
ELK RIDGE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 1 

November 23, 2012 2 
 3 

 4 
TIME AND PLACE OF PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 5 

A regular scheduled meeting of the Elk Ridge Planning Commission was held on Thursday, November 23, 2012, at 7:00 p.m. at 80 East 6 
Park Drive, Elk Ridge, Utah.  7 
 8 

ROLL CALL 9 
Commissioners: Kelly Liddiard, Jed Pfaff, Randy Jones, Kevin Hansbrow 10 
Absent: Debbie Cloward, Sharon Dahlstrom, David Clark, Clint Ashmead 11 

 Others: Shay Stark, Aqua Planner 12 
  Marissa Bassir, Planning Commission Coordinator 13 
  Brian Burke, City Council, Mayor Shelley 14 
  Kristin and Sean Roylance, Lucretia Thayne 15 
 16 
OPENING ITEMS 17 

Kelly Liddiard, Chair, welcomed at 7:00 PM.  Opening remarks were said by Kevin Hansbrow followed by the pledge of allegiance. 18 
 19 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 20 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair, reviewed the agenda and there were not any changes. 21 
 22 

ALTERNATE APPROVAL 23 
KELLY LIDDIARD MOTIONED AND KEVIN HANSBROW SECONDED TO MAKE ALTERNATE, JED PFAFF, A 24 
VOTING MEMBER FOR THIS MEETING.  VOTE: YES – ALL (3), NO – NONE, ABSENT – (4) DEBBIE CLOWARD, 25 
DAVID CLARK, SHARON DAHLSTROM, CLINT ASHMEAD 26 

 27 
CODE AMENDMENT FOR RESIDENTIAL FACILITIES FOR DISABILITIES 28 
 Kelly Liddiard, Chair opened the public hearing at 7:05 PM. 29 

