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     PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 
              Meeting of December 8, 2016 

 
Logan City Council Chambers ∗ 290 North 100 West Logan, UT 84321 ∗ www.loganutah.org 

 

Minutes of the meeting for the Logan City Planning Commission convened in regular session on 
Thursday, December 8, 2016.  Chairman Davis called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. 
 
Commissioners Present: David Butterfield, Amanda Davis, Dave Newman, Tony Nielson, Eduardo 
Ortiz, Russ Price  
 
Commissioners Excused:  Sara Sinclair 
 
Staff Present: Mike DeSimone, Russ Holley, Amber Pollan, Kymber Housley, Bill Young, Paul 
Taylor, Debbie Zilles 
 
Minutes from the November 10, 2016 meeting were reviewed. Commissioner Price moved that the 
minutes be approved as submitted.  Commissioner Newman seconded the motion. The motion 
was unanimously approved.    
 
PUBLIC HEARING 

 

PC 16-051 Cutie Patooties Daycare [Conditional Use Permit] Denise Seamons, authorized 
agent/owner, requests an in-home daycare for up to 16 children located on 0.22 acres at 1524 
Sundown Way in the Neighborhood Residential (NR-6) zone; TIN 02-159-0038. 
 
STAFF:  Ms. Pollan reviewed the requesting for a daycare with a maximum of 16 children. The 
Land Development Code (LDC) allows Family Group Care/Preschool with a maximum of 16 clients 
in the Neighborhood Residential (NR-6) zoning district as a Conditional Use.  The proponent has 
operated a daycare with 8 children since 2008 and is requesting to provide for an additional 8 in 
her home.  The hours of operation are proposed to be 7:00 am to 5:00 pm, Monday through Friday.  
The preschool will take place in a basement area of the residence. The expansion of the use to an 
additional eight (8) children will have negligible effect on the adjacent neighborhood.  Children will 
be supervised primarily indoors with some outdoor play in the backyard.  There will be brief periods 
of traffic but the site and roadways are able to accommodate that use.  Staff anticipates little 
impact in terms of noise or nuisance to the neighborhood 
 
PROPONENT:  Denise Seamons said she has been providing daycare for many years and loves 
what she does.  She believes it provides a great service for the community and she would like to 
be able to help more families.   
 
PUBLIC:  None 
 
COMMISSION:  Commissioner Newman asked if there were additional employees.  Ms. Seamons 
said she has one employee who either parks on the street or on the side of the driveway.  She has 
a 2-car garage and a 3-car wide driveway.  The children will be escorted into the home and signed 
in; there is no unsupervised drop-off. 



 

Planning Commission Meeting Minutes for December 8, 2016                                                        2 | Page 

 

MOTION: Commissioner Nielson moved to conditionally approve a Conditional Use Permit as 
outlined in PC 16-051 with the conditions of approval as listed below. Commissioner Ortiz 
seconded the motion.  
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
1. All standard conditions of approval are recorded and available in the Community Development 

Department. 
2. The daycare shall not have more than sixteen (16) children occupying the home at any one 

time.  Daycare operates Monday through Friday. 
3. The proponent will coordinate drop-off and pick-up times to be supervised, safe, and reduce 

the impact of traffic on the street as much as possible.   
4. The driveway shall be available for employee parking and for drop-off/pick-up traffic.  
5. The proponent shall comply with all state and local regulations and licenses regarding home 

daycare facilities for up to 16 clients. 
6. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the Director of Community Development shall receive a 

written memorandum from each of the following departments or agencies indicating that their 
requirements have been satisfied:  

a. Fire Department 
i. Daycare inspection to be completed, if not approved already. 

b. Building Safety 
i. An inspection is required as part of the Business License amendment.  A permit may 

be required for finish work done in basement.   
ii. An application for a Residential Permit to be submitted. 

c. Water/Cross Connection 
i. A hazard assessment should be done at this property for the safety of the water 

system and public. Landscape irrigation will need some type of high-hazard backflow 
protection and to be tested, if not completed already. 

d. Business License Division 
i. An application for a Business License amendment will need to be submitted (indicate 

a Family Group Day Care with up to 16 clients). 
 
FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL 
1. The project is compatible with surrounding land uses and zoning designations and, as 

conditioned, will not interfere with the use and enjoyment of adjoining properties.   
2. As conditioned, the street providing to the subject property has adequate capacity for the 

proposed use and parking/drop-off/pick-up management will be provided and regulated.   
3. Other infrastructure to the subject property has adequate capacity, or suitable levels of service, 

for the proposed use.  
4. The project conforms to the requirements of Title 17 of the Logan Municipal Code as an 

identified conditional use. 
 
