BOUNTIFUL CITY
PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA
Tuesday, December 19, 2017
6:30 p.m.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Bountiful City Planning Commission will hold a
meeting in the Conference Room at City Hall, 790 South 100 East, Bountiful, Utah, at the time
and on the date given above. The public is invited. Persons who are disabled as defined by the
American with Disabilities Act may request an accommodation by contacting the Bountiful
Planning Office at 298-6190. Notification at least 24 hours prior to the meeting would be

appreciated.

1. Welcome and Introductions.

2. Approval of the minutes for December 5, 2017.

3. Swearing in of newly appointed Planning Commission Member - Jim Clark.

4. PUBLIC HEARING - Consider approval for a Variance from the driveway spacing and
construction standards and yard coverage standards of the Bountiful City Land Use
Ordinance for the properties located at 339 W 300 North and 349 W 300 North, Mark
Lee and Mark Minnis, applicants.

5. PUBLIC HEARING - Consider approval for a Variance to the standards of the
Bountiful City Land Use Ordinance to allow for encroachments on slopes greater than 30
percent and to allow for cuts and fills and retaining walls in excess of 10 feet in height for
the property located at 2452 Cave Hollow Way, Daniel and Carri Fergusson, applicants.

6. Consider approval of the 2018 Planning Commission Meeting Calendar.

7. Planning Director’s report, review of pending applications and miscellaneous business.

///\

Cha¢d” Wilkifison, City Planner




Bountiful City
Planning Commission Minutes
December 5, 2017
6:30 P.M.

Present: Chair — Sean Monson; Planning Commission Members — Jesse Bell, Tom Smith and Sharon
Spratley; City Attorney — Clint Drake; City Planner — Chad Wilkinson; City Engineer — Paul
Rowland; and Recording Secretary — Darlene Baetz

Excused: Vice Chair — Von Hill and City Council Representation — Richard Higginson

1. Welcome and Introductions.

Chair Monson opened the meeting at 6:30 pm and welcomed 11 tnose present.
2. Approval of the minutes for November 21, 2017
Tom Smith made a motion to approve the mlnutes for November 21, 2017 as written. Jesse Bell

seconded the motion. Voting passed 4-0 with Comm1ss1on members Bell Monson Smith and Spratley
voting aye. . o

3. Consider preliminary site plan approval for the const;"""ﬁ ctlon of a Culver s restaurant located at
620 N 500 West, GG & S LLC, apphcant ~

Chad Wilkinson presented the staff report Matt Young was present

The applicants, GG&S LLC are requestlng prehmlnary 51te ‘plan approval for a new Culver’s Restaurant
and accompanying property improvements. The property is located within the C-H (Heavy Commercial)
zone on the former J and L Garden Center site. The application includes the construction of a 4,300
square foot restaurant. The property is surrounded by commercial development on the north, south and
west. To the east is the new Creeksrde As31sted L1V1ng development which is zoned RM-13 Multifamily
re31dent1a1 13 units to the acre. .

The propOsed development is located on a 1.32 acre portion of a larger 3 acre parcel. The applicant has
shown possible future development of additional buildings on the site in order to plan for utilities and
storm water layouts The current request includes the restaurant pad and associated improvements.
Future buildings will be requlred to have a separate site plan review and approval processes.

Access to the project will_be Via a single driveway on 500 West. The applicant has applied to the Utah
Department of Transportation (UDOT) for the proposed access. The applicant will close two existing
driveway approaches and will widen the remaining approach. This will include adequate parking based
on the square footage shown and has adequate stacking spaces for the drive-through.

The proposed building meets the required setbacks for the C-H Zone. Although not a part of this review,
the future building along the east side of the property will need to be modified to meet the zone buffer
setback of 20 feet. The applicant proposes building materials consisting of a mix of stone, EIFS and
fiber cement siding. The landscape plan meets the requirements of the Code including the minimum
number of street trees, ornamental trees and shrubs.

Storm water will be collected on site and conveyed to the creek north of the property through a proposed
storm drain system that will cross the intervening property outside of the street. Water and sewer will be
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provided from existing lines in 500 West and will include the extension of an 8-inch water line and
onsite fire hydrant. Plans have been reviewed by the City Engineer with redline changes required in
order to meet City standards and obtain final approval. The development is occurring in an area with
urban levels of infrastructure already in place. Impacts from the development of this property have been
anticipated in the design of the existing storm water, sewer, and water and transportation system.

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission forward to the City Council a recommendation of
approval for preliminary site plan review for the proposed fast food restaurant subject to the following

conditions:

1. Complete any and all redline corrections.

2. Prior to final approval, obtain proper permits from the tah Department of Transportation for the
Access proposed onto 500 West. A copy of perrmts sh; 1 be ﬁled with the City.

3. All damaged curb and gutter and sidewalk along 500 W shall be replaced

nt"for the proposed 8 mch ﬁre hydrant line.

4. Provide a 20 foot wide Public Utility Ease

Prior to Building permit prov1de coples of perm1ts to he Clty

6. Provide copy of recorded easemen r,1n‘favor of the subject property owners for the proposed storm
water outfall line crossmg the property to the north T

There was some dlscusswn w1th staff and Planmng Comm1ss1on members about the easement approval
needed for the storm water for the property Mr, ‘Rowland commented that it will be the property owners
responsibility. . i

Sharon Spratley made a motlon that the Planmng Commission forward a recommendation of
preliminary site plan approval for the construction of a Culver’s restaurant located at 620 N 500 West,
GG &S LLC with 6 condltrons outhned by staff. Tom Smith seconded the motion.
Voting passed 4-0 with Comm1ss1on members Bell, Monson, Smith and Spratley voting aye.
5. Planning Dlrectorr s report, rev{mw of pending applications and miscellaneous business.
Planning Commission meeting:
December 12, 2017 — working meeting with City Council members

December 19, 2017 — Planning Commission meeting.

Chair Monson ascertained there were no other items to discuss. The meeting was adjourned at 6:45 p.m.

Chad Wilkinson, Bountiful City Planner
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Commission Staff Report fem#d

Item: PUBLIC HEARING - Request for a variance to the

required driveway spacing and construction standards
and the maximum yard coverage standards ‘N%

Address: 349 and 339 W 300 North BOU FUT,

Author: Chad Wilkinson, Planning Director . 5

Date: December 19, 2017

Description of Request

The applicants, Mark Lee and Mark Minnis, have requested a variance to the required
driveway spacing and construction standards and the maximum yard coverage standards
in order to construct a shared driveway between their properties located at 339 and 349
West 300 North in the RM-13 zoning district.

