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   SOUTH OGDEN CITY  
PLANNING COMMISSION BRIEFING MEETING MINUTES 

 
March 12, 2015 

Council Chambers, City Hall 
5:30 P.M. 

 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT 
Chairman Todd Heslop, Commissioners Shannon Sebahar, Steve Pruess, Raymond Rounds and Mike 
Layton 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS EXCUSED 
Commissioners and Dax Gurr and Chris Hansen 

 
STAFF PRESENT 
City Manager Matt Dixon, City Planner Mark Vlasic, and City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov 

 
OTHERS PRESENT 
Walt Bausman and others 
 
The briefing session began at 5:36 p.m.  
  
Chairman Heslop welcomed everyone to the briefing meeting and reviewed the agenda items to be 
discussed that evening.   He pointed out that sixteen affected entities had been notified and invited 
to attend and offer comment that evening; after their input, the Commission would have a 
discussion on the proposed annexation plan.  He also informed the commissioners that Uintah 
Highlands Water Improvement District had sent out notices to their customers about the meeting 
that evening.  There may be quite a few people in attendance worried that the city was going to 
annex them, as they were not aware of the process.  Mr. Heslop said he would try and explain the 
process at the beginning of the meeting so everyone would understand the Annexation Policy Plan 
needed to be in place before any annexation can take place.  The residents would have to ask to be 
annexed to the city.  City Planner Vlasic also suggested Mr. Heslop inform the audience that this 
was not a public hearing and only the affected entities would be allowed to comment.   City 
Recorder Leesa Kapetanov added that the city would never initiate annexation; property owners 
initiated it because they wanted to annex to the city.    
 
Planner Vlasic then reviewed some comments Commissioner Sebahar had submitted concerning 
the Annexation Policy Plan.  He also pointed out that the plan was a working document, and would 
be modified and improved over the course of the adoption process.  Ms. Sebahar’s first comment 
asked why an area just west of Area 5 was not included.   Mr. Vlasic said it was already part of 
Washington Terrace City.  Ms. Sebahar said she thought it was important to also note that the 
Stephen’s property in Area 5 could only be accessed by a road owned by Washington Terrace.    Mr. 
Vlasic said the assessment of the area at this point should not be highly detailed.  A detailed 
assessment came later when someone actually petitioned the city for annexation.    Mr. Vlasic said 
the other issues Commissioner Sebahar had brought up would also be looked at when and if 
someone in the area petitioned for annexation.   
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Chairman Heslop then moved to the next agenda item for discussion, an overview of upcoming 
months.   City Planner Vlasic indicated staff had met and created a priority list for all the changes to 
the ordinance that needed to be made.  He also informed the commissioners the first draft of the 
form based code had been completed.  It was determined the Planning Commission should be 
present when the code was presented to the City Council so staff was directed to make the 
necessary arrangements.   
 
City Manager Dixon then reported on the recent actions by the City Council in adopting an 
Ordinance relating to residential facilities for disabled persons.  The Council also determined they 
would like to assemble a workshop to discuss if there were other valid ideas to consider for the 
ordinance.  The council also had made clear their decision to see the current litigation concerning 
the monastery property through the court system.   
 
City Manager Dixon then reiterated the need to explain to the public what adopting an annexation 
policy plan means and re-iterate that the meeting was only for affected entities to comment.  If 
people wanted to wait until the end of the meeting for public comments, they were welcome to do 
so.   
 
The chairman and staff discussed some items concerning the order of the meeting and 
then Chairman Heslop concluded the briefing meeting at 6:11 pm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City 
Planning Commission Briefing Meeting held Thursday, March 12, 2015. 
 
_______________________________                                ____________April 9, 2015_____________ 
Leesa Kapetanov, City Recorder                 Date Approved by the Planning Commission 
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MINUTES OF THE 
SOUTH OGDEN CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 

Council Chambers, City Hall 
Thursday, March 12, 2015 – 6:15 p.m. 