Moved: Commissioner Nielson   Seconded: Commissioner Ortiz   Passed: 6-0 
Yea:  D. Butterfield, A. Davis, D. Newman, T. Nielson, E. Ortiz, R. Price      Nay:       Abstain:  
 
PC 16-050 Park Avenue Senior Living continued from November 10, 2016 [Design Review 
Permit] Sierra Homes/Jane B. Davis Trust-Robert Davis Trustee, authorized agent/owner, request 
104 commercial and senior living units on 5.51 acres located at 1600 North 200 West in the 
Commercial (COM) zone; TIN 04-082-0018. 
 
STAFF:  Mr. Holley reviewed the proposal for a mixed use project on a vacant 5.5 acres. Each 2-
story building will be comprised of 2-8 units stacked vertically.  The commercial buildings will have 
the flexibility to have either residential above or additional office/commercial space above. The 
proposal includes a 255-stall parking lot, landscaping and usable outdoor space.   
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The applicant is no longer pursuing a request for vinyl siding and has submitted a phasing plan, 
however, no other changes have been submitted since the last meeting.  
 
PROPONENT:  John Jenkins, an attorney representing the applicant, advised that in terms of land 
use this proposal meets all the requirements.  He personally thinks this is a nice project. In this 
urbanized area there is a need for more local retail for residents to the west.  While commercial 
property is not in high demand right now, this is a good project because the residential element will 
help drive the commercial use.  There are many strip malls that are vacant and/or underutilized. 
The project will be geared toward a more senior demographic.    
 
Commissioner Butterfield asked how the residential element will be integrated into this project. Mr. 
Jenkins advised that the Commission should focus on what is clearly spelled out and what is 
subjective. This is not an issue that is clear in the Code language of “integral to the project”.  Points 
such as attractiveness and convenience should be considered integral. Within the Code there is no 
limitation on vertical use, this is an urbanized application that would work well within this zone.   
 
Jack Christopherson, the project architect, explained that this project is “intentionally different”. The 
concept is to create a sense of community on a piece of property that is not prime commercial.  He 
believes this type of project would be much better than a warehouse.  The project will have nice 
landscaping and opportunities for a live/work environment which could be a great asset to the 
community. The combination of residential and commercial promotes a pedestrian environment.  
The International Building Code (IBC) calls out 1-2 family units as standalone residential, these are 
proposed as multiple units which complement a commercial use. 
 
PUBLIC:  None 
 
COMMISSION:  Commissioner Price asked about the mix of uses in the commercial buildings.  Mr. 
Holley explained that the six designated buildings along 1600 North are identified as flexible at this 
point; there could be retail space with office above or retail with residential above.  The buildings 
are configured with main and upper floor units, which allow for a mixture of uses. 
 
Mr. Holley reviewed the submitted phasing plan.  Associated access and parking will follow the 
phase pattern.  
 
Commissioner Butterfield asked about freestanding residential being in violation of the zone.  Mr. 
Holley explained that there has been some debate about what constitutes freestanding residential. 
The Land Development Code does not define “freestanding”.  Mr. Housley offered one possible 
interpretation last meeting about buildings being on separate properties, however the applicant is 
not intending to subdivide at this time.   
 
Commissioner Butterfield questioned the freestanding restriction. Mr. Holley explained that the 
intention is to preserve more land for commercial uses/tax bases.  A vertical mixed use project 
would not compromise land space.  Commissioner Butterfield noted that it seems to be more of an 
economic consideration rather than aesthetically based.  Ms. Pollan noted that vertical use also 
affords a compatibility aspect by providing a physical separation of uses.  
 
Commissioner Ortiz asked about the recommendation for a 2-1 ratio (For every two residential 
structures built, one commercial structure shall be completed until the project is complete).  Mr. 
Holley advised that the Code does not address ratio, this was an arbitrary decision made by staff.  
Commissioner Ortiz asked about proportion.  Mr. Holley said the word “primary” could be 
interpreted to mean “51%” but that could be subjective in specific circumstances.  Commissioner 
Ortiz noted that in the future, residential spaces could turn into commercial uses.  Mr. Holley 
agreed that commercial zoning expands with population growth.  An example would be the homes 
along 100 West that are now being used for small businesses.   
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Mr. DeSimone advised that there were discussions to attempt to determine the appropriate amount 
of commercial with secondary residential use.  Commercial Ortiz said it seems that the reference 
for the ratio determination is based more on space than on use.  Mr. DeSimone explained that 
there are a range of permitted uses within the Commercial zone.  The anticipation with this project 
is that the main (ground) floor will be used for a commercial purpose with the market driving the 
specific type of use. 
 
