‘f’ (U SMITHFIELD CITY CORPORATION

96 South Main
Smithfield, UT 84335

AGENDA

Public Notice is given that the Smithfield Planning Commission will meet in a regularly
scheduled meeting at 96 South Main, Smithfield, Utah, on Wednesday, April 16, 2025.
The meeting will begin at 6:30 PM.

Welcome/pledge of allegiance and thought/prayer by Chris Olsen.
1. Approval of Planning Commission Meeting Minutes from March 19, 2025.
2. Resident Input

3. Introduction and Public Hearing for the purpose of discussing Ordinance 2025-
07, an Ordinance amending the Smithfield City Municipal Code Title 17 “Zoning
Regulations”, Chapter 17.12 “Supplementary And Qualifying Regulations”, adding
Section 17.12.235 “Keeping Pigs”, amending Chapter 17.04 “General
Provisions”, Section 17.04.070 “Definitions”, Chapter 17.14 “Animal Rights
Regulations For R-1 Zones”, Sections 17.14.030 “Number Of Animals Permitted”,
17.14.080 “Prohibited Animals”, and Chapter 17.48 “Agricultural Zone”, Section
17.48.050 “Farm Animals”.

4. Discussion and possible vote on Ordinance 2025-07.

5. Introduction and Public Hearing for the purpose of discussing Ordinance 2025-
12, an Ordinance amending the Smithfield City Construction & Design Standards,
Part | “Design Standards”, Chapter 5.0 “Culinary Water System Design”, Section
5.1 “General”.

6. Discussion and possible vote on Ordinance 2025-12.

7. Introduction and Public Hearing for the purpose of discussing Ordinance 2025-
11, an Ordinance amending the Smithfield City Municipal Code Title 17 “Zoning
Regulations”, Chapter 17.92 “Accessory Dwelling Unit”, Section 17.92.020
“Conditions”, and Title 16 “Subdivision Regulations”, Chapter 16.04 “General
Provisions”, Section 16.04.050 “General Responsibilities”.

8. Discussion and possible vote on Ordinance 2025-11.

Adjournment

***|ltems on the agenda may be considered earlier than shown on the agenda.***

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodation for
this meeting should contact the City Recorder at (435) 792-7997, at least three (3) days before the date of
the meeting.
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SHFl SMITHFIELD CITY
5",6"- PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
March 19, 2025

The Planning Commission of Smithfield City met in the City Council Chambers at
96 South Main, Smithfield, Utah, at 6:30 p.m. on Wednesday, March 19, 2025

Members Present: Jamie Anderson, Bob Holbrook, Klydie Heywood, Jim Marshall,
Chris Olsen, Sarah Price, Brad Thatcher

Members Excused: Lazaro Soto

Alternate Members Present: Lane Henderson

City Staff: Brian Boudrero, McKenzie Nelson

Others in Attendance: Jeff Barnes, Caralee Stokes

6:30 p.m. Meeting called to order by Chairman Anderson

Welcome to the new Planning Commission members Brad Thatcher, Klydi Heywood,

and Lane Henderson.

Consideration of consent agenda and approval of meeting minutes

After consideration by the Commission, Chairman Anderson declared the minutes from

the February 19, 2025, meeting to stand as submitted, with a minor correction by
Commissioner Olsen, who asked that Debbie Zilles’ name be added to his comment
regarding the minutes.

RESIDENT INPUT

No comments.

AGENDA ITEMS

Introduction and Public Hearing for the purpose of discussing Ordinance 2025-
06, an Ordinance providing for the imposition of owner occupancy covenantsas
part of the rezoning process by adding in its entirety in Title 17 “Zoning
Regulations”, Chapter 17.130 “Restrictions For Owner Occupancy”, Sections
17.130.010 “Purpose”, 17.130.020 “Definitions”, 17.130.030 “Authority To Require
Owner Occupancy Covenants”, 17.130.040 “Owner Occupancy Covenants”, and
17.130.050 “Penalties”.

6:35 p.m. Public Hearing Opened

There were not any comments or questions.

