EAST MILL CREEK COMMUNITY COUNCIL

Minutes of meeting held Thursday, April 3, 2008
Meeting called to order at 7:02 pm

Present: Nancy Carlson-Gotts, Nate Laver, Kathy Swift, Anna Clare Shepherd,  Leslie Riddle, Judd Jones, Sally Kaiser, Mike Lookinland, Blake Keithley, Stewart Woodruff, and Kurt Zimmerman

Meeting was called to order by Leslie Riddle

Pledge of Allegiance was given by Blake Keithley
Financial Report, no statements available yet.
Nate Laver makes motion to approve minutes for February and March 2008 as amended.  Passes unanimously.

Deputy Lutz North of the Sheriff’s Dept.:

Four stolen vehicles this month.  This will slow down as the weather gets warmer.  A deputy stopped and detained individuals who were in the progress of graffiti.  They had tagged ten areas and are individuals who live in this area.  To see the police reports for our area go to, www.millcreektownship.org, go to issues and see detective reports.
Rita Lund:

-See handout to be mailed to citizens about the website.  They will need $1,029.88 to print and mail these and mailer goes out to the printer on the 16th.

-Venture Outdoors Festival June 16th at Canyon Rim Park.  Last year there were 5000-7000 people.  A booth costs $65 for a profit and $35 for a non-profit and May 1st is the deadline.

-Millcreek movie nights.  There will be a postcard mailing.  Go to www.swank.com, parks and recreation and prioritize movies.

-Emergency Preparedness Program at Mt. Olympus. They have offered that a representative from our council attend to see how they do it.

-Request is made for money for the website preparation, they need $456 and $52 yearly for the interactive part.  Sally Kaiser makes motion to pay the extra $52 yearly fee.  Passes unanimously.
-Handout (payday loan places) from Westside Community Councils.  This council has already had a motion about this issue.

-Capital improvement requests are needed now.
Bev Uipi:

-Deferrring her time to citizens or citizen questions.  She did offer a handout of the East Mill Creek master plan.
Residential Infill Draft;


-Mill Creek County Planning Commission will address this in April.  Third Thursday, April 17th 9am at County Council Chambers.

Citizen Comments:

Please find the summarized remarks on a separate document; this is a listing of who spoke.

Brad Neff, Ken Higley, Keersten Jensen, Susan Astle, Michael H. Christensen, Bradley Waterman, Steve Hawes, Itha Rampton, Scott Turville, Chris Thearer, Scott Smith, D.J. Miller, Al Haines, Curtis Dowdle, and Bob Neff
The meeting gets short on time and Nancy Carlson-Gotts makes motion to call a special meeting to continue this issue, Judd Jones 2nds the motion and all in favor that the meeting be before the end of April 2008.

Cont. Citizen Comments:

Ryan Kirkham, Steve Luczak, A. Brett Bullock, Adam Kirkham, Jay Griffith, Mario Nunez, Scott Stein, Geralyn Perkins, Connie Allred, David Perkins (at this point the chairperson requested that a married couple please keep their comments to one and I noticed but did not say anything that David and Geralyn Perkins are a married couple and their comments were not kept as one – to be fair they must be seen as that), Warren Kirk, John and Kristin Grabett, John Peterson, Rich Matheson, Rob and Julie Bagley, and Michael Allred (are Michael and Connie Allred a married couple as well?)

Citizen Comments
Bev Uipi:


-Planning Commission phase now.  Mt. Olympus wants more consideration with height and setbacks, Millcreek does not feel as if it pertains to them, and awaiting are East Mill Creek and Canyon Rim. 


-August 7th, Peter Corroon, May 15th open door with Mayor, and June 3rd, the Mayor will attend the Millcreek meeting.

Kathy Swift:

-Movie nights will be July 18th, August 8th,  and August 29th.  There will be pie throwing  to elected officials and dunking of officers.  Picnic at 6:30pm and a “Big Band Performance”.


-For the VOF and the 5K race and 1 Mile walk, the money goes to support Heiffer International.  Kathy Swift makes motion that we give $1000 to VOF for sponsorhip of the race and the sponsor is Fill the Ark.  Anna-Clare seconds the motion.  Discussion from Kurt Zimmerman was concern that we had “issues” with this last year and may not be allowed to offer this money.  Rita and Bev assured us that there was no problem with it.  Ayes:  Kathy, Nate, Sally, Mike, Anna Clare, and Nancy.  Nays:  Blake, Stewart, Judd, and Kurt.  Motion carries with a 6 to 4 vote.
Adjourn 9:00pm 

CITIZEN COMMENTS ON INFILL FROM APRIL 3, 2008

TO BE ATTACHED TO EMCCC MINUTES

This is a summary of the comments of citizens residing in East Mill Creek Council area; there are no qualifiers or judgments attached.