 Kristin Roylance, public begged for the planning commission not to change the number of unrelated individuals in a single family 30 
dwelling. 31 
 Kelly Liddiard, Chair replied that they are mandated to change the number to comply with state code.  A lot of the code doesn’t allow 32 
for the city to make changes because it is what the state requires. 33 
 Kristin Roylance asked what the state allows. 34 
 Randy Jones indicated that from what the planner has provided for the planning commission it was two people per bedroom. 35 
Shay Stark, planner indicated that unrelated people is specifically said that unless it is a community of 20,000 people that has a 36 
university in the community, then they can have a minimum of three unrelated people.  For all other cities in Utah it is four unrelated 37 
individuals.  Mr. Stark explained about Draper city who had a maximum of eight unrelated people and a facility came in and asked for 38 
24 people.  The city said no and kept the max at eight.  There was a lawsuit and they went to federal court and were fined $600,000 for 39 
discrimination.  In the end, they had to allow them to build the facility and they essentially paid for the facility. 40 
Kristin Roylance indicated that the Fair Housing Act simply states that the city cannot treat them unfavorably. 41 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair said that is determined by the court and then the court falls back on case law.  Case law has been established.   42 
Kristin Roylance said Sandy limited it to four unrelated individuals.   43 
Shay Stark indicated that a lot of the ordinances limit it to four and the draft ordinance in front of the planning commission is limiting it 44 
to four, but there is a reasonable accommodation clause where if someone comes in and say they want eight the city has to 45 
accommodate.  If there is a family with 10 related people what is the difference between 10 related people and 10 unrelated people 46 
living together? 47 
Kristin Roylance indicated that more than likely all 10 of the related people are not drug addicts with a criminal background.  There is a 48 
big difference. 49 
Shay Stark stated that with federal law there isn’t a difference. 50 
Kelly Liddiard said the problem is that with federal law and there is someone that is an addicted person, under the Disabilities Act, that 51 
shows as a disability.  They have rights over the regular single family. 52 
Shay Stark said that the maximum is eight unrelated people that will be allowed and every other home has eight people in their home.  53 
The law has to be applied the same to everyone, otherwise it is discrimination.  Utah State has a familial status law or section in their 54 
code where it provides a definition of the family.  The city’s ordinance has come from there in the past and gives the city power to allow 55 
so many unrelated people living in the house.  Federally, if it ends up in court, Utah’s law is useless. 56 
Randy Jones commented that the answers received from Shay, city planner, indicated that the most people per bedroom for disabled 57 
persons is two.  58 
Shay Stark continued that they have to have a minimum of 60 square foot space.  If there is one person in the room, they have to have at 59 
least 80 square feet not counting closet space.  The state is supposed to have someone inspect the facility for compliance. 60 
Mayor Shelley indicated that Mr. John Ortiz from State Licensing will be doing the inspection.  He said he has not done the walk 61 
through yet. 62 
Randy Jones asked if the city knows how big the facility is yet. 63 
Mayor Shelley indicated that it is five bedrooms and beyond that they don’t know. 64 
Randy Jones commented that the caretaker has to have at least one of those bedrooms.  There are things that they have to have like 65 
staff’s own bedroom and bathroom. 66 
Kelly Liddiard also commented that there has to be a male and female bathroom. 67 
Shay Stark indicated they have to have both male and female if they are both residing in the home, but this facility will be all male. 68 
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Randy Jones said technically, there could be eight people in the home because if they have five bedrooms and one is for the staff and the 69 
others can house two people each if the bedrooms are large enough to have at least 60 square feet per person. 70 
Shay Stark said that prior to writing the ordinance that it is one of the four items that need to be addressed prior to them occupying the 71 
home.  The city needs evidence that the state has looked at the size of the house and has told them the number of occupants that they can 72 
have in the home. 73 
Randy Jones asked if there was a limit for the bathrooms as well. 74 
Shay Stark said it depended on the type of amenities within the bathrooms.  There was a requirement of how many residents per 75 
bathroom. 76 
Jed Pfaff  asked about fire code and commercial kitchens. 77 
Shay Stark indicated that the facility is a home so it falls under the same regulations in the building code that a regular home does.  If 78 
someone were to come in and do a residential treatment facility, which is where people are coming in and out for treatment, it is then 79 
considered a commercial facility.  It is a facility where they have people coming and staying for a couple of days or something like that.  80 
From what Mr. Stark is reading the code that then falls under a stricter code. 81 
Mayor Shelley indicated the facility is an inpatient facility. 82 
Jed Pfaff was concerned about parking for the guests. 83 
Shay Stark said that in the ordinance he created, he tried to word it very clearly so there isn’t any trouble.  It is a residence and the 84 
zoning code has to be followed.  The ordinance states that in order to make sure that they provide themselves enough off-site parking, 85 