Planning Commission Minutes — March 19, 2025 1| Page

Page 2 of 17



6:36 p.m. Public Hearing Closed

Discussion and possible vote on Ordinance 2025-06

Commissioner Marshall pointed out that this Ordinance would create specific provisions in
the code. He wants to step back for a minute and discuss the problem that is trying to be
solved by this proposal. He emailed a PowerPoint presentation before the meeting and
recapped the information. He thinks the problem is when developers build entry-level
housing, investors outbid families for that housing stock and then they can be rented out,
which pollutes the home ownership in the city and causes rental prices to increase. There
seems to be a cascade of challenges that follow when there are a lot of rentals. During his
time on the Planning Commission he has heard that the City has too many rental
properties and/or not enough rentals. He has been thinking about how much home
ownership there should be and if there is a good rule of thumb. His research found that a
suburb with a homeownership rate of 70% or greater is good. In urban settings, 40-60% of
housing stock rentals tend to work better because they cater to a different demographic. If
homeownership is too low, neighborhoods tend to be less stable. If homeownership is too
high and there are not enough rental properties, it could preclude a whole demographic.
There tends to be a “sweet spot” for homeownership. The nationwide average is 67%; in
Utah, it is 70%; in Logan, it is 65% (lowest in the state); and in Smithfield is 80%. This data
shows that the city is not saturated with rental units. The city could probably tolerate more
rental units and not be overloaded. The question is whether the homeownership rate is
that critical to Smithfield. He said another way to look at the problem is by age
demographics. A healthy community maintains an intergenerational mix. He found that
Smithfield is “more Utah than Utah” during his research. The city has a high concentration
of young families (5-10 points higher than the national average and 5 points higher than
the Utah average). Smithfield has done a good job of attracting young families to invest in
the community. This will build a strong demographic moving forward. There is concern that
families are being priced out of entry-level housing stock. He thinks this ordinance might
be partly trying to solve that problem; however, he has questions about when, where, and
how to apply it consistently. He would like to discuss this topic more broadly and look at
other ways to address the affordability problem.

Commissioner Olsen said there are statistics on how many rentals are available, and
there might be some that are being rented that are not included in the numbers.
Compared to other cities of the same size, Smithfield seemed to have a high percentage
of rentals. Commissioner Marshall said he pulled his information from census data.
Commissioner Olsen noted that if the statistics are inaccurate, it is harder to make
decisions based on perception.

Commissioner Price wonders if the trend of younger people renting is based on the fact
that they cannot afford to buy or if they prefer renting and the amenities that come with
that. Most people in Utah seem to want to purchase homes; however, some want less
responsibility. Commissioner Heywood said this is an excellent point because significant
city trends leak out to smaller communities. She thinks it is vital to get ahead of this. Kem
C. Gardner Policy Institute stated that “investors represent less than 3% of our current
single-family rental stock”. This is not an issue yet, but this Ordinance seems great to set
as a guardrail moving forward. If it is adopted, she hopes each request will be looked at
on a case-by-case basis. Statistically speaking Smithfield is short on rentals. Future
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generations may have different desires, and this is something that should be considered
in moderation.

Commissioner Holbrook cautioned telling people what they can and cannot do with their
property, and he is afraid this might be heading down that road. He also questioned
whether the city would require this or whether it would be an option for developers. If the
City Council begins to require this, he will have concerns.

Chairman Anderson pointed out that in the proposed Section 17.13.030, “...the City
Council may require the owner of the property to record Owner Occupancy Covenants
that meet the requirement of this Chapter on title to the property.” This creates a situation
where one person may be allowed one thing, and another may be held to a different
standard. If it will be enforceable, it should use the word “shall.”

Commissioner Heywood asked for a better understanding of why recording it on the title
would be a negative issue. Commissioner Olsen said the City Council would have to
make the decision at the time of the rezone request and it might not make it feasible in all
situations. There needs to be trust in the City Council that they see a need for this;
providing them with this ability is valuable. He said that by the way some developments
are being set up; you can tell that they will be purchased by an investor and rented out,
which seems to be the recent trend. Mr. Boudrero asked about Commissioner Olsen for
the reference of the trend he referred to. Commissioner Olsen said he has spoken to
some of the people doing the recent developments but he does not a documented
reference. It would be a good idea to start gathering and documenting the information.

Commissioner Holbrook suggested basing this on percentages so it is not a hard and fast
rule in all situations.