Mr. Holley confirmed for Commissioner Price that the entrance between Phase 1 and 2 along 1600 
North is the existing drive that is being used.  The original submittal proposed access going to 200 
West, however, the proximity to the intersection and a possible future signal prohibited that idea.  
Commissioner Price asked if the access is sufficient.  Mr. Holley said it meets the emergency 
access requirements.  
 
Commissioner Newman asked if the gated fire access road behind Hobby Lobby would be used.  
Mr. Holley said that will be a full use access.  Commissioner Price asked if there would need to be 
a cross access easement.  Mr. Young, the City Engineer, said Hobby Lobby’s building is as close 
to the west property line as possible and a fire access easement was procured. The applicant 
owns the property and will be moving the gate and the entry will be lined up with the access across 
the street. 
 
Chairman Davis advised that this proposal does not seem to comply with the Code and pointed out 
the footnote to the land use table in LDC 17.17 regarding residential use “Must be an accessory to 
the primary use and contained within the walls of the primary structure”.  This project contains two 
separate uses which is not in full compliance. Commissioner Price agreed that it might be better to 
consider a text amendment to the Code. Chairman Davis said the current language intends for 
commercial to be the primary use, however, the residential component seems to exceed the 
commercial component.  Mr. DeSimone pointed out that the Code does not define what the actual 
ratio should or should not be.   
 
Commissioner Price said he is concerned that this would be creating an “small island of residential” 
and agrees that this proposal does not seem to comply with the current language of the Code. 
 
Mr. Holley explained that a triplex and/or a fourplex is defined as a commercial building in the 
Uniform Building Code, however, the zoning code is based upon the use, for example a triplex that 
was completely residential would be required to be located in a residential zone and not 
considered a commercial building.  
 
Mr. Housley noted that buildings being on separate lots would make it an easier justification, 
because these buildings will be all be located on one commercial lot, they are not stand alone.  
The footnote “must be an accessory to the primary use and contained within the walls of the 
primary structure” relates to vertical mixed use and does not work with horizontal development. 
 
Commissioner Newman said ideally he would like to see an amendment to the Code that would 
provide better clarification.  Chairman Davis agreed and advised that it should contain what should 
be in a commercial zone and questioned whether adding residential to designated commercial 
areas defeats the purpose of the Commercial zone.  Mr. DeSimone said the language encourages 
density in a commercial area.  Commissioner Price agreed that he would like to see that, however, 
he does not believe this will lead to that. 
 
Mr. Housley pointed out that the determination cannot be based on square footage, for example if 
there was a 5-story building with just main floor retail, that would be appropriate, however there 
would be no way to have the commercial area exceed the residential area in that type of 
development.  The question is whether it should be vertical or horizontal mixed use development, 
which may require a text change or, for this project, possibly a zone change.    
 



 

Planning Commission Meeting Minutes for December 8, 2016                                                        5 | Page 

 

Mr. DeSimone asked how the Commission felt about each residential structure having a live/work 
space.  Commissioner Price said that would be a great experiment.   
 
Chairman Davis said her concern was with the language “…within the walls of the primary 
structure”.   
 
Commissioner Price said if the Code was form-based, this would not be a problem because the 
decision would be the form and what is inside would not be an issue.  Mr. DeSimone disagreed 
and said he thinks most people care about the use of the building more than the appearance.   
 
Commissioner Price said designated Commercial zones are meant to successfully grow the City, 
this project would foreclose 2/3 of the lot for residential.  Mr. DeSimone pointed out that decision 
was made when the current Code was developed, the real issue is how it should be developed. 
Commissioner Price noted that, on a form-based code, if a structure was built with only retail on the 
main floor there would be no problem to move from residential to commercial use as much as 
needed. Mr. Housley said there is nothing that would prohibit expanding or adding commercial to 
the other buildings. This is designed to be more of a live/work environment. Commissioner Price 
said he would be willing to see if this type of idea would work.  
 
Commissioner Newman said he knows several people who have a home business, which is often 
an economically wise choice.  Conceptually this project is good, the difficulty is that it does not fit 
into definition as it is written in the Code.   
 