Authority:
Section 14-2-111 authorizes the Planning Commission as the review body for variance
requests related to driveway spacing and lot coverage standards of the Code.

Background and Analysis:

The applicants are requesting a variance to allow for a shared driveway between their
properties. The driveway has already been installed and was constructed without proper
permits from the City. Mr. Lee recently constructed a permitted driveway on his property
and a follow-up inspection on this driveway prompted the enforcement action that resulted
in the application for variance. The zoning ordinance requires a minimum separation of 35
feet between driveways on the same property and a minimum 5 feet separation between
driveways and the adjacent side property line. The proposed driveway is located
approximately 24 feet from the existing driveways on both the Lee and Minnis properties
and therefore does not meet the minimum 35 foot separation standard for either property.
The driveway also does not meet the minimum 5 foot separation requirement between
driveways on adjacent properties.

In addition, the construction of the driveway has caused both properties to violate the
maximum yard and lot coverage standards of the Code. The front yard of the Lee property
has approximately 67 percent impervious coverage which exceeds the 50 percent
maximum. In addition, the property exceeds the maximum lot coverage standard of 60
percent. The Minnis property also exceeds the required lot coverage with the construction
of the driveway. The calculations submitted by Mr. Minnis do not include a large covered
deck at the back of the house which must be counted toward the lot coverage standard. The
calculations performed by staff and the applicants differ. However, with the inclusion of the
covered deck, both staff and applicant calculations verify that the lot coverage standard is
exceeded on both lots and that the front yard coverage standard is exceeded for the Lee

property.



In the attached narrative Mr. Minnis describes his lot as a corner lot. The lot does not meet
the definition for a corner lot as it does not front on two streets. Therefore the lot should
not be considered to be a corner lot in consideration of the variance request.

The applicants have requested an additional variance to the Engineering specifications for
driveways related to required curb cut and driveway approach standards. This standard is
not part of the land use ordinance and may not be varied by the Planning Commission. Any
resident wishing to access the public right of way must do so with a City standard
approach.

Variance Findings
Utah Code 10-9a-702 establishes the criteria for review of a variance request. In order to
grant a variance each of the following criteria must be met:

(i) Literal enforcement of the ordinance would cause an unreasonable hardship for the
applicant that is not necessary to carry out the general purpose of the land use
ordinances;

Staff Response: The purposes of the spacing standards include but are not limited to (1)
regulating the number of driveways on the street in order to minimize traffic conflicts; (2)
preserving open space, particularly in front yards; and (3) limiting congestion and
providing for on-street parking. The maximum lot and yard coverage standards are in place
to ensure that Bountiful neighborhoods maintain landscaping to allow for storm water
permeation in order to decrease runoff and to beautify neighborhoods. This is particularly
true for the standards regulating the front yard coverage. One of the clear purposes of
limiting the number and size of driveways and providing a maximum yard coverage
standard is to maintain adequate landscape areas in front yards for aesthetic reasons.
Limits on number and spacing of driveways are necessary to carry out the purposes of the
ordinance.

(ii)  There are special circumstances attached to the property that do not generally apply
to other properties in the same zone;

Staff Response: The applicants have indicated the need for additional parking spaces to
facilitate the parking of guests and vehicles off-street and to decrease the need for shuffling
vehicles. Mr Lee was recently granted a permit for a wider driveway and Mr. Minnis was
previously granted a variance to allow for an attached two car garage which provided for
additional off street parking. The applicants both have parking that meets the minimum
standards of the Code without the additional driveway. The number of vehicles a property
owner chooses to keep on their property is a self-imposed condition. In this case both
properties contain adequate space for off street parking meeting the minimum standards of
the Code for single family dwellings without the additional driveway.




(iii)  Granting the variance is essential to the enjoyment of a substantial property right
possessed by other property in the same zone;

Staff Response: The applicants have been granted permits and previous variance
approvals that provide additional parking on their properties. Each lot in the City is
constrained to a certain extent by its size and shape. In this case, the ]ots are simply not
large enough to accommodate the additional parking that is being requested and still meet
the Code. There are many similarly zoned properties in the City that are not allowed
additional driveways because of size and spacing and coverage standards. A second
driveway is a right that is contingent on a property being able to meet the spacing
standards of the Code.

(iv)  The variance will not substantially affect the general plan and will not be contrary to
the public interest;

Staff Response: One of the purposes of spacing standards for driveways is to preserve
open space in front yards. Granting a variance to allow for an additional driveway will
reduce landscaping and open space in the front yard. The Code requires that at least 50
percent of front yard areas to be landscaped. Reducing landscaping in the front yard of lots
that are already constrained is not consistent with the public interest.

(v) The spirit of the land use ordinance is observed and substantial justice done

Staff Response: The land use ordinance includes minimum driveway spacing standards
in order to preserve open space, provide for on street parking, reduce congestion and
minimize traffic conflicts. Approving a variance to these standards and to the maximum lot
coverage standards is not consistent with the spirit of the land use ordinance.

Department Review
City Planner, City Engineer

Recommended Action

Staff recommends denial of the requested variance, based on analysis of the required
review criteria from State law included in the findings above and a review of the materials
submitted by the applicant.

Attachments
1. Aerial Photo
2. Applicant’s Narrative
3. Proposed driveway plans
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Minnis Residence 349 West 300 North, Bountiful, UT

This letter is in response to the letter received from Kendall Black, Assistant Planner, dated: November
8,2017.

in reviewing the list of stated violations, | have discovered that several of the violations listed are not
correct and others are currently in practice by many of the other residences in the neighborhood.

1. My lotis a corner lot and many of the other corner lots in the neighborhood do not meet the 35
feet minimum distance from adjacent driveways.

2. My east driveway does not meet the 5’ setback from the property line; but, [ looked around our
neighborhood and many of the residences have additions to their single-wide driveways poured
right up to the property line to allow for additional off-street winter parking.

3. The third violation is correct. Please refer to my page: “A little history about our current
driveway” for an explanation of why | did not putinan city approved drive-approach for this
additional off-street parking driveway.

4. The fourth violation may be correct; but since my lot is a corner lot, there must be special
conditions that apply for corner lots.

5. The fifth violation states that structures and concrete may not exceed 60% of the lot area and
that | currently have 80%. | measured my current site plan with the additional driveway and it
shows that | currently have a little less than 60% structures and concrete and a little greater
than 40% landscape area (the wood deck on the back of my house is open on 3 sides and is
permeable underneath).

6. The sixth violation states that the front yard is less than 50% landscape area. | measured the
front yard areas from the back of the sidewalk to the front of the residence and it shows that |
currently have 48% concrete and 52% landscape area.