Chairman Anderson said this applies to dwelling units which include apartments. He does
not see how apartments would not be used as rentals. If this is adopted, it may preclude
building in Smithfield based on the restrictions about who someone can sell to.
Commissioner Thatcher also said that is his concern and how it would apply to multi-
family developments.

Mr. Boudrero noted that there is nothing similar to this ordinance in Cache Valley. The
proposal states that the City Council could deny a rezone if the owner did not want to
include this.

Chairman Anderson used the example that if his home was in a deed-restricted area and
he had to sell it, if the top offer came from an investor intending to purchase and rent it
out, he would have to accept a lesser offer from an individual who would own/occupy the
home due to this restriction. It does not make sense. He was also concerned about how
this would stand up to a legal challenge (e.g., a minority or woman-owned business that
claims discrimination) and who would pay for the legal costs for the city to defend the
Ordinance. He does not think the government should mandate who can and cannot buy
homes.

Commissioner Heywood asked if things could be changed to help this type of Ordinance.
Chairman Anderson said there are too many loopholes, and it is wrong to mandate who a
property should be sold to.
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Commissioner Holbrook thinks this is too close to the edge of telling a property owner
what they can and cannot do with their property. It seems like government over-reach.
Chairman Anderson asked how it would be enforced. Mr. Boudrero said verbiage would
need to be added that an HOA (Homeowner’s Association) would be entirely responsible
for tracking the information. The City can enforce/fine the offender, but insufficient staffing
exists to manage that end. Commissioner Price noted that it may increase HOA fees. Mr.
Boudrero said Park City, Salt Lake City, and Heber are some areas with similar
ordinances.

Commissioner Marshall understands the pros of this type of proposal; however, he has
many of the same concerns that Chairman Anderson voiced. He does not know how it
could be administered consistently without being capricious. Restricting selling conditions
could hurt the real estate market. The only time he could imagine applying something like
this would be a government-subsidized housing development, where one of the stated
purposes of the subsidy was to encourage homeownership. Chairman Anderson said this
has been done with the Neighborhood Non-Profit Housing developments. Commissioner
Marshall asked if there were any provisions on homeownership. Mr. Boudrero does not
know the specific details of the program, but because homeowners use sweat equity to
build their homes, he believes that they would initially be owner-occupied.

Mr. Boudrero said a condition cannot be set if it is not in the municipal code.
Commissioner Holbrook said conditions should not be set arbitrarily either. This could
create some problems and leave the city open to possible liability.

Commissioner Marshall said the General Plan is progressing at a measured pace. He
would like to get the Commission into conversations about the context of the General
Plan and broader policy options to help address this important problem.

Mr. Boudrero pointed out that affordable housing is a very real concern. The State of Utah
mandates cities to have a Moderate-Income Housing Plan outlining strategies to help
solve this issue. Commissioner Marshall has been following the state’s actions and
believes many things do not fit Smithfield. He disagrees with many of their assertions of
facts as ways of supporting the policies they are promoting. He would like to have these
discussions, examining the assertions and objectives and assessing how well they apply
in Smithfield. He has been trying to determine how their requirements will contribute to a
solution. Mr. Boudrero said the only way that will change is by having conversations with
legislators. Chairman Anderson asked if a political representative could be invited to a
future meeting to have a discussion.

Chairman Anderson noted that the City has to file the Moderate-Income Housing Plan
listing strategies, objectives, actions, and timelines each year. In that plan, the city
develops provisions that they believe will help with affordable housing. Mr. Boudrero
confirmed that this is a long and arduous process. The alternatives chosen to be included
in the plan must be approved and accepted by the state. This Ordinance, if approved,
might be eligible to be one of the objectives. Chairman Anderson encouraged all
members to review and become familiar with the document.
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MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Price to recommend denial to the City
Council for Ordinance 2025-06, an Ordinance providing for the imposition of
owner occupancy covenantsas part of the rezoning process by adding in its
entirety in Title 17 “Zoning Regulations”, Chapter 17.130 “Restrictions For
Owner Occupancy”, Sections 17.130.010 “Purpose”, 17.130.020 “Definitions”,
17.130.030 “Authority To Require Owner Occupancy Covenants”, 17.130.040
“Owner Occupancy Covenants”, and 17.130.050 “Penalties”. Commissioner
Holbrook seconded the motion. Motion for denial approved (5-2).