Mr. DeSimone advised that property cannot be conditionally rezoned. The Commercial zone in this 
area is based on the Future Land Use Plan (FLUP) however, the use can be tempered by the 
description of what commercial could include.  
 
Commissioner Price asked if there would be a better zone for this project.  Mr. DeSimone said it 
could potentially fit in a Mixed Use zone.  There is a need to clarify what the intention for 
commercial should be and spell that out in the Code.  Mr. Housley said that an extra component of 
a conditional use could allow for vertical or horizontal development dependent upon the specific 
case.  Commissioner Butterfield agreed and noted that therein lies the problem; this is a good 
project and seems to be a good area to encourage mixed use development. The problem is that it 
fits the intent, however, there are some quantitative statements in the Code that are difficult to get 
around.  He would like to see a change made so the Commission would not be so beholden to 
language as to prohibit a good project in an appropriate area.  
 
Chairman Davis agreed and said she wants to ensure that the Commission is performing due 
diligence in making sure projects meet the requirements set forth in the Code.  She suggested 
leaving it a Commercial zone (as is called out in the FLUP) and amend the language in the Code. 
 
Mr. DeSimone said that it could be conditioned so that each building would be required to contain a 
commercial component while the Code is refined.  
 
Commissioner Nielson noted that the Code reads “The COM zone also permits residential uses 
with the stipulation that it must be accessory to the primary use and contained within the walls of 
the primary structure. Residential development is encouraged so long as it is integrated into the 
design and function of the commercial project” and questioned whether that meant within the walls 
of the building or into the project as a whole because it could be interpreted either way.  The 
residential component seems to be integrated into the entire project. He cannot picture the perfect 
area for either Mixed Use or Commercial development.  Mr. DeSimone said removing the wording 
“not freestanding” would provide latitude to consider either horizontal or vertical development and it 
would become a qualitative discussion.  Riverwoods is an example of a very good mixed use 
development.  Although this project is not laid out the same as Riverwoods, it is similar in nature.  
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Commissioner Price said the Commission must move forward carefully with regard to planning on 
a block-by-block basis and determine where zones really need to be. 
 
Commissioner Ortiz said from demographic perspective, with a large number of people 
approaching “senior living” ages, the commercial perspective of the future should be considered. 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Price moved to conditionally approve a Design Review Permit as 
outlined in PC 16-050 with the amended conditions of approval as listed below. Commissioner 
Butterfield seconded the motion.  
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
1. All standard conditions of approval are recorded and available in the Community Development 

Department. 
2. This is a commercial zone and all residential uses shall be contained within the same walls as 

the commercial primary use.  No free-standing residential structures are allowed.  At least one 
ground floor commercial unit shall be constructed for all of the rear buildings that were 
proposed as residential.  The six front commercial buildings along 1600 North that are 
proposed as commercial are approved as proposed. 

3. Excluding trim, vinyl building materials are prohibited in the commercial zoning district. Building 
materials shall consist of brick, rock, stucco, wood, cement board, metal and/or any 
combination of these.  

4. All street-facing commercial building facades shall have a 30% minimum window transparency 
based on the total ground floor facade area.  

5. All buildings facing either 1600 North or 200 West shall have the unit and/or building oriented to 
the adjacent street with primary pedestrian entrances (doorways), windows, architectural 
detailing and overhead weather protection provided. At least one sidewalk connection shall 
directly connect the primary doorway of the unit/building to the street.  

6. Parking lot setbacks from 200 West shall be a minimum of 15’. 
7. A minimum of 242 parking stalls shall be provided on-site. As each commercial business is 

proposed, parking shall be provided based on the specific commercial use as per the LDC. 
Multiple bike racks shall be provided on-site providing convenient bike parking. 

8. A performance landscaping plan, prepared in accordance with LDC §17.39, shall be submitted 
for approval to the Community Development Department prior to the issuance of the building 
permit. The plan shall include the following: 

i. Street trees along all adjacent streets provided every 30’ on center. 
ii. Open and usable outdoor areas shall total a minimum of 48,034 SF.   
iii. A total of 110 trees and 275 shrubs, perennials and grasses, shall be provided. The 

total number of plants may be divided into different phases as long as the numbers are 
proportionate to the acreage of land each phase contains.  

9. Dumpsters shall be located outside building setbacks, ideally to the rear or side of the building, 
visually screened or buffered from public streets by using landscaping, fencing or walls. 

