

			
Pleasant Grove City Council and Planning Commission Meeting Minutes
July 23, 2013
6:00 p.m.

PRESENT:            
Mayor:
	
	Bruce W. Call                                           

Council Members:							Excused:	       	
	
Cindy Boyd							Lee G. Jensen, Council Member	Cyd LeMone	 
	Jay Meacham  
	Kim Robinson (Excused from the meeting at 6:58 p.m.)

Planning Commission: 

	Dianna Andersen 
	Amy Cardon
	Jim Malone
	Scott Richards
	John Stevens
	Julia Whitman 
		
STAFF PRESENT:

Scott Darrington, City Administrator
	Dean Lundell, Finance Director
	Degen Lewis, City Engineer 
	Tina Petersen, City Attorney
	April Harrison, Arts and Culture Director
	David Larson, Assistant to the City Admin	 
	Deon Giles, Parks and Recreation Director  
	Kathy Kresser, City Recorder 
	Mike Smith, Police Chief
Marc Sanderson, Fire Chief  
	Ken Young, Community Development Director
	Lynn Walker, Public Works Director 	
     									
The City Council and staff met in the City Council Chambers at 86 East 100 South, Pleasant Grove, Utah.
___________________________________________________________________
1) CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Call called the meeting to order and noted that Council Members Boyd, LeMone, Meacham and Robinson were present.  Council Member Jensen was excused from the meeting. He also welcomed the Planning Commission members that were present. 

2) PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
 
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Planning Commission Member, Jim Malone.   

3) OPENING REMARKS

The Opening Remarks were given by Planning Commission Member, John Stevens.

4) TO CONSIDER FOR APPROVAL THE AGREEMENT AND NOTICE TO PROCEED FOR THE 2013-2015 STREET PRESERVATION MICRO-SURFACING PROJECT THAT WAS AWARDED TO GENEVA ROCK PRODUCTS.  Presenter: Attorney Petersen. 

City Attorney, Tina Petersen, stated that the City awarded contracts for the 2014 fiscal year street improvements.  The first contract was awarded to Geneva Rock for a micro-surfacing project.  This is an agreement that solidifies the contract awarded previously, as well as a notice to proceed with the project.  The amount of the contract was $139,500.

ACTION: Council Member Meacham moved to approve the Agreement and Notice to Proceed in the 2013-2015 Street Preservation Micro-Surfacing Project awarded to Geneva Rock in the amount of $139,500.  Council Member Boyd seconded the motion.  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Council.

5) TO CONSIDER FOR APPROVAL THE AGREEMENT AND NOTICE TO PROCEED FOR THE 2013-2015 STREET PRESERVATION – HIGH-DENSITY MINERAL BOND THAT WAS AWARDED TO HOLBROOK ASPHALT CO.  Presenter: Attorney Petersen. 

Attorney Petersen reported that the proposed agreement is with Holbrook Asphalt Co. for a high-density mineral bond for street improvements in the amount of $121,095.96.  This is accompanied by a Notice to Proceed to be signed by the Mayor in order for the project to begin. 

ACTION: Council Member Boyd moved to approve the Agreement and Notice to Proceed in the 2013-2015 Street Preservation High-Density Mineral Bond Project awarded to Holbrook Asphalt Co. in the amount of $121,095.96.  Council Member Meacham seconded the motion.  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Council.

6) DISCUSSION ON GENERAL PLAN UPDATES

Arts and Culture Director, April Harrison, updated the Council on the structure at 1100 North and 1500 West and stated that the building will be donated to the City if they are interested.  Director Harrison stated that Curtis Minor researched what would be required to move the structure to a new location as well as the history of the structure.  Valguardson indicated that they could move the structure for $3,500.  Director Harrison stated that they would seek a grant to cover the cost of moving the building.  She reported that the roof is not original.  Director Harrison sought input from the Council as to whether to proceed to move the structure to the Pioneer Park area or use grant money to refurbish Bell School, which has structural issues.  