Vote:

Yes to Deny: Anderson, Heywood, Holbrook, Price, Thatcher
No to Deny: Olsen, Marshall

Absent: Soto

Commissioner Marshall would like to have some discussions with the City Council to find
out their thoughts. There needs to be a typical frame of reference for working together. He
thought the General Plan process would invite that type of venue but does not know if that
would be practical or feasible.

Mr. Boudrero provided an update on the General Plan. A draft version is almost ready to
go to the General Plan Steering Committee. They are working on some mapping
systems. Once the Steering Committee reviews the plan, it will work through the
commission and council process for review and approval.

Commissioner Olsen asked if it might be possible to have a combined meeting with the
City Council to discuss important topics. Commissioner Marshall said there was a
combined workshop with the Council when he was on the commission 20 years ago. It
might be good to have all members come together to discuss ideas and be willing to work
together for the benefit of the City. Commissioner Olsen said that part of being appointed
to the commission is supporting the city council, so learning and understanding their
objectives is essential.

Commissioner Marshall said three specific topics would be germane to a workshop with
the Council that include: approach to housing issues, the proposed inland port in Hyde
Park and how that might affect Smithfield especially in regard to transportation planning,
and high-density housing going in on the south edge of town east of Lee’s Marketplace
and how that will be integrated into the community to ensure it does not become blighted
as the housing stock ages. His experience has been that sometimes applications catch
the city off guard unless the issue has been planned for and addressed in the General
Plan. The ideas of the General Plan are then included in ordinances.

MEETING ADJOURNED at 7:23 p.m.

Jamie Anderson, Chairman
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Jamie Anderson, Chairman

SHF/.
‘f (o SMITHFIELD CITY
. . CORPORATION
W 96 South Main
Smithfield, UT 84335
AGENDA

Public notice is given that the Smithfield Planning Commission will meet in a regularly
scheduled meeting at 96 South Main, Smithfield, Utah on Wednesday, March 19, 2025
The meeting will begin at 6:30 p.m.

Welcome/Pledge of Allegiance and/or thought/prayer
1. Approval of Planning Commission Meeting Minutes from February 19, 2024.

2. Resident Input

3. Introduction and Public Hearing for the purpose of discussing Ordinance 2025-06,
an Ordinance providing for the imposition of owner occupancy covenants as part of
the rezoning process by adding in its entirety in Title 17 “Zoning Regulations”,
Chapter 17.130.010 “Purpose”, 17.130.020 “Definitions”, 17.13.030 “Authority to
Require Owner Occupancy Covenants”, 17.130.040 “Owner Occupancy Covenants”,
and 17.130.050 “Penalties”.

4. Discussion and possible vote on Ordinance 2025-06.

Adjournment
***|tems on the agenda may be considered earlier than shown on the agenda***
In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing unique

accommodation for this meeting should contact the City Recorder at (435) 792-7997 at least
three (3) days before the date of the meeting.
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1.

Ordinance 2025-07

ORDINANCE NO. 2025-07

WHEREAS, the City Council of Smithfield City, Cache County, Utah, passed and
adopted the Smithfield Municipal Code on November 11, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined there is a need to update, repeal, amend
and/or modify certain provisions contained in the referenced Municipal Code;

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of Smithfield City, Utah hereby adopts, passes
and publishes the following:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SMITHFIELD CITY MUNICIPAL CODE
TITLE 17 “ZONING REGULATIONS”, CHAPTER 17.12 “SUPPLEMENTARY
AND QUALIFYING REGULATIONS”, ADDING SECTION 17.12.235 “KEEPING
PIGS”, AMENDING CHAPTER 17.04 “GENERAL PROVISIONS”, SECTION
17.04.070 “DEFINITIONS”, CHAPTER 17.14 “ANIMAL RIGHTS
REGULATIONS FOR R-1 ZONES”, SECTIONS 17.14.030 “NUMBER OF
ANIMALS PERMITTED?”, 17.14.080 “PROHIBITED ANIMALS”, AND
CHAPTER 17.48 “AGRICULTURAL ZONE”, SECTION 17.48.050 “FARM
ANIMALS”.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SMITHFIELD CITY, CACHE COUNTY,
UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

The following sections shall be amended as indicated. Those portions which are struek
ot shall be deleted and those that are highlighted in yellow shall be added.

| 17.12.235 KEEPING PIGS

A.