The City Ordinances that | want a variance from are:

14-18-109 -1

| am unable to back a trailer onto my original driveway without bottoming out and my wife’s van
bottoms-out constantly. The crown in the street is even greater on the east side of our residence. The
City made an attempt 8 years ago to correct the problem, but was unsuccessful in doing so. lam
requesting a variance from being required to put in a city approved drive-approach.

14-18-109 -2

My corner lot has a curb frontage of 37 linear feet. My main driveway has a 12’ approach and the
additional off-street winter parking driveway has 10’ of curb frontage. This leaves 15 linear curb feet of
landscaped parkway area between the two. Because this is a corner lot, | am requesting a variance from
the required 50%.

The proposed variance meets the following criteria because:

(i) The single driveways originally installed in the subdivision over 50 years ago do not
accommodate today’s lifestyles and living conditions. Many of the residences in the
neighborhood have installed additional concrete parking areas to accommodate off-street
winter parking and we should be allowed to do so also.




{ii) Most new subdivisions are installed with double-wide driveways with ample off-street
parking to meet the winter off-street parking requirements imposed by the City of Bountiful.
Our subdivision was installed with single wide driveways.

(i) Having 4 vehicles at our residence with today’s lifestyles has created an unnecessary
burden, with the constant shuffle of vehicles, as our family members enter and leave the
home. Additional off-street parking lessens the burden and creates a better quality of life for
our family.

(iv) Allowing homeowners in our neighborhood to install additional off-street parking by
widening their single-car driveways or adding an additional driveway on the other side of
the residence where applicable will not affect the general plan or be contrary to public
interest.

v) The spirit of the land use ordinance is to serve the well-being of the public and to improve
the quality of life.

My neighbor, Mark Lee, and | have installed this additional off-street parking to improve the quality of
our lives. Off-street parking is limited in our neighborhood. We have used the best quality materials
available to make this a long lasting improvement to our properties and to the neighborhood. We ask
the planning commission to see the need for additional parking in our neighborhood and approve the
variances we have requested. This will not only benefit us, but will allow the other residents in our
neighborhood to follow our lead to improve the community.




Minnis Residence 349 West 300 North, Bountiful

summary of Residence and Concrete material vs. Landscape area

Front Yard total area: 1830 sq. ft.

existing driveway 444 sq. ft.
front walkway 64 sq. ft.
porch 76 sq. ft.
new driveway 288 sq. ft.

872 sq. ft. Concrete area

1830 sq. ft. — 872 sq. ft. =
958 sq. ft. Landscape area

958 sq. ft. / 1830 sq. ft. = 52 % Landscape area
872 sq. ft. / 1830 sq. ft. = 48 % Concrete area

Eront of residence to back of property total area: 4730 sq. ft.

residence 1235 sq. ft.
garage 870sq. ft.
driveway and walkways 758 sq. ft.
new driveway 171 sq. ft.

3035 sq. ft. Residence and concrete area

4730 sq. ft. — 3035 sq. ft. =
1695 sq. ft. Landscape area

Total lot area: 6560 sq. ft. (1830 sq. ft. + 4730 sq. ft.)

Residence and Concrete area

Front yard =872 sq. ft.

Front of residence to back property line = 3035 sq. ft.
3907 sq. ft.

Landscape area

Front yard = 958 sq. ft.

Front of residence to back property line = 1695 sq. ft.
2653 sq. ft.

Total % Residence and concrete: 3907 sq. ft. / 6560 sq. ft. =59.6 %

Total % Landscape area: 2653 sq. ft. / 6560 sq. ft. =40.4%




Minnis Residence 349 West 300 North, Bountiful, UT

A little history about our current driveway:

About 8 years ago, | replaced my cracked-up driveway with a nice new driveway. |
wanted to install the new sidewalk and driveway approach, but was required by Bountiful City
to use one of their Bonded Cement Contractors. | chose one from the list that was available. At
that time, | also paid to have the Weber water valves moved out of the concrete approach to
the landscape parkway area. The job was completed, but the crown in the asphalt street caused
my wife’s van to bottom out when entering and leaving the driveway.

The very next winter, a Bountiful snow plow truck put a large gouge in our brand new driveway
approach. Uggghhh!!! | considered having the City pay to replace my driveway approach, but
thought it would be better to have them cut down the crown in the street so we could use the
new driveway without bottoming out each time. The City agreed to cut down the crown in the
street. After they cut down the asphalt, we were able to have a nice approach for the next two
weeks. Then the crew came to finish the asphalt job. They poured the asphalt and built up the
crown, right back to where it was before! (So much for having a smooth approach).

Here we are about 8 years later. My driveway still looks great! But, my approach and sidewalk
have spalled-off and look terrible, along with the gouge from the snow plow that | attempted to
repair.

Our neighborhood was built in the mid-60s and all of the houses have single driveways. Many
of the neighbors have added concrete to the existing driveways right to the property line, and
others have added additional driveways on the other side of their residences to allow for extra
off-street parking during the winter months. Since we have a corner lot, we are not able to
widen the drive like many of the neighbors have, but we did have room to add a drive to the
other side of residence. After my very disappointing experience with the City 8 years ago, | was
not interested in going through that again. | knew that putting in an approach was going to be
futile, because the crown in the street is even greater on the east side our property.

The last couple of years we have had 4 vehicles at our home. Having a single driveway with 4
vehicles has created a hardship for me. When someone needs to leave the home, all of the
vehicles have to be shuffled to let someone out. This last summer, | decided that something had
to be done to lighted the load, so | decided to put in some additional parking on the east side of
the residence.




Mark Lee 339 West 300 North, Bountiful, UT

This letter is in response to the letter received from Kendall Black, Assistant Planner, dated November 8,
2017,

in reviewing the list of stated violations, | have discovered that some of the violations listed are not
correct and others are currently in practice by several of the other residences in the neighborhood.

1. Building Permits Required
a. Itistrue that a building permit was not obtained for the West Driveway. The West
Driveway was done in conjunction with my neighbor, Mark Minnis. Please see his
comments regarding the reason this was not done.

2. The West Driveway does not meet the minimum spacing standard of 35 feet.

a. |have alarge close family that gets together frequently that would require parking for
several cars that may be present after late at night. This driveway will allow for off
street parking during the winter months. | am seeking a variance for this.

b. This violation is correct. This driveway will allow me to park my boat trailer in such a way
that it will not extend past the front of the house.

3. The West Driveway does not meet the minimum setback of 5 feet from the adjacent property.
a. This is correct, the West Driveway does not meet this requirement. There are many
residences in the neighborhood that have driveways that do not meet this requirement.