In response to a question raised by Mayor Call about the function of the building and its age, Director Harrison reported that it was built around 1890 and may have originally been a granary.  She explained that there is no urgency to moving the structure and she was waiting for more information regarding what the building was and more details on moving it.  She agreed to pass the information on to the Council as soon as it is received. 

Community Development Director, Ken Young, presented the proposed updates to the General Plan.  He reviewed the process they have undertaken thus far in updating the General Plan and the survey completed in 2011.  He reviewed the changes made in each chapter.  He asked that the Council and Planning Commission review the materials provided and give input during tonight’s meeting or in the weeks to follow. 

Director Young stated that the General Plan is intended to be a guiding document for zoning and other decisions for setting goals in the City.  They want this to be as effective a plan as possible.  He explained that it is not a community development plan and should not be seen as such.  The General Plan is a required City document under Utah State Code.  Director Young stated that the intent of tonight’s meeting is not to make any final decisions but to facilitate additional improvements and desired changes.  

It was reported that the plan was originally adopted in 2007.  Director Young stated that Chapter One includes the new mission and vision statements that were recently prepared with the help of the Mayor.  There will be updates to all current conditions and demographics of the City and the goal regarding Utah cities and trees will be moved to Chapter Three, Community Design.  Director Young stated that at the end of each chapter there is a list of goals.  The goals are broken down by strategies, actions, timing, and agency.  The intent was for the introductory chapter to be general in nature and not include timing and agency. 

Director Young stated that Chapter Two is the land use chapter and is considered the heart of the plan.  It gives a lot of direction with regard to zoning.  This section includes the potential Rural Density Residential changes that the Council has discussed.  They would like to move the RM-7 Zone to Very High Density Residential.  Staff felt that because there is the capability for a higher density, it belongs in the other category.  Director Young explained that there has been discussion regarding removing the Mixed-Use Village Overlay and Planned Residential Development from this chapter.  The Mixed-Use Village Overlay has been applied to some extent in the zoning under the Downtown Village but not as is described in the General Plan.  

Director Young stated that they would like to add zones to the Neighborhood Commercial, the NC, and the RCO.  He noted that the RCO is the Rural Commercial Overlay.  They would like to add the CN and DV zones to the General Commercial, which would eliminate the categories of Transit-Oriented Commercial and Downtown District Commercial.  This would combine them with the other commercial categories, which is how they are shown on the map. 

Director Young reported that there have been updates to the maps as well.  The land use and zoning chart, land use map, current Pleasant Grove Zoning Map, Grove Zoning District Map, and commercial planning districts all need updating relative to boundaries and based on changes made over the past few years.  

Director Young explained that the neighborhoods at 1210 East 200 South and 500 East 200 South will be changed to Medium Density Residential.  Staff thought that the neighborhood at 1100 North 100 East should remain a Neighborhood Commercial area.  The Neighborhood Commercial Center is not yet regulated by zoning.  Director Young remarked that the commercial center will likely be a small strip center containing a convenience store or other small low-impact commercial businesses.  

Council Member Boyd envisioned a deli or beauty parlor and not a strip mall.  Director Young stated that by nature of the property size would be limited with respect to what can go there.  

Director Young reported that the area at 3300 North and 900 West will also remain Neighborhood Commercial.  The area is not on land currently annexed into the City and is on the Smart property.  The thought was that rural farming commercial could occur in that location at some point.  Director Young suggested the Council discuss the area and what they would like to see developed there.  

Director Young stated that in the Downtown Village there are some areas in the Northern Transitional Area.  These areas will be changed to Medium Density Residential.  He explained that there are two pieces that are part of the Water Gardens Development that will be adjusted to retail commercial in order to clean up the zoning. 

Director Young stated that the area north of 2600 North was discussed recently by the Council.  If the Council desires the area above 2600 North to be different than the area below, the General Plan should reflect that.  The proposal was to create a new General Plan designation area to be called Rural Density Residential.  Making this change would restrict it from the R-1-20.  Another option was to leave the transition area near American Fork as Very Low Density.  