Subject to the requirements of an approved application and any other applicable provision of this
code, two (2) pigs, regardless of age, may be kept on any residential (R) zone 10,890 square feet
(1/4 acre) or larger. A third pig is allowed on lots 32,670 square feet or larger (3/4 acre). An
amount to not exceed four (4) pigs will be allowed on lots 43,560 square feet (1 acre) or larger.
Under no circumstance will more than four (4) pigs be allowed.

Pigs shall be confined within a secure or fenced outdoor area.

Pigs shall not be kept on a residential lot or parcel unless the person keeping a pig first obtains a
permit, issued by the city planning department. A pig permit must be renewed every three years
and can be rescinded at any time for non-compliance.

The permittee shall acknowledge the rules set forth in this section and shall, as a condition of
permit issuance, agree in writing to comply with such rules.

It shall be unlawful for any person to keep any pig in a residential zone in a manner contrary to
the provisions of this section.

17.04.070 DEFINITIONS |

FARM ANIMALS LIMITED: The keeping of not more than two (2) horses, two (2) cows, two (2)
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Ordinance 2025-07

Ilamas, four (4) sheep, four (4) goats, twenty (20) rabbits, forty (40) chickens, forty (40) pheasants,
ten (10) turkeys, ten (10) ducks, ten (10) geese, three (3) ostriches, four (4) emus, and forty (40)

pigeons, and one (1) provided-the keeping-of pigs en-any-letisprohibited-and-that Not more than

three (3) of the above listed species of animals or fowl are permitted at any one time.

SWINE: Includes pigs, hogs and boars. and-are-net-permitted-trany-zene.

| 17.14.030 NUMBER OF ANIMALS PERMITTED

B. Classification: Each animal species shall be assigned one of the following classifications based
on their size, and their anticipated social and environmental impact:

Large size animal - cattle, horse, donkey, mule.
Medium size animal - sheep, goat, emu, llama.
Large fowls - turkey, geese.

4. Small animals, fowl - pigeons, pheasants, ducks, rabbits.

Animals not listed above, and which are not considered household pets or animals which are not
otherwise restricted, may be kept in accordance with this section in numbers consistent with their
approximate size. Chickens (Domestic Fowl) and pigs are not included in this Section. For Chickens
(Domestic Fowl) see SMC 17.12.030 "Keeping Chickens (Domestic Fowl)". For Pigs see SMC
17.12.235 “Keeping Pigs”.

wnN e

| 17.14.080 PROHIBITED ANIMALS

It is prohibited, whether on a temporary or a long-term basis, to keep the following either under the
provisions of this chapter or as household pets:

A. Alligators and crocodiles.

B. Bears (Ursidae). All bears including grizzly bears, brown bears, black bears, etc.

C. Cat family (Felidae). All except the commonly accepted domesticated cats, including cheetah,
cougar, leopard, lion, lynx, panther, mountain lion, tiger, wildcat, etc.

D. Dog family (Canidae). All except domesticated dogs, including wolf, fox, coyote, dingo, etc.

E. Ostrich (Struthionidae).

F. Peacock (Pavo crisatus).

G. Porcupine (Erethizontidae).

H. Primate (Hominidae). All subhuman primates.

I.  Raccoon (Prosynnidae). All raccoons including eastern raccoon, desert raccoon, ringtailed cat,
etc.

J. Skunks.

K. Venomous fish and piranha.

L. Venomous snakes, lizards or other venomous reptiles.

M. Weasels (Mustelidae). All including weasels, martens, wolverines, badgers, otters, ermine, mink,

mongoose, etc. Additionally, all furbearing animals in "fur farms" are also prohibited, except
ferrets which are allowed as a household pet.
N. Any otherwise prohibited wild animals such as big game animals which are restricted by state or
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Ordinance 2025-07

federal law.