4. The West Driveway does not include an approved driveway approach and filling the parkway
strip with concrete is not permitted except in conjunction with an approved driveway
approach.

a. Anapproach was not constructed on the West Driveway for the same reason stated by
Mark Minnis. The crown in the road is high enough that | cannot back my boat trailer
into my East Driveway without severely scraping the approach. | do not wish to damage
the approach or the boat trailer each time 1 move the boat. | am requesting a variance
from being required to put in a city approved approach.

b. There are several residences in the neighborhood that have concrete in the park strip
not used in conjunction with an approved approach.

5. The combined area of all approaches along the street exceeds 50% of the linear length of the
street curb.
a. The approach for the East Driveway does not exceed 50% of the property width. It was
inspected and approved by Bountiful City.
b. The West Driveway does not include an approach as previously stated. (see item 4a)




6. The total square footage of structures and concrete exceed the 60% maximum impervious
coverage of the lot.

a. |confirm that the lot coverage is in violation by a small amount. | would like to request a
variance.

b. ltis stated that the impervious lot coverage is at 72%. | have measured these areas of
my yard and found that | have 61.5% impervious coverage.

¢. Itis stated that | have only 33% of the lot is landscaped. | have made measurements
and found that 38.5% of the lot is landscaped.

d. The approach on the East Driveway is the required 5 feet from the property line. The
east side of the approach is in exactly the same location as the original approach. This
was inspected and approved by Bountiful City. The West Driveway does not meet this
requirement. There are many residences in the neighborhood that have driveways that
do not meet this requirement.

West Driveway 480 sf

East Driveway 2270 sf

House w/porch 1112 sf

Shed 200 sf
Total Square Feet Impervious coverage 4062 sf 61.5%
Total Lot Square Feet 6600 sf
Total Square Feet of Landscaping 2538 sf 38.5%

Thank you.
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Commission Staff Report Fam s &

Item: PUBLIC HEARING - Request for a variance to allow
for encroachments on slopes exceeding 30 percent
and to allow for cuts and fills and retaining walls ‘A

greater than 10 feet in height. BOUNTIF UL

Address: 2452 Cave Hollow Way B S
Author: Chad Wilkinson, Planning Director
Date: December 19, 2017

Description of Request

The applicants, Daniel and Carri Fergusson, has requested a variance to allow for
encroachments on slopes greater than 30 percent for the property and for cuts and fills and
retaining wall greater than 10 feet in height for the property located at 2452 Cave Hollow
Way in the R-F (Residential Foothill) zone. The proposed variance would allow for
construction of a new addition to the home and for modifications to the existing driveway
on site.

Authority

Section 14-2-111 authorizes the Administrative Committee as the review body for variance
requests within the R-F zone related to disturbance of slopes exceeding 30 percent and
retaining walls and cuts and fills exceeding 10 feet in height. Section 14-2-104 authorizes
the chairman of the administrative committee to assign any item designated for
administrative committee review to the Planning Commission, in which case the Planning
Commission acts under the same authority granted to the Administrative Committee.

Background and Analysis:

The existing home on the site was constructed in 1978 with a two car garage. The
current request is to allow for construction of a three-car garage with two stories of living
space above. The request also includes grading and site work necessary to lower the
driveway in order to provide a less steep access to the property. The driveway is currently
quite steep with an average slope of 19 percent and a maximum slope of 26 percent. The
proposal would bring the maximum slope down to 10 percent and the average slope to 8
percent. The predominant issue is the size and extent of the area to be disturbed in order to
lower the driveway and construct a new garage. The applicant proposed three-car garage is
42 feet by 20 feet and includes space for an elevator and a large staircase. Above the garage
the applicant proposes two stories of living space measuring 42 feet by 28 feet. The
proposed addition will nearly double the size of the structure. The addition encroaches into
areas of 30 percent slope adjacent to the existing driveway.



The applicant also proposes a turnaround parking area near the proposed garage that will
further encroach into slopes exceeding 30 percent. A stairway connecting the entrance of
the home to this parking area further encroaches into the constrained area of the lot. The
applicant has provided a slope analysis drawing that shows the area of encroachment
which is attached to this report.

In addition to the encroachments into steep slope areas the applicant proposes a series of
major cuts on the site that will result in the need for tall retaining walls. The plan shows
one wall approaching 17 feet in height. The proposed cuts will be up to 15 feet in height in
order to accommodate the driveway and garage.

Variance Findings
Utah Code 10-9a-702 establishes the criteria for review of a variance request. In order to
grant a variance each of the following criteria must be met:

(i) Literal enforcement of the ordinance would cause an unreasonable hardship for the
applicant that is not necessary to carry out the general purpose of the land use
ordinances;

Staff Response: The “Purposes and Objectives” section of the Residential Foothill
standards recognizes the need for some flexibility in administering the hillside protection
standards of the Code. While there may be an appropriate disturbance to allow for a
reasonable modification to the driveway, the construction of a large three car garage with
two stories of living space above along with a large turn around area does not seem to be in
harmony with the goals of the RF zoning district which state “any alteration of sensitive
land areas is the minimum necessary to allow for reasonable use of the property.” The
applicant could lower the driveway with a smaller garage and still accomplish the
modification with less of an impact.

(ii) There are special circumstances attached to the property that do not generally apply
to other properties in the same zone;

Staff Response: Many of the properties in the zone are faced with similar circumstances
that limit size of building area and that require steep and narrow driveways. While there
may be an appropriate disturbance to the slope to enable construction of a less steep
driveway, the proposal does not seem to be the minimum disturbance necessary to
accomplish this objective.

(iii)  Granting the variance is essential to the enjoyment of a substantial property right
possessed by other property in the same zone;

Staff Response: The original approval of the home on the lot allowed for construction of a
reasonably sized single family dwelling on the property while maintaining a minimal
disturbance to the hillside. The proposed variance is not necessary for use and enjoyment
of the property as the owner already has use of the property with the existing home.




(iv)  The variance will not substantially affect the general plan and will not be contrary to
the public interest;

Staff Response: The original approval was consistent with development in the
neighborhood, and allowed for use of the property. The applicant has not shown that there
is no other reasonable or feasible alternative with less impact to the slope areas.

(v) The spirit of the land use ordinance is observed and substantial justice done

Staff Response: The purpose of the land use ordinance that requires improvements be
located on slopes less than 30% and retaining walls less than 10 feet tall is to preserve the
hillside and manage runoff and erosion on properties located in the foothills. The proposed
variance disturbs the slopes beyond the minimal amount necessary. In determining
whether or not enforcement of the land use ordinance would cause unreasonable hardship,
the planning commission may not find an unreasonable hardship if the hardship is
self-imposed or economic. Since the applicant already has reasonable use of the property,
the proposed addition constitutes a self-imposed hardship. Any proposal to change the
slopes on the property should be the minimum necessary to allow for reasonable use of the

property.

