desired density, at eight units

Al
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Genterville City

This letter has been compiled from preliminary draft meeting minutes, not from the official approved meeting minutes. You may request ‘Qw
a copy of the official approved minutes from the City Recorder, Marsha L. Morrow, 801.295.3477, when they are made available. %
Any person, or any officer, department, board or bureau of the City, adversely affected by a decision made in the administration or %”.m
interpretation of a provision of this Title may appeal to the Board of Adjustment as provided in Subsection 12-21-200(d)(1) of the Centerville
City Zoning Ordinance. A complete application for an appeal shall be filed within fourteen (14) days of the date when the decision was made.
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CENTERVILLE CITY

per acre, and six dwelling units for the site.

The following directives are for the CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT for the Cottage on the Corner:

1. The Conditional Use Permit is dependent on the acceptance of the zoning map amendment, incorporating the lot
line adjustments, if accepted by the City Council.

2. The CUP is dependent on the design, layout and development as depicted and conditioned in the Final Site Plan as
approved by the Planning Commission.

Please contact the Community Development Department at 801-292-8232 with any further questions.

Respectfully,

Cassie Younger

Assistant City Planner

This letter has been compiled from preliminary draft meeting minutes, not from the official approved meeting minutes. You may request
a copy of the official approved minutes from the City Recorder, Marsha L. Morrow, 801.295.3477, when they are made available.

Any person, or any officer, department, board or bureau of the City, adversely affected by a decision made in the administration or
interpretation of a provision of this Title may appeal to the Board of Adjustment as provided in Subsection 12-21-200(d)(1) of the Centerville
City Zoning Ordinance. A complete application for an appeal shall be filed within fourteen (14) days of the date when the decision was made.

Genterville City
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ltem No. 4.

Short Title: City Council Report

Initiated By:
Scheduled Time:

SUBJECT

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND
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Short Title: Community Development Director's Report
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Scheduled Time:
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BACKGROUND
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MEETING
Wednesday, January 23, 2019
7:00 p.m.

A quorum being present at Centerville City Hall, 250 North Main Street, Centerville, Utah, the
meeting of the Centerville City Planning Commission was called to order at 7:00 p.m.

MEMBERS PRESENT
Cheylynn Hayman, Chair

Kai Hintze

Logan Johnson

Becki Wright (left at 7:23 p.m.)

MEMBERS ABSENT
Kevin Daly, Vice Chair
Gina Hirst

STAFF PRESENT

Cory Snyder, Community Development Director
Lisa Romney, City Attorney

Cassie Younger, Assistant Planner

Jamie Brooks, Recording Secretary

VISITORS
Interested citizens

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

OPENING COMMENT/LEGISLATIVE PRAYER Chair Hayman

DISCUSSION — SUBDIVISION CHAPTER 3 POSSIBLE REVISIONS

Lisa Romney, City Attorney, explained that Chapter 3 of the Centerville City Code was quite
lengthy and that it addressed general parameters involving all types of subdivisions. She also wished to
discuss the State’s noticing requirements and determine what, if any, additional noticing the Commission
wished to provide.

CMC 15.03.050 listed agricultural exemptions to the subdivision plat process. Ms. Romney
pointed out that small subdivisions had not been included since they were not technically exempt from the
plat but merely had an expedited procedure. She explained that a new requirement had been added, in that
developers were to now submit an electronic copy of everything provided to the City.

Commissioner Wright asked in what way the new application process differed from what had
previously been required. Ms. Romney responded that there was not a great deal that had been changed
about the application procedures. There were already helpful graphics on the website to assist applicants
in understanding the process but there was still much work to be done regarding revising forms since
some of the steps in the process were being changed.

Cory Snyder pointed out that that the City was currently moving to an on-line application process.
It would require certain actions by the applicant prior to submittal. Although applicants would not be
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required to use the on-line system, it would be available. Ms. Romney added that the program would also
allow applicants to check the status of their application on line.