they need a parking stall for the staff members and a stall for each of the people that would be living there and if that is more than what 86 
the city zoning allows in a home setting, then they will have to put some sort of a landscape screening around it so there is still a 87 
residential characteristic.  88 
Mayor Shelley said because of the nature of the facility, there will not be any cars there except, staff and visitors.  The mayor and Mr. 89 
Stark went on to explain the different levels of care that the facility provides. 90 
Sean Roylance appreciated the efforts the planning commission and planner have gone through to create the ordinance.  Mr. Roylance 91 
commented that there is a difference between 8 or 10 adults living together and a father, mother and six kids.  It is unfortunate that the 92 
courts don’t recognize that.  Mr. Roylance said that with the current city code a business license can be denied if they have broken the 93 
law and with respect to the activities happening on the property.  There was something about that in the new code where the business 94 
license could be denied based on their past behaviors.  Is that still being considered since they have clearly broken the law with their 95 
activities in the past? 96 
Kelly Liddiard replied that it is up to the state to enforce it.  The city can make them aware of it, but that is it.  The city can say yes or no 97 
to the business license.  Mr. Liddiard indicated the state will enforce it, if the person reporting the problem is a “pain in their side”.  It 98 
wouldn’t be a quick process. 99 
Further discussion took place regarding the supervisor being an ex-drug addict and having access to drugs, the chances of him relapsing 100 
are high.  As long as all the staff members are over the age of 18, they can have the past history with drugs.  There is nothing to stop 101 
them from working in the occupation.  There will be a supervisor there, 24-hours a day. 102 
Kristin Roylance indicated that Mr. Long is the night supervisor.  If there was a way to enforce, then Ms. Roylance would not be as 103 
concerned, but no one is doing it. 104 
Mayor Shelley reviewed that Mr. Long has applied for a business license and needed to come get a fire and building inspection.  He has 105 
to have a business license from the city before he can get a state license.  He has to show the state the inspections and the business 106 
license when applying for a state license. 107 
Shay Stark indicated that Mr. David Church, attorney, said that the only reason he has to get a business license through the city is that 108 
the state requires it.  It isn’t stated in city code.  The reason the state requires the business license is so the person applying has to talk to 109 
the city first so they know what is happening so they aren’t blindsided. 110 
Kelly Liddiard thinks that there should be some legislation changes.  State and even federal level. 111 
Kelly Liddiard closed the public hearing at 7:30 PM. 112 
Shay Stark indicated that he used the Task Force Report with Ogden City from 1998 and he realized after reading other city ordinances 113 
that they have fallen back on the task force model.  The model follows state code.  They spent two years researching litigation that had 114 
occurred outside Utah.  The state has drawn a line and they are taking responsibility for the licensing and the monitoring of the facilities.  115 
The city’s authority is that they are in charge of the zoning laws. 116 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair said there isn’t any reason to create a code that doesn’t follow the state code because the city can’t enforce it 117 
anyway.  The city would be setting themselves up for a lawsuit. 118 
Shay Stark indicated that the state says that it has to be a permitted use.  It cannot be conditional. The only things that are different is that 119 
it is a home.  “In order to provide the staff and visitor parking, the facility shall include a minimum of one on-site parking stall for each 120 
resident including staff.”   121 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair commented about the winter parking, which is that there cannot be parking on the street.  The city could enforce 122 
the street parking. 123 
Kevin Hansbrow, Co-chair commented that the city would have to be enforcing the street parking all over. 124 
Mayor Shelley indicated that the city will be enforcing the nuisance laws with a code enforcement officer as quickly as possible. 125 
Shay Stark talked about the security plan and from talking with the attorney, he indicated that the daycares and preschools don’t qualify 126 
with the 500 feet from a school.  The facility has to provide a security plan because that is a part of the licensing process with the state.  127 
If they are within 500 feet of a school, then they would have to work with the local law enforcement. 128 
Jed Pfaff asked what would happen if the security plan is breeched by the residents. 129 
Shay Stark said it is required to be investigated and correct it.  If they take corrective action, then the facility can continue.  If it 130 
continues to happen or if they don’t take corrective action, then the state can go through their litigation process and pull the licensing.  131 
“No dangerous persons are permitted” on page four comes right out of the Federal Act.  “Constitutes a direct threat to the health or 132 
safety of other individuals or result in substantial physical damage to the property of others.” 133 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair asked if it had to be substantial. 134 
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Shay Stark indicated it comes right from the Fair Housing Act.  Item #3 Licensing and Certification, “prior to the occupancy of any 135 
facility, the persons or entity operating the facility shall apply or hold a current city business license.”  So they have to apply for the 136 
