MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION						            April 10, 2024
OF THE TOWN OF CLARKSTON								                     7:00 PM

Clarkston Planning Commission Meeting held at the Clarkston Town Hall, 50 South Main, Clarkston, UT

Attendance: Chairman Adam Hanover, Commissioner Auten Powell, Commissioner Jeremy Hidalgo  
	
Deputy Clerk: Holly Jones

Public Attendance: Miguel and Mandy Gonzalez, Megan Kenney, Benjamin and June Glick via Zoom   
  
1. CALL TO ORDER PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
Chairman Hanover called the Clarkston Planning Commission meeting to order at 7:02 pm. All planning commission members were in attendance. 

It was announced that, after seven years of service in various positions, Commissioner Sparks had resigned from the planning commission. Chairman Hanover publicly thanked Commissioner Sparks for her invaluable service to Clarkston Town.      

The minutes from March 13, 2024, and March 20, 2024, were both addressed. Commissioner Powell made a motion to accept both as written. Commissioner Hidalgo seconded the motion. The minutes from March 13, 2024, and March 20, 2024, were approved.      

2. PERMITS/BUSINESS LICENSES
· Violation: Deputy Clerk Jones provided the commissioners with the violation template letter that Clarkston uses for code violations. The town attorney provided the template to the town. The property located at 47 West 100 North, parcel #15-033-0095, was found to have a shed in front of the main residence, which in all likelihood was placed in the town right-of-way. A violation letter will be sent to the property owner and will include the following codes: 

10-7A-6: MODIFYING REGULATIONS:
 B.   Setback To Adjacent Streets: All structures will have a setback of thirty feet (30') on all adjacent streets.

10-2-9: ZONING PERMIT REQUIRED:
B.   Buildings or structures, measuring fifty (50) square feet to two hundred (200) square feet, including metal storage or shipping containers of any kind or size, must adhere to the zoning regulations; 

The shed will need to go through the zoning clearance or building permit process depending on its square footage and will have to be moved to a location that conforms with Clarkston town code. 

The commissioners had some discussion on public right-of-ways, utility easements, and property lines. They wanted to be sure they all understood where each of those started. Commissioner Powell explained that public right-of-ways go from property line to property line. Clarkston’s right-of-ways are 99 feet. Chairman Hanover thought he had read in the code somewhere that if the right-of-way was not 99 feet, measurements began from the middle of the road. The other commissioners had not seen that.   
· Building Permits: Heather Williams – No change with this permit. 

3. BUSINESS

· Boundary Adjustment Inquiry: Chairman Hanover recognized the Goodeys and Glicks for an inquiry concerning a boundary adjustment between them. He asked one of them to come to the microphone and explain what they wanted to do. Megan Kenney, representing the Goodeys, stated that the general plan and legal description show the Goodey parcel as two lots, 4 and 5. They would like to take lot 4, which is the lot that is furthest south and next to the Glicks, and gift, sell, or absorb that parcel into the Glicks parcel (15-033-0063). Ms. Kenney stated that lot 4 would become a new parcel, which the Glicks would own. The Goodeys would retain the remaining ground with the home in lot 5 as parcel 15-033-0064. Ms. Kenney had already spoken with the Cache County Recorder, and they were amenable to this plan. It would just be a matter of whether there is anything in the town code that would conflict with this. 

Chairman Hanover asked if they wanted to subdivide the property into two lots. Ms. Kenney stated they wanted to do a boundary line adjustment so that they would be within the code. They were just adjusting the boundary line to make it part of the Glicks. They could do it one of two ways. They could do a warranty deed that would absorb that portion of the legal description into the Glick’s parcel, and their lot would be bigger. The second way was for Ms. Kenney to submit it to the county, and they would make it an additional parcel. Commissioner Powell told her that currently Clarkston Town does not have a minor subdivision code; therefore, they cannot subdivide it. He felt the warranty deed and the boundary line adjustment would be okay, but Clarkston would want to make sure they were not creating a nonconforming lot where the house is on lot 5. He suggested that getting a survey done would be the best way to see exactly where the line is at. Ms. Kenney stated they were hoping to alleviate having to get a survey because they were not going to do anything with that lot. If the Glicks wanted to do a survey in the future they could do that and make them conforming lots. 

Chairman Hanover asked how far the house was from the back boundary line of lot 5. It was not known exactly but an appraisal was done which may contain some measurements. Commissioner Powell said that if they could at least provide the setbacks from the house to where the proposed property line is that would help the commission. Ms. Kenney clarified that it was the rear setback the commission wanted. She felt the front and side setbacks would have to be right because nothing is changing there. He confirmed it was the south side of the lot that was in question. He requested that she also provide how big of a parcel would be created. Ms. Kenney stated she knew that both parcels were 5/8 of an acre because it states in the legal description that both lots (4 and 5) are 5/8 of an acre, which is why the county was willing to do the warranty deed. Chairman Hanover asked if the buildings showing on the GIS behind the house were still there. She confirmed that they were still there and that they would remain on lot 5. The commissioners were concerned about the setbacks of the outbuildings and let Ms. Kenney know that they would need to see that on a site plan. 

Allowed setbacks were reviewed from the codes, which states a structure can be as close as one foot to the property line provided the roof does not slope toward the property line and 5 feet if the roof does slope toward the property line. The commissioners felt the best way forward was for the Goodey Family to get the survey and make sure everything is where it is supposed to be. The family commented that they were probably going to be removing the structures anyway. The commission felt that would work but the survey might still be the best bet.          
. 
· Ethical Behavior and Conflict of Interest: The town’s Ethical Behavior Policy and the Conflict of Interest Policy were available for the commissioners to read before they signed stating they understood the policies.

· Open and Public Meetings Training (OPMA): Chairman Hanover and Commissioner Powell have completed the training. Commissioner Hidalgo did not have a chance to look at it as of meeting time but will get it done by the end of April.  

4. ADJOURN 
There being no further business to come before the planning commission, Commissioner Powell made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Commissioner Hidalgo seconded the motion. The Clarkston Town Planning Commission meeting was adjourned at 7:31 p.m.    

__    Holly Jones       _
Clarkston Deputy Clerk

	

Clarkston Town Planning Commission Meeting
April 10, 2024 	5