Chair Hayman suggested various stylistic changes in the drafted code updates. She also
mentioned some inconsistencies in language within 15.03.040 and 15.03.060. Ms. Romney indicated she
would take another look at the language.

Chair Hayman asked about use of the word may in 15.030.070(g). She wondered under what
circumstances the City might allow a deficient application to move forward. Ms. Romney responded that

at times, the City was more lenient than it was required to be by statute.

Commissioner Wright asked that the Commission address the January 9, 2019 minutes now, since
she needed to leave shortly. The Commissioners in attendance agreed to do so.

MINUTES REVIEW AND ACCEPTANCE

The minutes of January 9, 2019 were reviewed and amendments suggested. Commissioner
Johnson made a motion to accept the minutes as amended. The motion was seconded by Commissioner
Wright and passed unanimously (4-0). Commissioner Wright then left the meeting.

Ms. Romney pointed out because there was no longer a quorum present, the Commission would
take no further formal action during that meeting but only engage in discussion.

DISCUSSION — SUBDIVISION CHAPTER 3 POSSIBLE REVISIONS (continued)

Chair Hayman welcomed members of Boy Scout Troop 1857 who had joined the meeting. The
Commission then continued the review of CMC 15 (Subdivisions).

Regarding CMC 15.03.100 and the Utah Open and Public Meetings Act, Chair Hayman asked
what type of circumstance would qualify as an emergency meeting. Ms. Romney responded that there
were very, very few circumstances that would qualify as a valid reason for the Planning Commission to
call an emergency meeting. It was her legal opinion that neither forgetting to place an item on the agenda
nor adding an item simply because the applicant really wished it to be heard, qualified as a valid reason to
hold a meeting with less than 24 hours’ notice.

Commissioner Johnson asked if all four noticing types listed in CMC 15.03.100(a)(2) were
required by law. Ms. Romney explained that each was required by either the Open and Public Meetings
Act or the Land Use Act.

Ms. Rommey indicated that CMC 15.03.170 allowed the zoning administrator to make
administrative interpretations of that section and that CMC 15.03.180 was a completely new section that
had been added.

Commissioner Johnson asked how new changes would affect those developers that had already
submitted their applications. Ms. Romney responded that generally, applications would move forward
under the code that was in effect when the application was submitted. There was a pending ordinance
doctrine that allowed a project to be put on hold pending the creation of a new ordinance. However, the
law allowed no more than a six-month delay in such cases. She preferred to grant developers their vested
rights once they met the requirements that were currently in place.

Regarding noticing, a new code required additional noticing. She recommended that for the sake
of consistency, the City go to a 10-day notice on-site for everything. She felt that fewer mistakes would
be made that way. She had distributed a noticing matrix which illustrated the noticing guidelines the City
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had been following thus far, as well as the guidelines required by the State. She wished to make a
correction regarding noticing on the City and State websites. She indicated that there should be an “x”
next to Conceptual Subdivision Plat, Preliminary Subdivision Plat and Small Subdivision Waiver,
indicating that the City currently noticed those items on the websites in addition to those that were already
marked with an “x”. Ms. Younger mentioned that she always posted on-site for ten days rather than the
required three days.

In order to simplify the process, Ms. Romney wished to recommend eliminating sending the final
subdivision plat to the City Council. Commissioner Johnson indicated that he would be in support of
making that change.

Regarding newspaper noticing, Ms. Romney did not recommend any changes to the City’s
current practice but it was hoped that the legislature would eventually update the rather archaic statute
requiring notices to be placed in a newspaper of general circulation.

The Planning Commission and Staff discussed the fact that statutorily, affected entities included
property owners. The City had read the statute quite broadly. If interested in receiving such notifications,
a property owner would need to notify the City and do so on an annual basis. City Code currently
required noticing when any subdivision dealt with a multi-family, commercial or industrial development.
Ms. Romney had been unable to find a State statute wherein that was required. She would continue to
look into that, in case such noticing could be eliminated.