17.48.050 FARM ANIMALS |

Those agricultural areas within six hundred feet (600" of a commercial, single- or multiple-family
residential, or manufacturing zone, and within three hundred feet (300") of a residential agricultural
zone shall be limited in the number of farm animals allowed to the following: not more than two (2)
cows, two (2) horses, two (2) llamas, four (4) sheep, four (4) goats, twenty (20) rabbits, forty (40)
chickens, forty (40) pheasants, ten (10) turkeys, ten (10) ducks, ten (10) geese, three (3) ostriches,
four (4) emus, and forty (40) pigeons per acre or portion thereof. Not more than three (3) of the
above listed species of animals or fowl are permitted at any one time. Swine-({includes-pigs--hogs-and

2. Should any section, clause, or provision of this Ordinance be declared by a court of competent

jurisdiction to be invalid, in whole or in part, the same shall not affect the validity of the
Ordinance as whole, or any other part thereof.

3. All ordinances, and the chapter, clauses, sections, or parts thereof in conflict with provisions of
this ordinance are hereby repealed, but only insofar as is specifically provided for herein.

4. This ordinance shall become effective after the required public hearings and upon its posting
as required by law.

THIS ORDINANCE shall be attached as an amendment to the Smithfield Municipal
Code above referred to.

Approved and signed this 14th day of May, 2025

SMITHFIELD CITY CORPORATION

Kristi Monson, Mayor

ATTEST:

Dana Lazcanotegui, City Recorder
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Y Smithfield City Staff Report
\ W ‘ Community Development Department

Administration * Engineering * Planning - Zoning

Ordinance 2025-07 Pigs April 16, 2025
This summary analysis of the proposed ordinance is based on previously adopted city codes and standard city development
practices. This report is to be used to review and consider the proposed changes to the Smithfield Municipal Code.

§17.12.235 Keeping Pigs

This ordinance would allow pigs within the city limits, subject to regulations and conditions of approval. The
number of allowed pigs would depend on the size of the parcel, with no more than four (4) pigs.

Pigs must be located in a fenced area, permitted by the city and renewed every three years. There are multiple
places within the city code that need to be altered if this ordinance is confirmed.

04/04/2025

Smithfield City Community Development
96 South Main Street, Smithfield, Utah 84335

Pagel

http://smithfieldutah.gov/comdev
Administration « Engineering - Planning - Zoning

Phone: (435) 563.6226
Email: info@smithfieldutah.gov
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Ordinance 2025-12

ORDINANCE NO. 2025-12

WHEREAS, the City Council of Smithfield City, Cache County, Utah, passed and
adopted the Smithfield Municipal Code on November 11, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined there is a need to update, repeal, amend
and/or modify certain provisions contained in the referenced Municipal Code;

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of Smithfield City, Utah hereby adopts, passes
and publishes the following:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SMITHFIELD CITY CONSTRUCTION &
DESIGN STANDARDS, PART | “DESIGN STANDARDS”, CHAPTER 5.0
“CULINARY WATER SYSTEM DESIGN”, SECTION 5.1 “GENERAL”.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SMITHFIELD CITY, CACHE COUNTY,
UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

1. The following sections shall be amended as indicated. Those portions which are struek
ot shall be deleted and those that are highlighted in yellow shall be added.

5.1 GENERAL

N. All subdivisions, including Intra-Blocks and Minor, that have a water main that fails the water
model or is included in the Capital Improvement Project Plan, (e.g. less than 8-inch) shall replace
the main waterline from the nearest connection to an adequate main waterline and continue the
new replacement main line to the end of said subdivision.

2. Should any section, clause, or provision of this Ordinance be declared by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, in whole or in part, the same shall not affect the validity of the
Ordinance as whole, or any other part thereof.

3. All ordinances, and the chapter, clauses, sections, or parts thereof in conflict with provisions of
this ordinance are hereby repealed, but only insofar as is specifically provided for herein.

4. This ordinance shall become effective after the required public hearings and upon its posting
as required by law.

THIS ORDINANCE shall be attached as an amendment to the Smithfield Municipal
Code above referred to.

Approved and signed this 14th day of May, 2025
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Ordinance 2025-12

SMITHFIELD CITY CORPORATION

Kristi Monson, Mayor

ATTEST:

Dana Lazcanotegui, City Recorder
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& Smithfield City Staff Report

(%) o
W Community Development Department

Administration * Engineering * Planning - Zoning

Ordinance 2025-12 Design Standards Water Line April 16, 2025

This summary analysis of the proposed ordinance is based on previously adopted city codes and standard city development
practices. This report is to be used to review and consider the proposed changes to the Smithfield Municipal Code.