Director Young described the three changes proposed to Chapter Three, Community Design.  First, was to update the future civic center concepts.  The vision was altered and it no longer matches the General Plan.  The second was to update the verbiage of the goals.  The third was to add the additional goal being removed from Chapter One regarding Utah City of Trees.  

Director Young explained that Chapter Four, which addresses economics, was initially written by Richard Bradford and reflects some of the thinking and processes that were in use in 2007.  Because there is a great deal of change in what is being pursued, the Council may want to rewrite the entire chapter.  Director Young requested that the Council and Planning Commission read Chapter Four and give him input on how much change they feel is necessary.  Director Young thought that at a minimum there were several sections that need to be rewritten.  An opinion was sought on the format and verbiage and should be rewritten if the Council and Planning Commission feel the vision of the City has changed significantly.  Mayor Call suggested the entire General Plan be consistent.  He felt that the approach and writing style in this chapter are not consistent with the rest of the plan.  His preference was rewrite the chapter.  City Administrator, Scott Darrington, reported that staff would begin rewriting the chapter and present it to the Council.  

Director Young reported that the remaining changes to Chapter Four would be to update general information such as wages, sales revenue, the downtown area map, add the promenade to special events, and update the goals.  

Director Young stated that Chapter Five addresses transportation.  The Transportation Master Plan is being updated as well.  The Master Plan will include an updated list of projects, growth factors, and a Street Overlay Plan.  Director Young explained that the Street Overlay Plan is a 15-year improvement plan.  He asked the Council if their preference was to make it a 10-year plan instead.  Administrator Darrington suggested leaving it as is and amending it annually, as necessary.  Director Young stated that the Streets Master Plan is being updated as is the Bike Lanes and Walking Plans Map.

Director Young stated that Chapter Six needs updates to the demographics, zoning densities, and future housing information.  The future housing section will potentially be where there has been discussion of limiting multi-family.  The City Neighborhoods Map will also be updated. 

Chapter Seven pertains to Parks and Recreation.  Director Young stated that the Parks and Trails Master Plan will be updated and include what future plans will be.  The verbiage will be updated on parks and facilities.  The Parks and Recreation Trails Map will be updated as will the verbiage on recreational trails in relation to the Master Plan that is under way. 

Director Young stated that the only change to Chapter Eight is to remove the goal to analyze areas for development and provide the development code.  This would be in environmentally sensitive areas.  He explained that the restrictions currently in place are not sufficient to protect environmentally sensitive areas.  

The final chapter, Chapter Nine, pertained to public services.  Director Young reported that a request was recently sent to the departments involved in the chapter to ensure that pertinent information is updated.  Information regarding City Administration, the Police Department, the Fire Department, emergency preparedness, sewer and water, street plan information, library information, the public facilities map, and the verbiage of the goals will all be updated.

Director Young stated that once everyone is comfortable with the direction and input from the Council and Planning Commission, the amendments will be finalized.  After that time, a public hearing will be held and a vote taken.  

Director Young conducted an electronic survey to get thoughts from the Council and Planning Commission regarding potential changes to the General Plan.  Mayor Call stated that this is a new technology and the first time the City has attempted to use it.  It will be used as a test to determine if it is a useful method to gather information.  

The questions were outlined as follows:

Question 1: Do you agree that the format of the General Plan represents well the City’s plans and functions? 
a) Yes – 94%
b) No – 6% 

Question 2: Do you agree that the format of goals with strategies, actions, timing and agency should be continued? 
a) Yes – 72%
b) No – 28%

Question 3: What should the plan permit in the area north of 2600 North?  
a) Prohibit R1-20 Zones – 31%
b) Prohibit R1-20 but allow RR PUDs – 19% 
c) Permit R1-20 Zones – 31%
d) Permit R1-20 and allow PUDs – 19%

Question 4: How do you think small neighborhood commercial centers in residential areas should be handled? 
a) Not allowed – 59%
b) Allowed only at 3300 North and 1100 North – 18%
c) Allowed generally for future designations – 24%