Each citizen was given two minutes to speak; these notes are extrapolated from those comments as a summary (apologies for any misspelled names and/or incorrect addresses).

1)  Brad Neff 

     a.  problems with height restrictions (2 story homes are not possible in 24 feet)

     b.  Township future:  delayed proposal indefinitely until we know about HB40 

     c.. New homes increase value and aesthetics of neighborhood, look nicer look better,

2) Ken Higley
a. area has been improved, higher/smaller houses because there is not restrictions

b. everything improves 

c. need to find balance

3)  Keersten Jensen
      a) Stagnancy doesn’t increase value

      b)  Current zoning laws are reasonable; most of big houses built with variances


Stick with current zoning (make harder to get variances)


Putting off remodeling until issues settled

4) Sue Astle 

a. Opinions from Feb 26 not heard or reflected in standard changes  (regarding too strict height and side yards)

b. County is telling citizens vs. citizens telling County what we want to happen

c. Enforce current zoning 

d. Have more professions come together:  Builders, architects, realtors, apprasors – coming together to formulate a plan

e)  Wrong to use ‘monster homes’

5) Mike Christensen
a. proposed zoning changes unwise, unneeded and emotionally based, not factually based  if passed, would result in negative consequences

b. concerned about negative impact 

c. standards (down zoning) will decrease land values in our neighborhood; improvement should be at highest and best or land value will decrease

d. other issues should be considered, see written comments

6)  Bradley Waterman 

      a.   we’re applying the same zoning to 4 very different areas; should we have one blanket rule (e.g., side yards)

      b.   Are current zoning laws effective as they are?  ½ acre lot where an existing home would be in violation under proposed standards

c.   thinks proposal over reaching

7)  Steve Haws 

     a.  character of neighborhood – love charm of a lot of the homes and historic homes;

          those historical home would  not be able to be build under proposed regulations

     b.  current regularations are fair

     c. character would be lost and existing homes would not be able to be built

     d. concerned if we are trying to resolve “ugly’

8) Itha Rampton
a.  Long time resident; a love for the area and neighborhood and feeling that is here;

b.  anxiety/sadness  over changes in with building verylarge homes on small lots 

c.  supports the study establishment of inf-ill ordinances; protects interest of community

d.  feels she is a member of the silent majority; is warn down by the process and has attended meetings (hasn’t always been able to speak

e.  there needs to be a balance (size, height and footprint) in relation to lot and neighborhood

9) Scott Turville
a. 10 years ago Community Council visited to discuss zoning rewrite  – concerned about small homes and high density.  Ironic now they want to restrict large homes.

b. shouldn’t try to rewrite ordinance every ten years (because tastes change)

c. County has great ordinances; way more successes than abuses

d. Research “Restrictive covenants” could handle this within each neighborhood

e.  mechanisms already in place to handle infill

10)  Chris Theurer
a. long time resident, has designed & built homes

b.  the homes he built  would not be possible under proposed standards (gave example of  30 feet deep  w/ 6/12 would be 29 feet 8 in) 

c.  Build homes for the masses (basic); builds 2 story

d.  Side yards of greater than 10 feet  not seen in other cities

11)  Scott Smith
        
a.  Provided models/mockup of examples of 1 and 2 story homes    


b.  only so much you can do in these standards 

12)  DJ Miller 


a.  ordinances not enforced, people pushing limits (one story look like two story)


b.  long time resident; lost view of Mt. Olympus


c.  citizens/relatives called County to discuss, said building within code 


d.  feel strongly about needing an ordinance because of impact to neighborhood

13)  Al Hanes
a.  Rebuilt 1931 year old home recently; wants to put second floor, if under 24’ high, wouldn’t be much living space available there 

b.  doesn’t understand the proposal; where to find out what it means; wants to know what it means to him in his remodel  

14)  Curtis Dowdle

Represent Home Builders Assoc and lives in East Mill Creek

a.  Tom Schafer says it will work, but builders say it will not work (sited builders)

b.  New housing stops; we start closing schools, no kids, lose demographic of past

d.  Same rule should apply today as applied 30 years ago – should be the same; like changing the rules of the game at half-time