Department Review
City Planner, City Engineer

Recommended Action
Staff recommends denial of the requested variance.

Attachments
1. Aerial Photo
2. Applicant’s Narrative
3. Proposed Plan




Aerial Photo-2452 Cave Hollow Way

- @
R AR
g5 G\‘Q\ogle Earth
: \ v




% NORTH

ying & HDS

& Landscape

* Land

/—RIM-5413,64'
(55 |E - 5402.34'

\
g S v -
e

Economic and Surtalnabla Designs, Professianals You Know and Trust
8610 Sauth Sandy Parkway, Suita 200 Sandy, Uuh 84070 801.255.7700_menalisnginesring.com

1
\
It

Civil

4@» McNEIL ENGINEERING"

FERGUSSON GARAGE
2452 SOUTH CAVE HOLLOW WAY
BOUNTIFUL, UTAH

13m

DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

g
€
b1
2
3
: SLOPE TABLE
] i
§ NUMBER | MINIMUM SLOPE | MAXIMUM SLOPE COLOR DATE: 07-17-17
g o e o camnr —
£ Call  |reomemms, sLopE
2 2
7 BEORETOU | Prorerel pRESTORMIN ANALYSIS
£ D OF ALL BURIED OR . ‘f‘:‘ﬁ,‘
z =] ORI e
i C2.03




10"

NVd
IOVNIVHA
ANY ONIQVH9

oI awa

dnd A8 GDIHD

51a_ :AINMV¥

$R0LT__ON 1D310Ud|

2 2 2 2t

1va [ay

SNOISINIY

NowdIsIa

HYLN “IN4ILNNOS
AVYM MOTIOH 3AVYD HLNOS TST
IDVUVYH NOSSNDHY3d

7
E 5
@

1M

cl

edwspury g
seopersjald

.
woaTupssufusieusu 00/L'SSTI08 QLOKD WRN Aputs 00T wAns “Auuspng Lpuws o 0198
]

SAH 7 Bulk
iy

ONIUIINIDONT TIINPKW

w

u

Ui
TV BN HKOHS 10K 6
HONMOKS S3ULMUNCNIOL
3108V §0 GG TV 40
NOLLYHOISH ONY NOUISEI0
NolLYD01 11 U0 TEISHOAS noiede

b I ()

T30LLON “AUS09 1 TN
INNOHDHIMIN SNLLND TOAY

R )

oo s RN I OLE X1 D)

aaa
 30e THISH I

ILON Q3AIY

SO1ED UYL HL K 2 VAT AL LML

107N 4L GIOTSH BRI QI HOLIVATIOD JHLAG LA TVHS ANV,
MEHLHNCILSr L0 50 OMF A9 OL cCldd ST NLED3 0 S CILYI0T A OL D143
1570 MIALKOY A1 SIS YO 1

IAIOT S 01 EALRN G 50 3L
SIOUYO0T JIH0ddy SBLTEHOHS 3 $ 1 BHGAT o O SN G NS N OIS G

S V0 G IO HIMIUNIIN
N IO L "
w4 i 13

POV BUMHID
135 4 IIYOBVNITILON £3345 € A IHLHIN NG00V G100 | 6

YH G301 3101 SR B Y3 04 O AL MLV S Y TV G T 3N GV
T 1L O AU TN 3 5105 GO ATV 13 T LTINN N0
T 70 WL D TEINE N3O o o

04 THU I3 T3 THS HOLINLLI) UL 1M
BN U L3305 (W S F5HLHIN 3D

£ 0 o °
Ab =3O8
HL¥ON

~ N,
NN,

NI3MLIE FONVLSIA TYANOZIMOH T¥NO3 NOLLOZLONd 3dOTS MO0Y o
dOL 3HL OL WOLLOB JHL WONJ FOv1d OLNI ATLHOIL

NMOHS SY 3d015 | OL | ¥ 0330X3 OL LON S¥ OS 135 3d TN
3:

M3 LNOHd

'SNOLLOS NOLLITLONd 3OS H00N
o

40 STIVdS %00Y HLIM 037114 38 TIYHS SINOLS NIIMLIE SILLRIVINOINYI Jouv1-€
IVHS SHOOY SHL -2

VIQY HLIM ¥
TIVHS ONV SINOLS 0314 ¥vINONY ONY ‘T18vAINQ 'GHVH 38 TIVHS SHOOU SHL-}

oN
NOUD3S SO0
a

o \ N

o (B A > T

P AR R et ———
e

SSen =
Rong
/

\ N
SN et b

S - af
T \,:
" N
LR
\ \\_}\

/
SNy T

NS
\.

/
ELWS-3 AR
$0'024S - 3LVHO
\ / ;

NN \
% OVaYD B
AN

i
GO HENS B3
~N

N
P -

i

Y=
"\*% A
d&«‘

/
334€ 01°0EYS = 619
7

\@ﬂ'.'

i
~.I i3
SSRLifi
T

~=<
)

S

,17,/“\

3
&

~< \ S
S

e -y

HETOPS -3
PIELPS - RS

wo|Gg - 107 12 4o o Bapve - ganz\6sq d\O\GROLINGULIINS.



S\2017F3ea\ 17083\ (é\Prod Dug\(7088 - plndrg Dosiel Mov 21, 2017 - 85lem

NORTH G m
1E
H
L] W "
FHHEE
wiéfIs
e
SME T 10 [TTEAH m..
r Ak H
0 g 10 2 Ed — 2
m "
mm HiES
HE
GENERAL NOTES: L
TP TR O FHEHEIT FRACTCES F POCVEREPCSIONSCITPCL P 2
PECFIC LETS BEUAEDR! Lm b
CONERATIOWTH THER ASCEFTEDLOCAL PRACTIES, Elg
-G 2 .
" 3
e DAL vt oA e oY o 7 DE Y G
AL LN SPechcns WAL i R 10 MG o PAOLTES 1 EEDD. i
e, AL i m
Pelo Uiz
B —————— b T
e o re o BT V] =
CPEIF FOR 0 DArS CR MOPETHE APEASHALLBE FLRPONED PARALEL TOTHE CCMTO.RS OF HE 2|9
NEr % 5

MAINTENANCE:

O it Wheom i s
e

LT S

a1 NOATTHEERST
DALYCAPIHOLNED R FAL,

EDRUGHD
neces:
FRIIPTLY,
s T WT
L THE BARRER.

