
ELK RIDGE PLANNING COMMISSION 1 

September 25, 2014 2 
 3 
 4 

TIME AND PLACE OF MEETING 5 
A regularly scheduled meeting of the Elk Ridge Planning Commission was held on Thursday, September 25, 2014, at 7:00 p.m. at 80 6 
East Park Drive, Elk Ridge, Utah.  7 
 8 

ROLL CALL 9 
Commissioners: Ann Brough, Kevin Hansbrow, David Clark Colin Logue,  10 
Absent: Clint Ashmead, Cory Thompson, Kelly Liddiard,  Andy Costin 11 

 Others: Shay Stark, City Planner  12 
  Marissa Bassir, Planning Commission Coordinator 13 
  City Council, Dale Bigler 14 
  Public:  Lee Haskell, (Developer) 15 
 16 
   17 
OPENING ITEMS 18 

David Clark, Co-Chair, welcomed at 7:00 PM.  Opening remarks were said by Kevin Hansbrow, followed by the pledge of allegiance. 19 
 20 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 21 

There were not any changes to the agenda.  22 
 23 

SEPTEMBER 11, 2014 PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 24 
There were not any corrections to the minutes. 25 
 26 
COLIN LOGUE MOTIONED AND ANN BROUGH SECONDED TO ACCEPT THE SEPTEMBER 11, 2014 PLANNING 27 
COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES AS CURRENTLY WRITTEN.  VOTE: YES - ALL (4), NO - NONE, ABSENT - (4) 28 
CLINT ASHMEAD, CORY THOMPSON, ANDY COSTIN, KELLY LIDDIARD 29 

 30 
HASKELL GOLF COURSE PLAT AMENDMENT 31 

David Clark, Co-Chair, opened the public hearing at 7:07 pm. 32 
Shay Stark, City Planner explained that the plat amendment will remove the planned drainage pond and instead use the Payson City 33 
drainage pond on the golf course.  It was written in the Haskell Golf Course Development Agreement that if there was an option to 34 
install a storm drain line to feed into the Payson City Retention Pond, then it would be allowed.  Mr. Haskell has worked through the 35 
easements for the line.  It is beneficial for the development because it is a natural pond and Payson City will have to maintain the pond.  36 
The pond percolates really well because it is a natural drainage pond.  Payson City has signed an agreement to maintain the pond. 37 
Colin Logue, PC, asked where the pond was located. 38 
Mr. Haskell, Developer explained that the pond was located just east of the 4th hole tee.  It is a dry pond with long grass.  The golf 39 
course mows the pond about once a month.  It is in the rough.  There are four sumps that the drainage will go through before the pond.  40 
As long as the golf course is there, it is the best place for the drainage.  Mr. Haskell paid Payson City $35,000 to make the deal.  Mr. 41 
Haskell indicated he is saving one-third acre lot.  It is beneficial for both parties.  They also did a land swap deal because Mr. Haskell 42 
owned a portion of the 4th tee on the Golf Course. 43 
Shay Stark, City Planner indicated that if Mr. Haskell builds Phase 2, then he will be able to use the pond because it is large enough. 44 
David Clark, Co-Chair, closed the public hearing at 7:14 pm. 45 
Ann Brough, PC, asked about the clause in the Development Agreement about the $35,000 being paid to the City towards the 46 
installation of the pressurized irrigation system. 47 
Shay Stark, City Planner explained that the City negotiated a deal with Mr. Haskell regarding the pressurized irrigation versus installing 48 
sidewalk, curb and gutter along the City’s park property.  Mr. Haskell will install the sidewalk, curb and gutter along Olympic Lane in 49 
front of the City property and the City will pay $35k towards the Pressurized irrigation. 50 
 51 
KEVIN HANSBROW MOTIONED AND COLIN LOGUE SECONDED TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL TO THE CITY 52 
COUNCIL OF THE HASKELL GOLF COURSE PLAT AMENDMENT AS DISCUSSED.  VOTE: YES - ALL (4), NO – 53 
NONE, ABSENT – (4) CLINT ASHMEAD, CORY THOMPSON, KELLY LIDDIARD, ANDY COSTIN. 54 