 
 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT 
Chairman Todd Heslop, Commissioners Shannon Sebahar, Steve Pruess, Raymond 
Rounds, and Mike Layton  
 
PLANNING COMMISSIONERS EXCUSED 
Commissioners Chris Hansen and Dax Gurr 

 
STAFF PRESENT 
City Manager Matt Dixon, City Planner Mark Vlasic and City Recorder Leesa 
Kapetanov 

 
OTHERS PRESENT 
Richard Hartmann, Debbie George, Greg Johnson, Michelle Roberts, Jean Hamilton, 
Mark Allen, Brian Hunter, Lanny Clelland, Ellen & Ralph Williams, Perry’s, Lyle & 
Susie Lane, Jim & Kathie Chandler, Alva & Pam Emmertson, Shirley Willis, Ross 
Loevy, Wayne Hayes, Carol & Donald Finger, Adele & Miehael Feeney, Tom Rire, 
Bernard Allen, Craig Golden, Joan Tonn, Stephanie Christiansen, Ayel Zeuthen, 
Jerilyn Call, Robert Neiswanger, Loy Vandiver, Robert Nye, Rick Beyer, Kenneth & 
Marcy Palkki, Roxanne Ball, Joyce & Rob Stillwelll, Kevin Ward, Richard Nye, Lydia 
Bullock, Martel Shock, John & Gisel Riley, Steve Bailey, Karen & Bob Nekaoka, Ale & 
Karleen Gabrielsen, Ben & Danne Adams, Val & Leslie George, Suzanne Wayment, 
MichaelLloyd, Dave Hardman, Jeff Penman, Linda Watson, Kit Cashmore, Sue Allen, 
Martha Greenhalgh, Les Greenhalgh, Ken Wicks, Blaine Brough, Davie Austin, Bob 
Aschenbach, Richard Schmid, Wayne Decker, Ralph Friz, John Jones, Will Hilgar, 
Elliot Moses, J. Moses, Marilyn Enz, Rick Durham, Nora Durham, Harlan Schmitt, 
Lauralee Schmitt, Nancy Litchford, Gary & Mary Cornelsen, Matt & Kristi Palkier, Jill 
Hurst, Ronald Cheever, Janet Phillips, Darven Phillips, Linda Vandiver and others 

 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER AND OVERVIEW OF MEETING PROCEDURES 

Chairman Todd Heslop called the meeting to order at 6:19 pm and called for a motion to open 
the meeting.   
 
Commissioner Sebahar moved to open the meeting, with a second from Commissioner 
Rounds.  All present voted aye.  
 
Chairman Heslop reviewed the agenda and explained that affected entities were sent notices of 
the meeting and would be able to comment, but the general public would not.  The meeting 
was not a public hearing.  A public hearing would be held on April 9, 2015 at the next meeting.  
Commissioner Sebahar added the commission felt bad there had been a misunderstanding 
concerning a notice that had been sent out by another entity; some present may have thought 
they would be able to comment at the meeting.  She also pointed out that South Ogden City 
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could not just annex any property they wanted.  Property owners had to initiate the 
annexation process, i.e. they had to want to annex to the city.  Having their property in the 
annexation plan simply allowed them to petition the city for annexation.  The crowd became a 
little disruptive at that time.  Chairman Heslop said the meeting would continue and if people 
wanted to stay, they needed to sit and listen.  He then moved on to the next item on the 
agenda.   

 
  

II. SPECIAL ITEMS - Legislative 
A. Affected Entity Input on Proposed South Ogden City Annexation Policy Plan Pursuant to 

UCA §10-2-401.5(2)(a)(ii) 
The chairman asked City Planner Mark Vlasic to give a brief overview of the proposed 
annexation policy plan.  Mr. Vlasic showed the different areas and gave a brief history 
and overview of each.  He pointed out the Plan was a working document, and changes 
could and probably would be made as it went through the process of being adopted.  It 
was the city’s decision to include the areas in the annexation policy plan and let the 
property owners weigh their options now or in the future to determine if they would like 
to be a part of the city. 
Chairman Heslop then had the list of affected entities posted on the screen in the room 
and indicated he would simply follow the order on the list in inviting those present to 
come forward and speak.  The first entity on the list was Weber County Planning.   