Question 5: Do you agree that the 2011 survey results are contemporary and valuable to this update? 
a) Strongly agree – 11%
b) Agree – 21%
c) Somewhat Agree – 37% 
d) Neutral – 11% 
e) Somewhat Disagree 
f) Disagree
g) Strongly Disagree

Question 6: Should the plan have more emphasis regarding what is needed with the low reading of conditions and services of street maintenance?
a) Yes – 89%
b) No – 11%

Question 7: Should the plan have more emphasis on limiting multi-family developments? 
a) Yes – 75%
b) No – 25%

Question 8: Implementing and updating the downtown action plan is important. 
a) Strongly Agree – 53% 
Through
b) Strongly Disagree 

Question 9: The Civic Center conceptual plan is an important component of the plan. 
a) Strongly Agree – 47%
b) Agree – 32% 
Through
c) Strongly Disagree

Question 10: The issue of accessory apartments should be readdressed and potentially be a part of the plan. 
a) Strongly Agree – 53%
Through
b) Strongly Disagree 

Question 11: What is your opinion of how well zoning enforcement is being handled? 
a) Being handled fine 
b) Being handled fine, but more emphasis in the plan is needed
c) More efforts are needed and the plan needs more emphasis – 61%

Question 12: Mention of projected future planning for an indoor pool and expanded recreation center should be included in the plan. 
a) Yes – 71%
b) No – 29% 

Question 13: The General Plan sufficiently covers all of the important City issues. 
· Agree and somewhat agree were the main answers.

Director Young stated that the survey and the discussion give him a general idea of the direction staff should go.  He requested that everyone email him questions and input.  Director Young stated that they will work to finalize the plan over the next couple of months.  Mayor Call emphasized the getting input to Director Young.

7) MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, PLANNING COMMISSION AND STAFF BUSINESS

Commissioner Malone asked if there was someone on the Board or Council who pursues businesses to locate in Pleasant Grove.  Mayor Call stated that Economic Development Consultant, Randy Sant, works on that type of business along with Administrator Darrington.

Commissioner Stevens stated that the Planning Commission has a lot of exciting things going on and there are eager businesses coming to Pleasant Grove.  

Planning Commission Member Dianna Andersen informed the Council that many of the election candidates have been knocking on doors and talking to residents.  If the Council Members ever want to know what they are hearing the candidates would be very willing to share. 

Fire Chief, Marc Sanderson, shared a thank-you card received from a resident who stating that the Pleasant Grove Firework Show is excellent and the best they know of.  The card was signed by several families, none of which were Pleasant Grove residents. 

Assistant to the City Administrator, David Larson, stated that this week at the Promenade is the Singing Contest with 12 contestants participating.  

Director Harrison stated that the Jubilee is coming up.  Information would be made available on the City’s website. 

City Recorder, Kathy Kresser, stated that early voting begins next Tuesday and runs through August 9. 

Council Member Meacham reported that he will be on vacation the following week.  He planned to be in attendance at the August 7 meeting. 

Mayor Call read a letter from resident Joe Husey who requested that the park strips scheduled to go into the development where he lives be changed to some type of xeriscaping due to the fact that the State has requested a reduction of water usage.  Mayor Call stated that they could make this suggestion to the developer.  Director Young explained that this may require a site plan amendment.  Mayor Call said that the City would not mandate this, but if the developer is interested it would be a welcomed change.  The Council was happy that Mr. Husey and other residents are conscious of the need to conserve water. 

Administrator Darrington stated that the Public Safety Building FAQ document has been prepared.  The only change was the addition of an explanation as to why the hearing is on a Wednesday.  He wanted to make it clear to the public that they are holding the meeting on Wednesday instead of Tuesday because the Alpine School District is holding their Truth in Taxation hearing on Wednesday.  He pointed out that two entities in the same jurisdiction cannot hold Truth in Taxation hearings on the same night.  The decision on the proposed increase will take place on Wednesday, August 14 because Tuesday, August 13 is the Municipal Primary Election.