KEYED NOTES:
L v Sv—
S T e

(o] e
\ © i wnensra DB oIS
Q R T S e B AN

/N2 o P
® etz

NN R )
§ 2
RO
swa%w

e Al
LR T ————

L~

S
B IEEREL si mm mpm S \

FERGUSSON GARAGE
2452 SOUTH CAVE HOLLOW WAY
BOUNTIFUL, UTAH

T
R
NERRRERN
NN

v
5l
a|8
>
2
3
n
3
2 [<IKIIt

PROJECTNO: _ 17088
DRAWNBY:  DIC
CHECKEDBY: _ RUP

DATE: 11:21-17
UTLITIES. IT'S COSTLY. NOTICE!
Call |reommoomns EROSION
RESPONSIBLE FOR THELOCATION, CONTROL
BEFORE YOU PPROTECTION, AND RESTORATION
OF ALL BURIED OR ABOVE PLAN
. |
C2.02
.




T T T :
/¢
Y

LOT 39 \ 2
05-07-60-006 _/ g
RYAN PERA \ l-
b g5

\ E

g 3

o

° Land

/1005‘6

\ —
\ s

LuDscarE

EXROCK RETAINING
- WALLS TO REMAIN

barins

Tam arso | s

Economic and Sustainabls Deigns, Professionals You Know and Trust

8610 South Sandy Parkoray, Sulta 200 Sandy, Unh 84070 801.255.7700 menallenginearing com

N B9°5141" W _239.67 //'\\H\ i
5 —
LOT 40

GENERAL NOTES:
RLOWE AR FPETO HEPRCE G 01 18LES UL ERWE KTED o=
hd
2

» McNEIL ENGINEERING

Civil

SEE APCHTECTS SITE PANFCR ACOITIAAL EOPETI
SEELHDSCAPEPLAL FOR RRIDATONAID AT O

SURVEYED AREA A=51811" "
24,741 Q. FT. =s088 - .
OR 0.568 ACRES ceN2rariow | KEYEDNOTES: | mcrmmeseromanacis
C=60.86' REFEFEN

@ emnurescarerom:
@ morsmienonce

@ rewroosioeerROTECTIN,
(B REPRERARGIOTES HTHACO, SLFEPFUTESTEA

EXPLANTER
TO REMAIN

GARDEN \ \
S R108 —

FERGUSSON GARAGE
2452 SOUTH CAVE HOLLOW WAY
BOUNTIFUL, UTAH

NBY5141" W 215.00" [

FOUND 1/2 REBAR A

& CAP STAMPED "5875"
AT PROPERTY CORNER

FOUND 1/2 REBAR
& CAP STAMPED "5875"
0.5' EAST & 0.6' NORTH OF

PROPERTY CORNER
PORCH \

LOT 41 s

05-07-60-017

DESCRIPTION

-
j
\
A
REVISIONS

Drg\I7088 - pindeg Dovel Kor 21, 2017 - 85lom

VICTOR & DEBRA SCHLUTER

‘UTITIES. IT'S COSTLY,

Gall

BEFOREYOU

UT

1006024111

NOTICE!

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL B
'RESPONSIBLE FOR THELOCATION,
PROTECTION, AND RESTORATION
OF ALL BURIED OR ABOVE
SHOWNOR

REV] DATE

<K

PROJECTNO: 17088

DRAWNBY: __ DIC

CHECKEDBY: _ RJP

DATE 112117

HORIZONTAL
CONTROL
PLAN

NOT SHOWN ON THE PLANS.

C1.01




QA

ATING JSTDH0D
MY SMDIA QI8

Betees eyt e

0wy G @pun 1 1909 59 FEN 0TS
=

PRl o ped

o
"
m-wv-n—wamm-qnm-nw

.....,..::-:.:..--"........._...,._..::.-.r:::r.'::..”.m_....: M e o b
T TR ok v e e i G o e P 5 v T 70 N1 3 Vs 190K S11 Y0220 30U RO DA [V 0 U RS
e e et oy e e 1 i R e P S " HCIED I 1
e o e e et assedsn oz L M e R
e NS TS o smed opvesd
o A o (PR o opnaid 7
-?L‘:.‘E%" D472 pazE € AQ PO 00 R A IV T
N rooy Tt ot o
ot £
T
o g s e T A T T H iy T el
) e e B YA TY ATt PR S S o W LY R S R 18 Yt TR 0o ) s ey 3
e e e L e ST TR 5 s
R P s RTS8 oo P Pyl ¥ 3
L i e 7 oo K5 £ I | x
wr-ww-wmmumnwuwmm L
SN |
ik 1) oy by 21 1 1pips 01 L
‘PRI BZRLk DTS SAT) D TSI IR TUTAUL EWAIL IVLLINRTTS UFHM4I .03 0 PROA WSl T DAY [EE SRR m-n
* (ol 3000 DNCING 5
VUNITE TVNOUVNYILN SLIE GNY §10F (38) 3000 SNTTNS WNOLVNKAINI 3000 SNITWA '+ T
"NOLLDNHLSND 4O VACHHAY HO NILLOZ SN 08 = G I 2 -0 = OO W
™V AEIINIDNS AB 3US SHLOL SUIN NOLVAHSSRO ¥ 01 @ s o pue
RIS
g ‘SQUNGUY TIVHS HOLOVEINGD T
ATivires = x 240 040 s opvor
UENGISS0 GNY ISMON SHL JONOUNLLY SHL OLSNIOLE 28 THS LOroo A SIeTinaog o pus e pesocn Aue pus 100 ki
AAVMINGD 1 GV 2115 LV GROILGNOD GNY SNOI TV VNI T s Hox s asooron ©
ooy e e g ey o
201 10 L) Spbap sy ONINEVA GNY NOWDL08d 35
wpipn & o
& 211
o
e el S 3y B ] S0 D0y 0 SIS PR IR WS
2 wout 1l
(e o) 25 30 tayem D] > Sy o
(wimq)spudipas T tomew Coimon ) 3 “hip s
(w104 .2) 19 P ]
(euea ) 24 30 apuon pueponis
i sz 1 . B 193 010 uBA 2210 &) Qe 0502 “;on 0w
3TN v srine = oo L
PR sy m-p-anuua.u-nru-wun: 2403
g ¢ 2 o +
Boavo s p €
21 U2 0L A 1
b, ot oo i 'mm.mn
K Zwr'y oo 4
© 3
o it 5] PO [
Zpes et e pus o e )
wr @
2021 2099 mm_..uu..nun
/5 (0 -2 £ '0pm 2y v 3
PRI D0 21 +Biea Turony: L a
;T8 vl "\t U £5.6 1o BeyS00 25 10U DA ETE SISM MG T
, s v vq A 5y mopray L
TR PRI DD 21 04 PR 0 STaMMoaM 3
20 50,91 =
oo [om s 15 >0 son L
J0. : 5 o3 2 iy
.53 U DY Ou 0P R
e gm 2
] ey v
=
T J06g B4 U PN 06 43 YOI M VOUS 12 porhin 5 [ 120p S A 1 K % 1 S| B
e e 8001 3
¥ v e um L frer
e i
" A
“Elumit 10 PORSHP T PHROA 50 1043 IO
o S o B S TEPAR, NEA &
D091 @ wpr o 3t wnmp.-nlmﬂ R
‘as v e Agwss
pwmwmmmmum o
A e e
] p i g
© “ poiwy
Faniior o popasrd o s s ! g e ey o Mbmen e A
408 Bupousyo suwds 1 poarba; 07 e Oubpiq S50 B P s
Oy W e (ast) v
3000 sTRd) ROEY v bl )(wsu,n. T
-5 a 4
< 2w el L e S ot mmsuw
o b HERLEM
pombing A : » a0 el D 10 94
A . ®
i © L 1
Vv o Eppd Do 1 HEpGR P
oppasy 21 = o P s et g bar o Sotnne Y
PN LI S P BT 211 P il - SraovrD an. /ETER]
DML SALON TV HRINRD