Matthew Bell, Weber County Commissioner, came forward.  He indicated he was there 
representing Weber County.  He said he had a concern that government tends to creep.  
He also said unincorporated islands and pockets are a problem in the county and cities 
have approached the county wanting to eliminate them.  However, the islands have 
been there so long that the financial impacts of incorporating into the city are quite large 
on the individual property owners.  The county also wanted to clear up the islands and 
pockets; however they needed to take into consideration the wishes of the property 
owners.  Commissioner Bell said from the county’s point of view, they would prefer that 
Uintah Highlands not be in the annex plan.  If in the future he and his community 
wanted to be part of South Ogden, Ogden or Uintah City, they would come to the city 
and begin the process.   
Commissioner Sebahar verified that the county maintained all the roads in Uintah 
Highlands.  Commissioner Bell said they did.  She then asked if there was police 
protection 24/7.  Mr. Bell said there were deputies assigned to the south end of the 
county at all times, but they may not be in the Uintah Highlands at all times.  Ms. 
Sebahar then asked what harm there would be to have Uintah Highlands in the plan now.   
Commissioner Bell indicated he lived in Uintah Highlands, but he could not speak for the 
residents there.  He asked what harm there would be to not have it in the plan and if 
Uintah Highland residents wanted to annex later to add it then.  Ms. Sebahar said since 
they were going through the process now, it made sense to add it so they would not have 
to do it later.  Commissioner Bell said it was a perception issue.  Ms. Sebahar then 
asked about parks and sports programs in the area.   
Chairman Heslop asked Commissioner Bell if the area by the junior high was not a 
concern to the county.  Mr. Bell said Uintah Highlands was his main concern; he did not 
know what the landowners’ plans in the other areas were.  He said he did not know for 
sure, but if everyone in Uintah Highlands were asked if they wanted to be in the 
annexation plan or not, close to 100% would say no.  There were no more questions.  
Chairman Heslop called the next affected entity forward. 

 

 



 

March 12, 2015 Planning Commission Meeting Page 3 

 

John Reeve, Chairman of Uintah Highlands Water and Sewer Improvement District, 
came forward and introduced himself.  He gave a brief history of the Improvement 
District and said the people in the area had thought about creating their own city on 
several occasions, but did not have the tax base to do so.  He said the area was 90% 
developed and the lots in the area were larger than normal.  He feared that the 10% 
that was undeveloped would ask to annex to the city and want high density zoning.  He 
said the water system was in very good shape and there was no need to improve it.  
Half of the area had curb and gutter and other areas did not, there was a park at the 
elementary school, and the roads were not excellent, but they were good.  He said they 
were opposed to the plan because they did not want smaller lots or higher density 
housing; the residents looked on that as an infringement on what they already had.  
Commissioner Sebahar asked Mr. Reeve about where the water for the district came 
from.  Mr. Reeve answered their primary source of water was Weber Basin Water but 
they also had some springs and one well.  They also had a system to control and 
monitor the water.  Mr. Reeve concluded by saying they did not want any part of 
annexing to South Ogden City. 
There were no representatives from Uintah City or Ogden City.  The next entity was 
Washington Terrace City. 

Tom Hansen, Washington Terrace City Manager was next to comment.  He said he 
appreciated the good working relationship the two cities had.  The cities worked 
together on many levels including recreation, roads, sewer, water, police services, and 
animal control.  He also said Washington Terrace had spent hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to accommodate South Ogden’s request that 5300 South not be closed when 
Washington Terrace re-did Adams Avenue.   He then noted that in 2008, the area north 
of 5700 South that was proposed for the future site of South Ogden Junior High was in 
Washington Terrace City.  South Ogden approached Washington Terrace, saying they 
would like the new junior high to be in South Ogden.  Through discussion and 
negotiation, an agreement was made that allowed South Ogden to annex the property 
into their city with the understanding that Washington Terrace would annex the property 
south of 5700 South.  There had been an interlocal agreement between the two cities 
concerning the infrastructure in the area based on the agreement made.  Now South 
Ogden was planning on putting the area in their annexation plan when it already existed 
in Washington Terraces annexation plan.  South Ogden and Washington Terrace had 
contacted the State Ombudsman Office to help shed some light on the matter; the 
Ombudsman’s Office had issued an opinion letter.  The letter pointed out both a 
gentleman’s agreement and an interlocal agreement had been made between the cities. 
It also pointed out the state code said cities “should attempt to avoid overlaps”.  Mr. 
Hansen said adding the area to South Ogden’s Annexation Policy Plan was an attempt to 
create an overlap (Mr. Hansen left a copy of the Ombudsman’s opinion letter for the 
record; see Attachment A).  He said he understood the city could include the area in 
their annexation plan; it was not until someone actually petitioned to annex into the city 
that a breach of contract would take place.  Mr. Hansen asked that the Planning 
Commission not recommend to the City Council this area to be included in the 
Annexation Policy Plan.  It would put the communities at odds with one another.  He 
would prefer they continue to work well together and maintain the relationship they had 
had for many years.  Both cities would maintain their integrity by keeping the 
agreements that had been made (Mr. Hansen then submitted for the record a summary 
of points he had discussed; see Attachment B) 
Commissioner Sebahar commented she had been present when the agreements had 
been made with Washington Terrace and understood Mr. Hansen’s concerns.  She also 
said it would be a very “tough sell” for anyone in the area to agree to annex to South 
Ogden as the cost for installing infrastructure would be so much more than if they 
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annexed to Washington Terrace.  She also pointed out that the South Ogden City 
residents living in the area in question were concerned there would be commercial 
development close to their homes.   
Mr. Hansen said if there were commercial interest in the property it would be toward the 
west, along Adams Avenue; to put anything commercial or industrial along 5700 South 
toward the east made no sense from a planning perspective.  Ms. Sebahar asked if 
there was anything the two cities could do together to protect that area.  Mr. Hansen 
said that would be possible and very much in harmony with how the cities had been 
working together in the past.   
Chairman Hansen then asked for the next representative to come forward.  There was 
no one from the Weber County School District, Weber Basin Water, Pine View Water, 
Central Weber Sewer Improvement District or Weber Mosquito Abatement District who 
presented themselves for comment.  The next representative to come forward was 
from the Weber Fire District. 