10. Exterior lighting shall be concealed source, down-cast and shall not illuminate or cast light onto 
adjacent properties, in particular the residential uses located to the east.   

11. No signs are approved with this permit. All signage shall be approved and permitted by staff in 
accordance with the Land Development Code. 

12. No fences are approved with this permit. All fences shall be approved and permitted by staff in 
accordance with the Land Development Code. 

13. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the Director of Community Development shall receive a 
written memorandum from each of the following departments or agencies indicating that their 
requirements have been satisfied: 

a.  Environmental  
i. Dumpsters only, no mixing of dumpsters and residential carts.  Add another double 

enclosure in the northeast corner of development. Relocate the west enclosure away from 
the 200 West entrance to a minimum 60’ straight on access location, more centrally 
located between the commercial buildings. Add a second location if a recycle dumpster is 
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desired.  Relocate the southeast enclosure so it faces west rather than north to allow for 
an efficient collection flow pattern. Minimum inside measurement on a double enclosure 
without gates is 22’ wide x 10’ deep. With gates it is 24’ wide. Place bollards or other 
design feature in back of enclosures to protect back walls. Gates are strongly discouraged 
and are not required if the enclosures faces away from public street view. 

b.  Water  
i. All water meter setters must have double check valve. 
ii. Landscape irrigation must have high-hazard rated backflow assembly installed and tested. 
iii. All points of use must have approved backflow protection determined by hazard 

assessment.   
iv. Commercial units must have separate water mains and backflow assemblies as per 

degree of hazard.  
c.  Engineering  

Based detail shown it is not possible to give specific comments regarding water lines for fire 
and building services.  This will need to be addressed during design review but the following 
guidelines will apply: 
i. All commercial buildings shall be serviced from 1600 North 
ii. If building has less than 5 units, each unit shall have its own water meter and service line 
iii. All interior water mains serving buildings internal to the project or fire protection shall be 

looped internally and to the City main lines in 200 West and 1600 North 
iv. All residential buildings with fewer than 5 units shall have individual water meter and 

service lines to each unit.  If greater than 4 units, a master meter for each building will be 
acceptable. 

v. All water distribution lines shall be sized based on the combined fire, domestic and 
irrigation flows 

vi. Storm water shall be designed in accordance with Logan City design standards.  This shall 
include the retaining of the 90% storm onsite and the implementation of Low Impact 
Design concepts within the project 

vii. Provide water rights for increased demand on City system for indoor and outdoor use 
viii. Developer shall be responsible for all water mains located in private roads.  This includes 

the maintenance, repair and replacement of these lines.  Developer shall submit a Water 
Utility Agreement with the City.  All utilities shall be designed and constructed to Logan City 
standards 

ix. Accesses to 200 West and 1600 North shall be a minimum of 150’ (preferred 200’) from 
any intersections of City roads.  Accesses to these roads shall align with any existing 
accesses from property across 200 West or 1600 North 

x. Developer shall pipe the existing ditch along 1600 North and incorporate with curb and 
gutter catch basins 

d. Fire  
i. (IFC 503.1.1) Fire Apparatus Access shall extend to within 150’ of all portions of the facility 

as measured by an approved route around the exterior of the building. Proposed access 
appears to be adequate. Site plans shall include the turning radius for fire apparatus at 
corners.  Inside turn - 19’4” curb to curb - 35’6” wall to wall - 40’. 

i. (IFC 507.5.1) Fire Hydrants shall be located within 400’ of the building as measured by an 
approved route around the exterior of the building. A fire hydrant is required within 100’ of 
FDC. 

ii. New fire hydrant locations will be reviewed with plan submittal. 
iii. (IFC 507.1) An approved water supply capable of supplying the required fire flow for fire 

protection shall be provided to premises upon which facilities, building or portions of 
buildings are hereafter constructed or moved into or within the jurisdiction. (IFC 507.3) 
According to Table B105.1 (2) the fire flow for up to 3,600 SF building of Type VB 
construction is 1,500 gpm @ 20 psi. FH01348 at 1544 North 200 West flows 4,560 gpm @ 
20 psi, FH01654 at 90 West 1600 North flows 4,435 gpm @ 20 psi; flow is adequate. 
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iv. Fire Sprinklers (if required can they be 13D for one and two family dwellings?) (IFC 
903.2.8) An automatic sprinkler system installed in accordance with Section 903.3 shall be 
provided throughout all buildings with a Group R fire area. Utah Amended Exception: 1. 
Detached one and two family dwellings and multiple single –family dwellings (townhouses) 
constructed in accordance with the International Residential Code for one and two family 
dwellings.  