Administrator Darrington stated that the Council can still submit information to be included in the FAQ; however, the intent was to put the document on the website the following day.  He noted that the FAQ can be updated online as necessary.  

Administrator Darrington stated that the road improvement FAQ now includes seven questions.  The information is intended to help the public understand what the City is doing moving forward with roads.  They hope to help the public understand that improvements are not always an overlay.  The FAQ corresponds with the 10-year Road Plan, which will be reviewed and updated each year.  He noted that it will be a rolling 10-year plan.  Administrator Darrington stated that the information will be printed on a large board the night of the public hearing.  

Administrator Darrington stated that the Council needs to decide if the City sends a mailer and if they want to include the entire packet or just a flier.  He indicated that the packet will cost roughly $7,000 to mail.  Council Member LeMone suggested sending the flier with specific information about what is available on the website.  Mayor Call wanted to make hard copies of the packet available at the City Offices, Library, Senior Center, and other City buildings.

Administrator Darrington stated that the front page of the website will specify when the public hearing will take place and indicate that the public input is invited.  The website will contain roughly 10 links to useful information such as the FAQs.  The advertising for the public hearing is on the website, as well as on banners throughout the City.  Council Member LeMone asked if an online tour was created.  Chief Sanderson stated that a great deal of effort has gone into making the videos, which will be posted on YouTube with a link from the website.  

Council Member Boyd suggested posting the flier and packets at facilities where senior citizens will be more likely to obtain the information.  She remarked that it will be necessary to address the needs of those who are less technologically savvy.  

Mayor Call suggested taking fliers and packets to the HOAs or post information on the clubhouse doors to reach residents who are not property owners.  Council Member Boyd stated that it is important to cover as much of the community as possible.  Administrator Darrington compiled a list showing the effort the City went to to disseminate the information to the community.  He plans to share it at the public hearing.   

Administrator Darrington stated that there is a petition from a group of residents asking that the City open up the Beck Home for public tours.  Mayor Call asked what the liability issues could be.  Parks and Recreation Director, Deon Giles, stated that they would need to organize the home and look into the safety of the stairs.  Mayor Call requested that Chief Sanderson and Director Giles assess the property in the near future for potential liabilities if it were opened to the public.  

Commissioner Malone asked if the property was open for public use if it would have to be ADA compliant.  Mayor Call stated that it would, but this is not a petition for public use but a request for the public to have access to determine if it would be usable for another use.  If it became useful it would have to be ADA compliant.  Attorney Petersen stated that the City originally decided not to use the home because the cost of bringing it up to code was significant. 

Attorney Petersen stated that 10 City representatives recently attended the National Emergency Management Institute hazards training.  Representatives from Public Works, Fire, Police and others attended.  It was an intense training in emergency procedures.  The three-day role play involved tornadoes, earthquakes, floods, and other emergencies.  Attorney Petersen stated that as the City works on their plan, the attendees will be more prepared to give input.  She reported that all of the training was paid for by EMI.  The City paid for transportation and $125 for meals.  Attorney Petersen stated that roughly 50 people attended the session.  

8) REVIEW OF CALENDAR 

Mayor Call stated that the next agenda will include recognition of the Strawberry Days volunteers as well as introductions of new employees.  There will be a discussion regarding the downtown mixed-use overlay and a Subdivision Plat B discussion.  

9) SIGNING OF PLATS

The Walker Landing AB Plat was signed. 

10) ADJOURN

ACTION:  Council Member LeMone moved to adjourn.  Council Member Meacham seconded the motion.  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Council.

The City Council Meeting adjourned at 7:21 p.m.  


This certifies that the City Council 
Minutes of July 23, 2013 are a true, 
full and correct copy as approved by 
the City Council on September 3, 2013



_______________________________________
Kathy T. Kresser, CMC, City Recorder
[bookmark: _GoBack]

Planning Commission approval date:___________________



_______________________________________________________________
Barbara Johnson, Planning Commission Secretary


(Exhibits are in the City Council Minutes binders in the Recorder’s office)
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