license and then it is taken to the state and the state will go through their process and then they have to come back and provide the city 137 
with a copy of the licenses.  Depending on what kind of facility it is, some have to go to health department and have multiple licenses 138 
with the Department of Human Services.  Others will have only one license. 139 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair asked Mayor Shelley now that he has taken Mr. Long’s money for the license if he will be held to the new 140 
ordinance. 141 
Mayor Shelley didn’t know.  He indicated that they had not been granted a license yet and they don’t have the state license yet. 142 
Shay Stark said at some point they would have to comply with the city code.  They have to provide evidence that the applicable state 143 
agency has approved the structure proposed for occupancy and meets the criteria for size and number of amenities related to bedrooms, 144 
bathrooms and other living areas to adequately provide accommodations for the proposed number of residents and staff member.  The 145 
city has to find out what the state is willing to give with that.  Hopefully, the licenses that they receive say that they are approved for x 146 
number of people.  If not, then the city has them get a letter from the state telling what the building was approved for.  “Certify a sworn 147 
statement that no person will reside or remain in the facility whose tendency would constitute a direct threat to the health or safety of 148 
other individuals or result in substantial damage to the property of others.”  There is more aggressive wording below that says that 149 
somebody’s prior behavior and they have demonstrated criminal instance or that they have demonstrated that they would be a substantial 150 
risk.  He needs to have Mr. Church review that statement.  He doesn’t think that it would be a problem so he recommends the more 151 
aggressive wording. 152 
Jed Pfaff commented that there is a clause in the current code that says if they have had a history. 153 
Shay Stark explained that it says “constitute a direct threat to the health or safety of other individuals or result in substantial physical 154 
damage to the property of others”.  The state can do background checks and have them go in and have them sit down with a psychiatrist 155 
or psychologist. 156 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair said that he thinks that someone would have to make a direct threat.  So if one of the residents is out and confronts 157 
a neighbor and threatens them then that is when that would come in.  Just because someone has a criminal history of assault, he doesn’t 158 
know if that would apply. 159 
Shay Stark said that if they do directly threaten a neighbor, which is no different than if someone else was threatening.  Then law 160 
enforcement would be involved.  One of the other items that the state allows is the separation between facilities.  However, in federal 161 
court, that has been “blown out of the water”.  The state has it in the code so the city can certainly try.  The question is how to come up 162 
with the number.  He has put in the proposed code 1350 feet, which is the same distance used for separation between assisted living 163 
facilities.  The ordinance is not only written for persons of substance abuse, it is written for any group with special needs.  The other 164 
item is the number of occupants, which Mr. Stark has put four in the proposed code because that is what state code is.  It also needs to be 165 
changed in the single family definition.  “A facility to serve only has a residence for persons with a disability.  No professional 166 
counseling, therapy or other treatment shall be provided in the facility for any person other than a resident or an invited guest of the 167 
resident.”  They can’t have a counselor come in during the day and set up shop and have clients coming into the residence for a service. 168 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair clarified that it is a residence and treatment is somewhere else. 169 
Shay Stark thinks that they could safely argue that if they were to have other people coming in for appointments and being treated there, 170 
that takes away from the residential character of the neighborhood and of the zone. 171 
The planning commission agreed. 172 
Shay Stark said the final piece is the reasonable accommodation clause.  He patterned the code after Alpine City’s code so the attorney 173 
would feel comfortable with it.  The difference between Alpine City’s code and the state model is that in the model there is four clauses 174 
that are made and they are very generalized and they don’t specify what a person is supposed to do.  If someone is making an appeal or 175 
is asking for accommodation, what are they supposed to provide the city?  In the model it doesn’t say.  He also explained the timing.  It 176 
said 30 days, but if it is going through planning commission and city council, then 30 days is not enough to make that happen.  If they 177 
turn in all the information, the city staff will review the application within seven days to determine whether it is complete or not.  If it is 178 
not complete, it will not be on the agenda.  If it’s complete, then it will be placed on the next available agenda.  The thirty days will start 179 
from the time it is put on an agenda.  That will then be enough time to make a determination.  If the planning commission or city council 180 
needs additional information that is consistent with Fair Housing laws, then the 30 days is stayed until that information is received and 181 
then it will be put on an agenda.  The decision is pretty clear on what can and can’t be considered.  So there is three areas considering 182 
the accommodation can be looked at and one is rather that requested reasonable accommodations necessary to afford the person with a 183 