DCS §5.1 General

An entire paragraph is being added to this section to delineate the need for a minimum of an eight (8) inch water
line, in the case of a failed water model (see below).

N. All subdivisions, including Intra-Blocks and Minor, that have a water main that fails the water model or is
included in the Capital Improvement Project Plan, (e.g. less than 8-inch) shall replace the main waterline from
the nearest connection to an adequate main waterline and continue the new replacement main line to the end
of said subdivision.

04/03/2025 Pagel
Smithfield City Community Development Phone: (435) 563.6226 http://smithfieldutah.gov/comdev
96 South Main Street, Smithfield, Utah 84335 Email: info@smithfieldutah.gov Administration « Engineering - Planning - Zoning
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Ordinance 2025-11

ORDINANCE NO. 2025-11

WHEREAS, the City Council of Smithfield City, Cache County, Utah, passed and
adopted the Smithfield Municipal Code on November 11, 2015; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined there is a need to update, repeal, amend
and/or modify certain provisions contained in the referenced Municipal Code;

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of Smithfield City, Utah hereby adopts, passes
and publishes the following:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SMITHFIELD CITY MUNICIPAL CODE
TITLE 17 “ZONING REGULATIONS”, CHAPTER 17.92 “ACCESSORY
DWELLING UNIT”, SECTION 17.92.020 “CONDITIONS” AND TITLE 16
“SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS”, CHAPTER 16.04 “GENERAL
PROVISIONS”, SECTION 16.04.050 “GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES”.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SMITHFIELD CITY, CACHE COUNTY,
UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

1. The following sections shall be amended as indicated. Those portions which are struek
ot shall be deleted and those that are highlighted in yellow shall be added.

17.92.020 CONDITIONS

A. A permit will be granted for a use to be known as an accessory dwelling unit, provided that the
following standards and criteria are met:

5. An accessory dwelling unit shall not exceed the lesser of fifty-percent(56%) seventy-five
(75) percent of the size of the original dwelling unit or fifteen hundred (1,500) livable square
feet.

| 16.04.050 GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES

K. A water model will be required on all new subdivision projects as part of the city subdivision
review process. Any site construction or utility installation required by the water model or capital
improvement project will need to be upsized to a minimum of eight (8) inch diameter and will
require a bond or letter of credit. See Smithfield City Construction and Design Standards 8Part 5
Bonds and Insurance.

2. Should any section, clause, or provision of this Ordinance be declared by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, in whole or in part, the same shall not affect the validity of the
Ordinance as whole, or any other part thereof.

3. All ordinances, and the chapter, clauses, sections, or parts thereof in conflict with provisions of
this ordinance are hereby repealed, but only insofar as is specifically provided for herein.
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Ordinance 2025-11

4. This ordinance shall become effective after the required public hearings and upon its posting
as required by law.

THIS ORDINANCE shall be attached as an amendment to the Smithfield Municipal
Code above referred to.

Approved and signed this 14th day of May, 2025

SMITHFIELD CITY CORPORATION

Kristi Monson, Mayor

ATTEST:

Dana Lazcanotegui, City Recorder
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Ordinance 2025-11 ADU Size and Failed Water Model April 16, 2025

This summary analysis of the proposed ordinance is based on previously adopted city codes and standard city development
practices. This report is to be used to review and consider the proposed changes to the Smithfield Municipal Code.

§17.92.020 Conditions

Detached accessory units are currently allowed to be a maximum of 50% of the size of the original dwelling unit
or fifteen hundred (1500) square feet. There are many smaller homes that occupy larger lots that could utilize this
code. This ordinance would increase the allowable size to 75% of the original dwelling unit.

816.04.050 General Responsibilities

Information is being added to paragraph K, detailing the expectation, that any utility line required by a water
model or capital improvement project must be upsided to a minimum of 8" diameter.

04/03/2025 Pagel
Smithfield City Community Development Phone: (435) 563.6226 http://smithfieldutah.gov/comdev
96 South Main Street, Smithfield, Utah 84335 Email: info@smithfieldutah.gov Administration « Engineering - Planning - Zoning
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