Ms. Romney pointed out that State code currently required that in the case of a text amendment,
the City mail a notice to “any property owner whose land was directly affected by the land use ordinance
change.” She interpreted that part of the code quite broadly. The Staff and Commission discussed the
fact that although this was a burdensome requirement for municipalities, there was some merit to it. Ms.
Romney expressed an interest in having a more in-depth conversation about that portion of the code with
the planning staff in order to ensure that everyone was on the same page.

Finally, Ms. Romney pointed out that the City must notify the applicant of every meeting at
which an application was to be addressed, and also provide a copy of each applicable staff report.
Additionally, she stated that members of the public could sign up through the Utah Public Notice website
to be notified of any notices pertaining to the City—or any other public body in Utah. Chair Hayman
suggested sharing that information with residents.

In summary, Ms. Romney stated she had received good information from the Planning
Commission and would revise the matrix so that it showed the current noticing practices as well as the
recommended changes. Chair Hayman expressed appreciation to Ms. Romney for the work and attention
she had put into reviewing the City Code.

DISCUSSION — GOALS 2019

Chair Hayman pointed out that she had intended this only to be a preliminary discussion and
stated that was particularly true now that there was no longer a quorum present. She mentioned that it
appeared there was some tension and lack of communication between the City Council and the Planning
Commission. She pointed out that the Planning Commission’s obligation was to examine issues
independently from the Council. Both she and Commissioner Hintze thought perhaps more joint work
sessions might help increase the level of communication between the two bodies. He felt the tension
seemed to be apparent to a resident who had sat through a recent meeting. Commissioner Johnson was
unsure if increased work sessions would solve the problem. Chair Hayman pointed out that each body had
a different perspective and different goals.

Mr. Snyder mentioned that Main Street was quite sensitive and that the Council had not always
provided clear direction. Some tension was natural but it increased when Main Street was addressed. The
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Council was not yet sure where they wished to go. Chair Hayman suggested making more of an effort to
provide periodic updates to the Council regarding Planning Commission activities so that they could
remain in the loop. Mr. Snyder mentioned that the City Council had recently approved adding a Planning
Commission action report to their future agendas.

Councilmember Johnson reiterated that while he was certainly open to holding further joint
meetings with the Council, he was not necessarily optimistic. The work session currently scheduled for
February 13 was for the Planning Commission only.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR REPORT

Mr. Snyder indicated that several applications had arrived earlier that day in anticipation of the
next meeting-- Barrus Cove, Deuel Creek, the preliminary industrial subdivision for the Smith family, and
Cottage on the Corner. He would provide a staff report for the Feb 13™ work session as well.

CITY COUNCIL REPORT

Mr. Snyder reminded the Commission that they had previously sent edits to the City Council
regarding the overlay. The Council adopted the side yard edit but had a significant discussion regarding
the front yard setback. He had cautioned the City Council about moving towards a General Plan
amendment solely for that edit and then turning right around and doing a General Plan revamp. He
pointed out that it could lead to confusion. The Council decided not to move forward with the other
General Plan amendment but would instead move forward with the revamp. Also, they did not wish the
friction with the Planning Commission to continue. Mr. Snyder was now tasked with providing the City
Council with an outline for how to accomplish the re-vamp. Part of that task included scheduling a joint
work session with the Planning Commission which he hoped would be a two-part discussion. First, come
to an agreement regarding how best to meet the revamp timeline. Second, to have an additional
discussion regarding Planning Commission goals, once those goals had been identified.

ADJOURNMENT

Chair Hayman moved to adjourn. Commissioner Hintze seconded the motion. The motion passed
unanimously (3-0) and the meeting adjourned at 8:23 p.m.

Cheylynn Hayman, Chair Date Approved

Jamie Brooks, Recording Secretary