disability equal opportunity.  If someone is coming in and asking for an accommodation but it doesn’t truly benefit that person with a 184 
disability, the city can deny them.  They have to show there is some benefit to that person with a disability.  “Whether the requested 185 
reasonable accommodation would fundamentally alter the city’s land use and zoning regulations or likely create a fundamentally change 186 
in the character of a residential neighborhood.”  Last one, “Whether the requested reasonable accommodation would impose and 187 
undergo administrative or financial burden on the city.”  If there is a burden on the city, then there is grounds to deny it.  Then there is an 188 
appeals process.  In the city’s ordinance an appeal authority, which is supposed to be set up and then tasked with this.  It wouldn’t be a 189 
council or planning commission member or mayor or staff members.  Someone who could review it and then make a rule on it. 190 
Planning commission Assistant said that she received an email back from Jan, City Recorder, who said that it would be a hearings 191 
adjuster and would need to get a recommendation from Mr. Church on who the city should use for this. 192 
Shay Stark said that he would adjust the wording so it is correct.  If the person doesn’t like the decision on reasonable accommodation, 193 
they have 10 days to appeal by the time the decision was written by the city council.  Then the city has to turn it over to the hearings 194 
adjuster and have them review and make a determination.  The appeal can always go to the courts if they feel they haven’t been treated 195 
fairly. 196 
Jed Pfaff commented about the definitions.  The trigger word was discrimination and with disabilities, a lot of people think that someone 197 
that recreates with illegal substances has a disability or not.  It says, “Disability does not include current illegal use of addiction to any 198 
federally controlled substances.”  So what would constitute current in that definition? 199 
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Shay Stark said the way he understands it is that people would be allowed to go into the home are no longer users.  They have been 200 
through a treatment program.  The day before they went home, they weren’t using drugs or alcohol.  They have been through the 201 
program and cleared by the program.  They have gone for a period of time without using.  The purpose of bringing them into the home 202 
situation is that they have other people there for support and a staff member to continue to help counsel them.  It is transitional.  203 
Obviously, there is going to be slip-ups.  They account for that in the program. 204 
Jed Pfaff said they should expect a relapse if they are a real counselor. 205 
Brian Burke explained that recovery from drug abuse is a real hard thing to do.  The recovery rate is about 70 percent. 206 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair said if it is someone who is currently using, then there isn’t a choice.  According to federal law and state code, 207 
someone who is recovering and deemed that way for life that is a disability. 208 
Shay Stark indicated that he has made some adjustments to the definitions.  There is some wording within federal fair housing and state 209 
fair housing on the particular definitions that pull that into the city’s definitions so that the city is covered so there isn’t any question and 210 
it is the same as state and federal.  Under the definition of a family, he wrote three options.  The last option is actually the city’s current 211 
definition that was modified with the unrelated persons being four.  The other definitions have come from state code. 212 
Kelly Liddiard, Chair indicated he liked the current family definition. 213 
Planning commission Assistant mentioned that there should probably be something about the number of foster children. 214 
Shay Stark indicated that was probably a good idea to have foster children in the definition because the state fair housing mentions foster 215 
children.  Right now, it is located in each of the zoning ordinances, but it would probably be a good idea to pull it out in the definition 216 
and then it can be removed from the zoning ordinances. 217 
Kevin Hansbrow, Co-chair commented that even with foster children, there should be regulations about bedroom and space per child, 218 
but the ordinance for persons with a disability is stricter than what is required for children. 219 
Jed Pfaff asked if a foster kid and adoption needs to be distinguished between the two. 220 
Kevin Hansbrow, Co-chair replied that if there is an adoption, then they are a part of the family. 221 
Shay Stark indicated there are other things that the city can play with in the zoning ordinance.  For instance, putting a maximum number 222 
of square feet on a home...  If it is applied to everyone and say nothing over x amount of square feet, at least it gives some control.  223 
There is nothing that prohibits going as big as the owner wants.  It just has to be across the board with everybody.  Limiting heights on 224 
buildings is another way to control it.  Alpine has ordinances on the design of the structures, architectural features and Park City does it 225 
also.  There are things that give a little control.  Across the board with everyone. 226 
Sean Roylance, public commented that there is a height ordinance with an exception. 227 
Kevin Hansbrow, Co-chair asked if they have to be ADA compliant. 228 
Shay Stark indicated that the bathrooms have to be ADA compliant, but it is only to the level of the people who are in the home.  So if 229 
there are not people in a wheelchair in the home, then it doesn’t have to be wheelchair accessible.  They do have to have the facility to 230 
the level of the people being served in the home.   231 
 232 