NG SI ue|d Byl eseym Siusweinbes
10] pue Ao ey o) Buipioosse sueld eseyl uo epew &) Aew SUCHEOBIPOR

iSLON INVILdOeN




NOTE:

2 TALL WALLS FRAMED WITH STUDS @ 16" O.C.
30 AND TALLER WALLS SEE ENGINEERING.

DIMENSIONS ON FLOOR PLANS ARE TO ROUGH
FRAMING UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

2% 4 STUD WALLS ASSUMED TO'BE 3 1/ WIDE.

ATTENTION!
STAIRS HAVE BEEN
CALCULATED USING FLOOR
TO FLOOR DIMENSIONS.

ALTERNATE FLOOR JOIST USE

2% 6 STUD WALLS ASSUMED TO BE S 1/2' WIDE. t Y /MFAGT HEAM
- CONTACT ARCHITECT FOR
LOWERLEVEL WINDOWS OTHER OFTIONS.
HEAD HEIGHT @ 6-8° UNO
ABACK WATER VALVE 18 H:W%ED TC PROTECT PLUMSING N : o
RORJIl I
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NOTE
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EXTEHI NOT 8F MORE TRAN 7 3"
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BAGKFLOW PREVENTERS OR VACUUM
e e U S R PO L T e bbb e bl \
FCATION OR SRR E8 SYSTEN, ‘ YT e b 1
'BOILERS AND HEAT EXCHANGERS . === == E] i
oo NEH=ETE =1 EH:EU_—‘ 1
B T T e T T i
H T AT — —| \
) ' Coeew I 1 8 e Wt T e 8 s et e U t
B [ — -
R Lo o
ST ‘
H H
H 3 :
) 2 y
H ;
' o |
: N |
: ° ;
b ! '
a s :
SRR i [ — come (
R AR sTRIGTIRE H
MR e |
o9 J4) ) kY g 4D H
P F —1 K 7 '
L \CA NG |
N i
; 1car bl lweor ;
OB : o T e PN :
> :
a2/ : 63["395 é o] TTE dz/ s
' i N | mvitor :
H i VO ‘
et Erade @ | prInIiIi 3 T M
L3 H Ed il B
R )]st | H '
» L ! :
; ;
} !
é 24 - 4 y-o K ied ‘L :
P -
e
it
e
PRC
Deogn
)
ABOVE
Dale.
Orawn |
e
bre:
Shest
.




==
=NV 1d HOOTd THAT T1HIMOT e I
' Fiky e E R Ereil A | e
3 5 2 TGNV FIRNOG ey cooM | wia [ AL
TRV SO won G0 | s | Zn i
oS SIS oot Vs [ Ha T
v TONOD | 15vo-Taid c M HONE SO0 [
VNS ey Soom AT
v LS R ar] ol oM AL
dvid 43d2vD S8 Y TYHCCD. 0] acom EA L
o) AT S5 GV | TIoH VA y o | eavie -2
v LD WYL NDTIDD G ERTE | 1108 Va1 S| HUSodrE5 | Md | Zni- 8
Pid] ABRv? ATy TARCIOD LY VNI | 10T Y34 #3001 | AWEOIROD | Hd 23
P ro— NOILJRDSAG VAT IVitIYE | GV SO0
SN2 SNREOC 14 | FHYN RO
} ainpsias won

ANE2ET HoOE T

N -9 -

&
ZAO-L ] LA G LA Gt -t ZAs-a
T %

@
@

a-

98
EAE L

Sovols

B

P.!;'

H

i
T

4 ]
ofes

é

fijpue
a4nn

aues
a4nind =y

S e

é
$
z
AL
@
£
T
ZA Ol 2
s

T

F,/"’%. N
¢
A
3.4-1.
L]
Fer

—_
L
[
B
€

Ha

H
¢
E! R E
e SHIDNVHOXS IVEH ONV SE3108
191 WIISLS UTDINIAS HO NOLIYSIYI
3 + N SOI33S0M NO HELYM F1BV.IDd
’ ssfrabus N SN O NOUDRIOUE HOH SHEDIVIY
~ 2] ¥ WANDVA B0 SYALNIATHd MOEDIOYE
L H Hion
bt
~ r P 1-1
v ’ \ 4 S oy, ONIGNYTIHL HEAD HOOQIHL
o v . e Ao Lo T SR SO
Somin aioe SEL 38 AON TV I3
g i ey T THL NO HOO'14 50 BNANYY SHL "CIOHST)
T e TH4, 40 dOL I NVHL USMTN 201 | Nvm
= BN 2R ONTIVHS HOOG SS3D3 O
V SHOOT G3HSING 8O EBN!GNV"I
TUoN
SaviL WIS
T30 HO SHBN VL
FAVH LS SNIVEE HOOTS
SN

ALTING Ty SIFSS T2l F2AOH43T BN UL IOV SHL HDTOMNL S0sas o
HNYIY /AT 13 FL INORY JUV VI
SENMO FHNOH # 280770 HILIM STHLXI M0 TTOH NVW S 53MYEN THL 40

YR
LEEN OL ANANOD SET2LL Eﬁ%ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁhﬁ%}mumﬁmv
HION
CNOLLHAO 2L %83%2%1
2O LOFLIHO2N LOVIINOD )
N LN AN “BAIM 2715 38 OL UINNSSY STIVM OIUS 9K 2
TS _LSIOT 20074 FLWN2HZ LY TOM /4 £ 33 OL CBNNSSY STVAM TNUS ¥ X2
5"‘%5;%{? 2‘06;’;901 OO G Sh 14 D00 NG BNOISR i
NIFF ZAH SIS 005 8 SONGS F oY STHA TVLS