 55 
LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENTS CODE AMENDMENT  56 

David Clark, Co-Chair, opened the public hearing at 7:17 pm. 57 
Shay Stark, City Planner indicated that there were some questions that arose with Arive Homes in Elk Ridge Meadows Phase 5 when 58 
they started building homes.  The question was whether they were required to landscape the front yard.  Elk Ridge Meadows Phases 1 59 
and 2 were both required to landscape the front yard.  It turned out those requirements for those two phases were stated in the CC&R’s. 60 
While researching the landscaping code, it was discovered that there was a problem with the wording.  In Section “H” it states “Time 61 
Allowed for Residential Landscape Installation:  The landscape materials must be installed within 24 months of occupancy of residential 62 
structures built on lots not constructed as part of subdivision construction”.  So it basically exempts anyone who is in a subdivision.  So 63 
the purpose of the amendment is to simply remove the “built on lots not constructed as part of subdivision construction” so the 24 64 
months will apply to everyone. 65 
Kevin Hansbrow, PC, questioned that everyone will have 24 months from when it passes with the City Council and not from when the 66 
resident purchased. 67 
Shay Stark, City Planner clarified that there is not a retroactive clause so it would be from when it is approved. 68 
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Colin Logue, PC, stated that he would like to see a shorter time than 24 months, but it works. 69 
Ann Brough, PC, asked if the requirement was only for the front yard.  It was confirmed. 70 
Dale Bigler, City Council suggested changing the requirement to 12 months. 71 
Colin Logue, PC, explained the when building a new home some residents aren’t prepared to bear the expense of landscaping within the 72 
first year after occupancy.  It also depends on the time of year.  He would like to see 12 months, but can see the other points. 73 
David Clark, Co-Chair, said that the problem is the enforcement of the landscaping.  If it isn’t being enforced, then that is a problem. 74 
Marissa Bassir, PC Coordinator, interjected that there is a code enforcement officer who has been working with residents to get the 75 
landscaping done. 76 
David Clark, Co-Chair, closed the public hearing at 7:22 pm. 77 
Shay Stark, City Planner indicated that the front and side yard are only required to be landscaped.  The backyard doesn’t have to be 78 
landscaped, but the side yard back to the obscuring fence or the back of the home must be landscaped. 79 
 80 
COLIN LOGUE MOTIONED AND KEVIN HANSBROW SECONDED TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL TO THE CITY 81 
COUNCIL THE LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENT AMENDMENT AS PROPOSED.  VOTE: YES – ALL (4), NO – NONE, 82 
ABSENT – (4) CLINT ASHMEAD, CORY THOMPSON, KELLY LIDDIARD, ANDY COSTIN. 83 

 84 
CONDITIONAL USE REGULATIONS AMENDMENT 85 

Shay Stark, City Planner explained that the amendment came from a previous training from the planning commission.  In the general 86 
conditional use section of the code, if someone comes in for a conditional use permit, the applicant has to post a bond.  How big of a 87 
bond do you have one bond for chickens?  It doesn’t make sense to post a bond with animals.  The proposal is to add a sentence that 88 
“bonding is not required for permitting of hobby animals, unless the conditional use permit also includes physical improvements, such as 89 
the installation of new utility services, offsite construction encroachment, or construction typically requiring a building permit”.  If they 90 
are physically constructing something substantial then they would still be required to post a bond, which is normal protocol.  There will 91 
not be a bond required for animals. 92 
David Clark, Co-Chair, opened the public hearing at 7:26 pm 93 
There was not any public comment.  94 
David Clark, Co-Chair, closed the public hearing at 7:27 pm 95 
 96 
KEVIN HANSBROW MOTIONED AND DAVID CLARK SECONDED TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL TO THE CITY 97 
COUNCIL THE CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CLARIFICATION AS DISCUSSED.  VOTE: YES – (4), NO – NONE, 98 
ABSENT – (4) CLINT ASHMEAD, CORY THOMPSON, KELLY LIDDIARD, ANDY COSTIN. 99 

 100 
TRANSPORTATION AMENDMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN 101 

Shay Stark, City Planner explained that at the last meeting the connection from Goosenest Drive to Loafer Canyon was discussed.  The 102 
discussion was to connect from the upper part of the city to tie into it.  The planning commission decided Ama Fille Lane was the best 103 
option to connect and create an intersection at Goosenest Drive.  Mr. Stark worked the grade so it would allow a few lots on Sunset 104 
Circle.  The maximum grade would be 7.5 percent.  Intersections would be 3-4 percent grade.  Goosenest Drive could be shifted further 105 
north on Michael Dubois property to make the slope a little less steep.  The City could possibly trade with him so he could build homes 106 
on the cul-de-sac on Sunset Drive, which has an excellent view.  It would work better all the way around. 107 
Colin Logue, PC, asked about the gas line that everyone was worried about. 108 
Shay Stark, City Planner replied that the road would basically follow the gas line easement and don’t see it as a problem.  As other 109 
developments are developed, the developer could design the road differently if they didn’t want to take it straight down the bluff.  The 110 
design could change, but by putting it in the general plan will make it a requirement for that development. 111 
 112 
COLIN LOGUE MOTIONED AND ANN BROUGH SECONDED TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL 113 
OF THE TRANSPORTATION AMENDMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN.  VOTE: YES – (4), NO – NONE, ABSENT – (4) 114 
CLINT ASHMEAD, CORY THOMPSON, KELLY LIDDIARD, ANDY COSTIN. 115 

 116 
CITY COUNCIL UPDATE 117 

Dale Bigler indicated he is working on the park planning.  118 
 119 
ADJOURNMENT – Co-Chair, David Clark, adjourned the meeting at 7:36 p.m. 120 

 121 
 122 

  ____________________________________________ 123 
         Planning Commission Coordinator 124 