1:15:23  KELLY LIDDIARD MOTIONED AND RANDY JONES SECONDED TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL TO THE CITY 233 
COUNCIL TO ACCEPT THE ORDINANCE AS WRITTEN WITH THE FOLLOWING EXCEPTIONS: 234 

o DAVID CHURCH (ATTORNEY) TO REVIEW THE MORE AGGRESSIVE LANGUAGE,  235 
o THE EXISTING “FAMILY” DEFINITION TO INCLUDE FOSTER CHILDREN,  236 
o ALLOW FOUR (4) UNRELATED PERSONS IN RESIDENTIAL SINGLE FAMILY HOMES.   237 

 VOTE: YES – ALL (4), NO – NONE, ABSENT (4) DEBBIE CLOWARD, SHARON DAHLSTROM, DAVID CLARK,  238 
 CLINT ASHMEAD 239 
 240 
CODE AMENDMENT FOR COMMERCIAL ZONE FENCE REQUIREMENT 241 

Kelly Liddiard opened the public hearing at 7:31 PM 242 
There was not any public comment. 243 
Kelly Liddiard closed the public hearing at 7:32 PM 244 

  245 
KEVIN HANSBROW MOTIONED AND KELLY LIDDIARD SECONDED TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL BY THE CITY 246 
COUNCIL THE CODE AMENDMENT FOR C-1 ZONE FENCE REQUIREMENT AS WRITTEN BY LEI ENGLINEERING.  247 
VOTE: YES – ALL (4), NO-NONE, ABSENT (4) DEBBIE CLOWARD, SHARON DAHLSTROM, DAVID CLARK, CLINT 248 
ASHMEAD 249 
 250 

CODE AMENDMENT FOR DWELLING SIZE 251 
 252 

Kelly Liddiard opened the public hearing at 7:32 PM 253 
Lucretia Thayne commented that she was trying to understand the dwelling size chart.  She said that the sizes of 1600 and 1400 square 254 
feet are the smallest size homes people are allowed to build in Elk Ridge.  When she moved into her home, the minimum size was 1200 255 
square feet.  She was not sure what was going on if the minimum was being raised or not.  She didn’t have a comparison.  Her first 256 
thought was that in Elk Ridge are probably big enough.  If the city is trying to increase the minimum dwelling size at a time when many 257 
people are downsizing because it is more cost effective for them, that seems kind of self defeating. 258 
Kelly Liddiard said the homes that are currently being built are that size. 259 
Lucretia Thayne said the bigger the home is, the more people are precluded.  Is that the purpose of the amendment? 260 
Kelly Liddiard replied no.  Depending if it is a one or two story house, it is to better use the lot size is what the thought of it. 261 
Lucretia Thayne commented that if she owns a lot and it’s not a safety issue she would like to determine how she would like to use her 262 
lot.  The less the city tries to interfere with a person’s use of their property, the better.  She doesn’t think the dwelling size minimum 263 
needs to be increased. 264 
Kelly Liddiard closed the public hearing at 7:35 PM. 265 
 266 
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KEVIN HANSBROW MOTIONED AND KELLY LIDDIARD SECONDED TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL FOR THE 267 
CODE AMENDMENT FOR DWELLING SIZE ADJUSTMENTS WITHIN ELK RIDGE CITY PROVIDED BY LEI 268 
ENGINEERING.  269 
VOTE: YES – ALL (4), NO-NONE, ABSENT (4) DEBBIE CLOWARD, SHARON DAHLSTROM, DAVID CLARK, CLINT 270 
ASHMEAD 271 
 272 

CODE AMENDMENT STORM DRAIN CODE ORDINANCE 273 
 Kelly Liddiard opened the public hearing at 7:35 PM. 274 

Lucretia Thayne asked if there was anything in there that would cost her more money on the storm drain.  Is there a tax issue? 275 
Kelly Liddiard didn’t think it was a tax.  There is a fee. 276 
Mayor Shelley indicated there will be another public hearing with the city council for an increase in the storm drain fee. 277 
Kelly Liddiard closed the public hearing at 7:36 PM. 278 

 279 
KELLY LIDDIARD MOTIONED AND RANDY JONES SECONDED TO RECOMMEND FOR APPROVAL OF THE CODE 280 
AMENDMENT FOR STORM DRAINAGE REQUIREMENTS AS WRITTEN BY LEI ENGINEERING.   281 
VOTE: YES – ALL (4),  NO-NONE, ABSENT (4) DEBBIE CLOWARD, SHARON DAHLSTROM, DAVID CLARK, CLINT 282 
ASHMEAD 283 

 284 
 285 

APPROVAL OF 11/08/12 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES 286 
There were some corrections suggested for the minutes of 11/08/12. 287 
 288 
KEVIN HANSBROW MOTIONED AND RANDY JONES SECONDED TO APPROVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION 289 
MEETING MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 8, 2012 WITH THE CORRECTION.  VOTE: YES – ALL (4), NO – NONE, ABSENT 290 
(4) DEBBIE CLOWARD, SHARON DAHLSTROM, DAVID CLARK, CLINT ASHMEAD 291 
 292 

CITY COUNCIL UPDATE 293 
Mayor Shelley said he didn’t have an update, but he mentioned that there were two or three planning commission members whose term 294 
was expiring in February.  If those members are interested in continuing on the planning commission then they will need to meet with 295 
Mayor Shelley for a recommendation to the city council. 296 

 297 
OTHER BUSINESS 298 

 299 
ADJOURNMENT – Chair, Kelly Liddiard, adjourned the meeting at 8:28 p.m. 300 
 301 
 302 

  ____________________________________________ 303 
         Planning Commission Coordinator   304 