INOLLNALIY UON




NY1d HOO1d 13A3 1 NIVIN

270 nllispaE

€ ped

[ E DJ[

9.1 SNlisKaE

Builict

J
ZAGL- g ZAE-
Povo| FovoET
| i—

il | dooMaaYR | ONNIG
AV COOMCTRIVH SOON
v AOOoMaRVH | U 3AYET

ansason | cooMmvr | xaus
¥ COOMRVH | NSHOI

gaLIWA | 130 Lo
QWA Eane Lo
SNES | NmOO A |TRverooa

ANIoFAT WOOA TN

e
NI

e
I
>

AHOEH 2Vl O

RELCEN

@

ea

AE -G

R

T | =]
=
; Ty
57 oNLeT ? o §
E—ary-v—4 i3
Z pag § 3
PP = » L85 o
;’:’:w-; o = [ o TAG L &.
- T
exE] ]
2 T
e L
ervms SHISNVHOXE LVIH ONV SUSJ0H
hoas] WALSAS U DINIJS B0 NOILVOII!
'saig HEIVM 3TEVIO0L
B3y =0 NOULDAI0N BOJ SHDIVEH
e FNOVA BO SULNEATH MO L3OV
BBER G Xk FaL-a SIoR
;IE‘DI;.‘ A/E -8 U -E EAF T P i = 2-£03 LAY w2 FEr ] B Ar 4 P22 S
(v EAUL [z ZAL-L ey HOOH O
W NIV 3HA HIAD DNIMS 10N S200H00T IHL
BRI IOk TIOHSAYHL TH 50 dOL IHL MO8
A2 £ NYHLIHOW 38 LON TIVHS 3015 SO
TR 30 DNIGNY I FHL |
sesaman) 3L 40 JOL IHL AVHL LEMOT 2L L NVHL
covae 340N 38 LON TIVHS HOOG SSIUEE GIHINDAY
SEREY ZHL 1¥ SHOG OEHSING HO SONIGNYY
raawm =N
omweat
—— SNOUHO
HIVIAY ONIIED QIEALHOVAIHUOILTIVA
LELE LTINg v SIS L F2OHTT ssrosoL
ANVANGD v
s 2INMO TNCOH ¥ H2TTN0F HLIM WIS HUM 1T O UINWOINOH
M LTETN OL ANYINOD STl :
smvazevn o
b B ONN,8-9 @ {HIIZH
aaiamm e a-LON UVIH SMOONM TEAI T NIVIY
wASH o) e,
ettieid) . =oN
SNOLLACO 24THLO
e L2 LIVUIN TOM.2H S IHOL GINNSTY STIVM OIS 9X 2
WOOITIH LOVANI Lo -
M 244 £ 3601 GINNESY STIVM O $XZ
FHe LSION OO T4 ILYNELLTY b
p “0FLON SSIMMIHLO SSTIND DML
SNOISNIWICT 2201 OL HONOH GLLFUV SNVId HODH NO SNOISNaHIG
2T DNIS LY TOTND - ONTENIDNS S8 STV HITIML GNY 01
hEgg mVH %/ﬂg D021 B SOMLS HUM GWHI STIVA TVLE
NONELIY ZLON




1

SINOILLVYAT T INOYHH

®

2
{1

Uik

g
MOV}

ﬂaiﬂﬂ!ﬂ.ﬂﬂe

Ht -1 -
e |5
0. &

r

!

i

:

'

:

.

:

!

:

:

!

)

.

:

:

S

LJ

i
o
by

I

e

B e e e e T ]

e e
e S e S e e e e e e e
e A ——
B A
e e e

S

e 4
L S
PR VO [ o
o e
v
P A

2Ry

—— AT

NV
ONIOYYSD QNY TS TAVHNOOY
HO- GALSNOD 38 1T
HIINOND ING 'AINO L4FONOD
‘v IAVHD GNY SNOLVAS S
HION

=

BOH J0 LNOdd
NO SLNGA TYDINYHOIN O
FIoN

SHALSAS
Sdl3 7 OJNLS T HOL
GIWNOIY IHY SNOLLIIASNE
aIoN

ONM -4 & AHDIIH QVIH
SMOANIN TN T HledN)
HIoR

ONR 3-8 @ LHOIEH
QVEH SMOONIM TBATT NIV
“RION

LTINS Faiet SFSSTL F2AOSTT
2AGINME FNCH ¥ 28T TN HLIM
LTI OL ANVANOD SoTlL
TLON




NOILVAT T3 1HOd NOILVAT 13 14971

souaog [ e e S m s -t
t -l

Obid [ J

== H ;

S = Dt Al EEE T
= =
ettt o

3 i
h ;
a a
M <
3
plommomomm o YT T S iR ! RS ST T T B AT e
s R
! | e Rk TR
L TR
; : o e e
i
TR 3 a
1 1A L M
T ] 3 §
|
“:‘w""“".'.*—“» 14
! I SN R R e
L e = R
e, " S &
oraras
= 1 a
5 i
T P B SR T
N
DNIOVLD ONY S48 SivEN0oY
HOJ QALINSNOD 28 LS
HFINONT TAID ‘AINO LIZONO!
GVED ONV SNOUVAS B
EiON
SHESAS
$:413% ODONLS TV HOS
CEUINDTE BV SHOLOZSI
ey
ON B2 D LHEER Qvar
SHMOANIN TEINT 53ddn
Hlon
ONN 8+8 @ LHORH
QVEH SANOONIN AT NVt
HioN

LT F2iv GIGETRAL THOSFIH
2ENME TWNOH » 2RI HLIM
LFIN CL ANTANOD SHATAL
HLON




BOUNTIFUL CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Bountiful City Planning
Commission, as requested by State Law, gives notice of the regular scheduled
meetings held in the Conference Room at City Hall, 790 South 100 East,
Bountiful, Utah, at 6:30 p.m. and on the dates given below. The public is
invited. Persons who are disabled as defined by the Americans with
Disabilities Act may request an accommodation by contacting the Bountiful
Planning Office at 298-6190. Notification at least 24 hours prior to the
meeting would be appreciated.

2018 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETINGS

DATE DATE
January 2 July 3
January 16 July 17
February 6 August 7
February 20 August 21
March 6 September 4
March 20 September 18
April 3 October 2
April 17 October 16
May 1 November 6
May 15 November 20
June 5 December 4
June 19 December 18

January 15, 2019




