


REGULAR MEETING OF THE GLENWOOD TOWN
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Thursday, October 20, 2022
Glenwood Town Hall – 7:00 p.m.



PRESENT:  Commission Members:  Chairman Brett Anderson, Nancy Curtis, Alisa Dastrup, Dusty Fjord and Wes Shaffer.  Kaye S. Bybee, Clerk/Recorder.

VISITORS:  Wayne Oldroyd, Sharon Oldroyd, Lisa Ritter, Waldo Martinez and Kenra Martinez.

1. WELCOME:  By Chairman Anderson, who explained that a public hearing had proceeded the regular Planning and Zoning Commission meeting. 

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  Motion to approve minutes from the September 22, 2022 meeting was made by Commissioner Shaffer and seconded by Commissioner Curtis.  Motion carried with unanimous votes from Commissioners Anderson, Curtis, Dastrup, Fjord and Shaffer.  

3. APPLICATION TO AMEND ZONING ORDINANCE:  Chairman Anderson told Waldo and Kenra Martinez that if they wanted to make any comments, they would be allowed three minutes.  
Kenra asked what established a legal property line, and wondered if a fence line was accurate for defining boundaries.  

Chairman Anderson explained that the only way to determine actual property lines was to have a survey done.  He said that in the past, citizens have usually gone by fence lines, and explained that even with a property survey, the numbers do not always agree if done by different surveyors.     

Waldo Martinez said that a property owner shouldn’t have to pay for a survey, and that Glenwood Town should have the entire community surveyed.  Mr. Martinez was advised that to take that matter up with the Town Council.  

Chairman Anderson turned the discussion to amending the Zoning Ordinance.  

Commission Members engaged in a lengthy discussion regarding pros and cons of amending the current ordinance.  The following thoughts were discussed:    

· Could we change the ordinance to allow noncomplying structures to have their own setback?
· Should the definition for a building be changed?  Section 2-115
· In section 2-195, could the phrase ‘including covered porches’ be eliminated?
· Could changes be made to Section 5, Non-Conforming Buildings and Uses, and still be in compliance with State Code?  
· Would the addition of covered front porches encourage additions to be enclosed or eventually turned into living quarters? 
· Would stacking wood or other storage items on the front porch further interfere with the clear intersection view?  			
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· Could a date range be placed on homes?  

Chairman Anderson said that if setback changes were considered for nonconforming buildings, a distance would need to be determined for the older homes.  He stated that he had a problem with changing the 25 ft. setback.  
Commissioner Fjord wondered how it would be possible to come up with just one distance, as all older homes were situated differently on their lots.  He was also concerned about maintaining the clear site triangle for intersections. 
Chairman Anderson explained that the Planning Commission would make recommendations to the Town Council, but that only the Town Council would have the authority make changes to the ordinance.
Commissioner Curtis motioned to remove the phrase “including covered porches” from Section 2-185 from the Glenwood Town Zoning Ordinance.  Motion was seconded by Commissioner Dastrup.  Voting in the affirmative were Commissioner Curtis, Commissioner Dastrup, Commissioner Fjord and Commissioner Shaffer.  Chairman Anderson voted ‘nay’.  Motion carried.  
Motion was made by Commissioner Dastrup to table the discussion until further research could be done.  Second was given by Commissioner Curtis.  Unanimous votes were given by Commissioner Curtis, Commissioner Dastrup, Commissioner Fjord, Commissioner Shaffer and Chairman Anderson.  Motion carried.
It was decided that information from Utah State Code needed to be obtained.  Clerk Bybee will contact someone on the state level for advice and information.
Motion to change the next meeting to November 17th was made by Commissioner Curtis and seconded by Commissioner Dastrup.  Motion carried on the following vote:  Commissioner Curtis; aye, Commissioner Dastrup; aye, Commissioner Fjord; aye, Commissioner Shaffer; aye, and Chairman Anderson; aye.  
4. ADJOURNMENT:  Motion to adjourn at 9:00 p.m. was made by Commissioner Dastrup and seconded by Commissioner Fjord.  Voting was unanimous.  Motion carried.  

Kaye S. Bybee
Clerk/Recorder









