


MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION						              July 11, 2022
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: Mylind Fawcett
		Commissioners: Nichole Sparks, Mike Kelly, Richie Calderwood 
	
Deputy Clerk: Holly Jones

Public Attendance: N. Gail Godfrey, Julie Barson
	
1. CALL TO ORDER

Chairman M. Fawcett began the meeting at 7:03 pm.  

Chairman M. Fawcett addressed the minutes from June 13, 2022. A correction needed to be made in the address concerning the roads involved accessing Mr. Hammon’s property. It should be 300 West instead of 300 North. Commissioner N. Sparks made a motion to approve the minutes with the change to the address. Commissioner M. Kelly seconded the motion. The minutes from May 16, 2022, were approved with the address change.    

2. NEW BUSINESS

Julie Barson – Business License – Radiant Beauty – 35 North 200 East: 
	Chairman Fawcett recognized Julie Barson for approval of a business license. Ms. Barson wants to run a cosmetology and foot zoning business located in her home. She stated that parking will be in her driveway, which she felt would be sufficient as she would only have one customer at a time. The commissioners did not have any further questions. Commissioner R. Calderwood motioned to approve the business license. Commissioner M. Kelly seconded it. The planning commission will forward Ms. Barson’s request to the Town Council for final approval. 


3. OTHER BUSINESS

Ken Hammon – Road construction and access to parcel 15-032-003: 
Mr. Hammon was not able to complete the commissions’ requirements by this meeting and hopes to be able to come to the next meeting.  

Form Review: 
Deputy Clerk H. Jones adapted Richmond’s annexation packet for Clarkston Town use. The commission felt this was a good start. The town could adopt it and make changes as needed. They wanted to know what the $750 fee would be used for and if it is sufficient to cover our costs. Deputy Clerk H. Jones will check into what the fee covers and have a final revision ready for approval at the next meeting. 


Wireless Communications Discussion: 
Clarkston Town has been approached by two telecommunication companies, Verizon and Rise Broadband, with proposals for increased telecommunication access. Verizon wants to put in a tower and Rise wants to run fiber optic line. Clarkston code currently adopts Utah State code 54-8B:
 
 7-6-1: TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT ADOPTED BY REFERENCE:
Except insofar as the application thereof is clearly impractical or inappropriate, in view of the context of purposes or penalty as provided, all of the definitions, requirements, regulations, prohibitions, provisions and sections of the Utah telecommunications act (Utah Code Annotated title 54, chapter 8B), as amended, are hereby adopted by the town. Any and all violations thereof shall be considered violations of this chapter, and each such violation shall subject the violator thereof to penalty provisions under this chapter if proceeded hereunder. (Res. 98-02, 2-6-1998; amd. 2003 Code)

A copy of state code 54_8B was provided to the commissioners to become familiar with any requirements the Town will need to uphold. 

The commissioners felt that, while the improved service would be welcomed, the citizens may not appreciate a tower within town limits for aesthetic reasons. They suggested that there are places outside of town that would still improve service in town but be more amenable to putting in a cell tower. Chairman Fawcett said, while he agreed with the commission, there can be issues with easements, property access, and terrain. If the town wanted to pursue this, he felt there were four possibilities: the springs, the town square by the tennis courts, the cemetery, and the gravel pit. Everyone felt the gravel pit was the best option. Chairman Fawcett stated that if it goes to a private landowner in the county, Clarkston will not have a say about anything. 

Mr. Gail Godfrey commented that the telecommunication companies also look for where they can get the best signal, and they may have already determined that their best signal is somewhere within city limits. 

Commissioner R. Calderwood asked if there were any laws concerning radio waves in relation to public health. People are always worried about that. It was not known what was in the codes about that. 

The Commissioners were emailed Utah State Code title 54 chapter 21 and Cache County Code title 17 chapter 17.20 for reference in addition to Utah State Code title 54 chapter 8B. 

Extension of Annexation Boundaries Discussion:
It was felt that the information the commission had from the county during the creation of the annexation boundary was not completely accurate. Initially the area west of town was not included because Clarkston cannot provide services in that area, and it was thought that if Clarkston was unable to provide access the county would also not permit building. Based on the discussion at the last meeting with Mr. Matt Phillips about the road master plan, that is not the case anymore. He stated that the county, much like the town, cannot deny a building permit unless it does not follow existing code or documented plans for future growth, such as an annexation plan. 

It is now felt that adding the west side of town would at least open up a dialogue with the county when someone applies for a building permit. It would give Clarkston more say in what happens in that area. As it stands, the county will not even contact Clarkston concerning any permit applications in that area because it is not in the annexation area. It is believed that it would be beneficial to included land to the west of town in an attempt to protect our water resources and provide a fire buffer zone.
Clarkston Master Plan and Road Master Plan Review: 
The planning commission does not want to change the vision or mission as already laid out in the master plan. They feel it is what the people before us wanted and remains the town’s vision and mission. 
 
The road plan does not need a public hearing. That would be for the planning commission to look at and help with land use questions. The next step with the roads would be to finalize our plans by addressing the few places that do not line up with our grid system and decide what we want to see happening in those areas. Do we want blocks to be 760 feet or would lining up with the grid be more important? The commissioners felt sticking with the grid system was the better option and adheres to the master plan. Cases when that will not be possible will be few in number and should be addressed at that time. The more changes made the less it follows the grid pattern, and that is not the type of development Clarkston wants. However, in an annexation area on the west side of town there may be areas that we don’t want to see any roads or development occurring. That will be discussed at the next meeting when the commissioners finalize and approve the roads plan.      

It was decided to combine the annexation boundary extension and the master plan at the same public hearing as separate agenda items. 


4. ADJOURN 
There being no further business to come before the Planning Commission, Commissioner R. Calderwood motioned that the Clarkston Town Planning Commission meeting be adjourned. Commissioner M. Kelly seconded the motion. The meeting adjourned at 8:20 p.m.  


__    Holly Jones       _
Clarkston Deputy Clerk
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