15)  Bob Neff 

a.  Discussion of floor joist; left us drawing 

b.  9 homes on Oakwood build in 1800’s –  could not be build with this proposal

c.  7 children moved back into area, they could not have build their homes w

d.  Walkout basement – can’t put a new roof on

16)  Ryan Kirkam
a) Lived here all his life; great area to live in

b) Against the proposal (so far15 against it, 2 for)

c) Doesn’t understand where the push for change

d) Restricts (in real estate) would be extremely harmful

e) Moved in 8 yrs ago – neighborhood only had 2 children, now there are 2 dozen; those people say they will just move to Holladay if restrictions 

f) Encroachment on private property rights – bought land to do what they want

16) Steve Luzak
a.  Very few young families – in 6-7 year, more young families

b.  Want to improve older homes and sites

c.  Holladay (long narrow lots restrictions hurt)

d.  Area went from R-8 to R-10 (52 ft wide, 240 ft deep); With new setbacks, 16 foot wide house; unattractive homes would be built

a) Builders look for loopholes to adjust; for height – building flat (er) roofs

17) Brent Bullock
a.  Both sides are wrong to some degree/both sides right to some degree

b.  Existing ordinance is problematic, difficult to follow

c.  Property size may be problem for house size

d.  Zoning not necessarily bad; bad zoning is bad

e.  This proposal:  Good intent – bad zoning; needs to be tweaked; so rights of both entities are preserved

f.  Professionals could help because they would not favor sides

18) Adam Kirkham 

a.  29 years in area

b.  Bottom line could have negative on our community

c.  Not propose something that could have negative affect on land values

19) Jay Griffith 

a.  Former Chair of Council; current zoning doesn’t adequately protect reasonable expectations of existing property owners

b.  CC voted unanimously to have the County revise the current ordinance

c.  Speaking for BuildWise: at stakeholders, architect, builder, historian reps

d.  Challenges others to show:  Family flight - isn’t seeing it: Hurt property values,  infringement on property rights, increases in rental property --isn’t supported by evidence or communities who have more restricted ordinances

e.  Show me how they ‘can’t build anything’

f.  County wants and needs revenue, ordinance in the works for over a year, urge to go slowly

20) Mario Nunez 

a.  why back to ground zero after discussing for several years

b.  losing character of East Mill Creek

21) Scott Stein
a.  has different perspective

b.  already tore down 60 yr. old home and built new home; loves Mill East Creek, would have left if couldn’t have done their home

c.  If can’t remove or build the way they want, people may go elsewhere

d.  for this cost (of property) and restrictions, go elsewhere

22) Geralyn Perkins 

a.  want to see area improve, want to stay until death

b.  bought at premium price thinking we could improve under current zoning

c.  why do we need to change zoning rules?

d.  don’t’ see this area the same as Avenues-Yale/Harvard area, not historically 

   David Perkins (spouse)
a.  values going up because people want to live here

b.  enforcing rules on the books – shouldn’t change, will take away value, factual

23) Connie Allred
a.  want family to come back to Millcreek

b. friend saw ‘old crummy houses’ that need to be fixed/to be loved and didn’t like area

c.  need to be able to fix old homes

d.  against it

24) Warren Kirk
a.  What is East Mill Creek?  1950 postwar homes? It’s the people

b.  Listen to the qualified builders, experts (not to the few that have spoiled it)

c.  Only a few homes have historic value

d.  If families move, schools will close

25) John Garbett
a.  Dealing with public policy tonight, not builders and realtors

b.  Making decision on what’s best for area

c.  Echos Jay Griffith

d.  Look at facts, zoning issues, zoning laws on books are not sufficient to protect; needs to be fixed

26) John Peterson
a.  bought at peak of boom, would not pay same for house w/o current rules

b.  took highest and best use in buying decision

c.  has a dream:  plans draw that can no longer be built within the new regulations

d.  knee jerk reaction to last year (described market conditions), don’t tweak, keep the way it is

27) Rich Matheson
a.  may not be able to add on to current home

b.  1200 sq f on 1/3 acre (narrow, deep), open and green space

c.  Victim of ill-planned misfits, doesn’t view large homes as monsters, may be lot narrow issue

d.  Be careful before adding on more regulations

       28)  Rob & Julie Bagley
a.  what we do impacts our neighbors; not sure that ‘property rights’ is an argument

b.  privacy fence – the 1st floor door starts there (at top of fence level), 8 ft away

c.  needs something that protects

d.  sought (and received) variance for falcons in yard 

        29 )  Michael Allred

     a.  lives and builds in the area


     b.  zoning not what we want in a home (boxes all over)


     c.  PUD’s caused huge problems


     d.  stick to 10 ft side yards


     e.  want a home they can raise their family in, not have kids grow up in closet


     f.  what could be built would be boxes –won’t be what area/we want