 
FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL 
1. As conditioned, the project is compatible with surrounding land uses and will not interfere with the 

use and enjoyment of adjacent properties because of building design, site layout, materials, 
landscaping and setbacks. 

2. The project conforms to the requirements of Logan Municipal Code Title 17. 
3. The project provides adequate open and usable outdoor space in conformance with Title 17. 
4. There is adequate off-street parking. 
5. The project meets the goals and objectives of the Commercial zoning designation within the General 

Plan by providing commercial services near high-capacity roadways and is designed in a way for 
easy circulation of both pedestrians and vehicles. 

6. Minimum public noticing requirements of the Municipal and Land Development Codes was met. 
7. 200 West and 1600 North provide access and are adequate in size and design to sufficiently handle 

all traffic modes and infrastructure related to land use. 
 
Moved: Commissioner Price   Seconded: Commissioner Butterfield   Passed: 6-0 
Yea:  D. Butterfield, A. Davis, D. Newman, T. Nielson, E. Ortiz, R. Price      Nay:        Abstain:  
    
OTHER BUSINESS 
Commissioner Price was elected to serve as the 2017 Chairman with Commissioner Butterfield as 
Vice-Chair. 
 
TRAINING: 
Commissioner Price suggested having collaborative opportunities with other committees (i.e. 
Historic Preservation Committee, City Council, Economic Development) to better understand other 
perspectives.  Mr. Housley said historically the fifth Tuesday of a month could be utilized for a joint 
meeting and/or training.   
 
Commissioner Nielson questioned the “letter of the law” versus the “spirit of the law” regarding 
interpretation of the Code.  Commissioner Butterfield said it would be helpful to have to have some 
training in the shifting roles the Commission has (interpretation of Code or quasi-legislative 
decisions).  Mr. Housley advised that there is a bright line between quasi-judicial administrative 
versus legislative decisions. There are times when the Commission is only forwarding a 
recommendation to the Municipal Council for a policy decision (i.e. zone or text amendment 
changes). During those type of situations, input can be taken to help make a decision.  In a 
decision that determines the final outcome of a project (approval or denial) there should be no ex-
parte communication.  
 
With reference to Code interpretation, Mr. Housley explained that the definition of something 
should be clear and unambiguous.  If something is ambiguous, the court will determine if it has 
logical meaning. There will never be a perfect Code, however, it can be improved/adjusted and 
enhanced along the way.  The purpose is not to seek public approval, but to educate and be 
educated.  Generally, residents are vocal if they are opposed to a project.   
 
Mr. Housley explained that because land use and zoning affect a property owner’s right, any 
ambiguity will be found in favor of the property owner.  The theory being that the government had 
the opportunity to regulate it and will be held to a higher standard. Commissioner Newman said 
that highlights the need to have a very clear Code.  
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Mr. Housley advised that policy statements that have persuasive language such as “encourage” 
are difficult to enforce, it is better to have clear regulations.  Flexibility can be difficult to enforce, 
there needs to be objective criteria.  Utah State Code, Title 10 Municipal Land Use, Development, 
and Management Act (LUDMA) Section 9a-509 “…an applicant is entitled to approval of a land use 
application if it conforms to the requirements of the municipality's land use maps, zoning map, a 
municipal specification for public improvements applicable to a subdivision or development, and an 
applicable land use ordinance in effect when a complete application is submitted and all application 
fees have been paid.”  There are some exceptions, including if there was a pending ordinance or 
compelling public interest that would jeopardize the approval.  It is critical to have ordinances 
correct because an owner is entitled to an approval if the requirements are met.  
 
 WORKSHOP ITEMS for January 12, 2017   

� PC 17-001 Infinite Discs [Design Review] 
� PC 17-002 Skabelund Business Park Outdoor Storage [Conditional Use Permit] 

 
Meeting adjourned at 7:10 p.m. 
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Minutes approved as written and digitally recorded for the Logan City Planning Commission 
meeting of December 8, 2016. 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ___________________________________ 
Michael A. DeSimone     Russ Price 
Community Development Director   Planning Commission Chairman   
 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ___________________________________ 
Russ Holley      Amber Pollan 
Senior Planner      Senior Planner  
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Debbie Zilles        
Administrative Assistant         
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