David Austin, Weber Fire District Chief – Chief Austin said his department had been 
serving the Uintah Highlands for a long time.  He said the department did not take the 
area lightly, as it was a wild land interface area.  There was the potential for heavy fire 
in the area due to the many homes in wooded areas.  He said at one point the fire 
district and South Ogden had shared facilities at one station, but negotiations had failed 
to expand the facility and the fire district had built a fire station next to Uintah 
Elementary School.  The District committed three full-time firemen to the station at all 
times.  They had mutual aid agreements with the South Ogden City Fire Department 
and both departments responded to calls in both areas.  Chief Austin said having only 
one station in the area would not be a good idea.  There was also still some bonded 
debt for the station.  He went on to say that the fire teams in the area had some special 
training to deal with wild land interface areas.  Many cities would not commit to the 
special training and knowledge needed to deal with interface areas if they were annexed 
into their cities.  The Fire District had made the commitment and provided good service.  
The chief said another concern with annexation of the area, whether in pieces or as a 
whole, were the reduction in revenue sources for the district as well reduction of the size 
of the district.  He felt the Weber Fire District was an asset to the residents of Uintah 
Highlands as well as the South Ogden City Fire Department. 
Commissioner Sebahar asked Chief Austin some questions about the fire district and the 
debt for the station.  She also acknowledged her concerns of fires in the area caused by 
the trains.  Commissioner Pruess asked if the Railroad Companies reimbursed the 
district for fighting fires caused by the trains.  The chief said they did.  There were no 
more questions. 
Chairman Heslop then asked if there were representatives from Weber Area 911, South 
Weber City or Riverdale City who wished to come forward.  No other representatives 
from affected entities came forward.  The chair moved on to discussion of the proposed 
plan. 

 
B. Discussion on Proposed Annexation Policy Plan 

Commissioner Sebahar began the discussion by saying staff had advised them that the 
Policy Plan did not need a high level of analysis, but she was concerned that if they did 
not get the details now, it became a political decision instead of a decision based on the 
benefits and/or liabilities of annexation.  If one were to use Uintah Highlands as an 
example, the city would not receive any revenue generated by annexing any of the area 
and the costs could be very high.  By having more detailed information, they could 
make a decision based on costs rather than on political reasons.  City Planner Vlasic 
replied he thought the costs could be determined without spending thousands of dollars 
on assessments and just using a common sense approach.  City Manager Dixon 
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reminded the planning commissioners that they could make any changes to the plan they 
wished and that next month the public hearing would be held.  He also said it is 
required that the city consider the financial costs in its annexation plan, but only on a 
very general level.  
Commissioner Layton asked if Mr. Dixon had any reply to what Washington Terrace City 
Manager Hansen had said.  Mr. Dixon said he and Mr. Hansen had agreed together to 
approach the Property Rights Ombudsman’s Office.  Based on the opinion letter, Mr. 
Dixon did not see that there was anything wrong with including the overlapping area in 
the plan; the concern would be if the property in question actually chose to incorporate 
into South Ogden.  At the point it actually annexed to South Ogden City, there may be a 
basis for breach of contract based on the interlocal agreement.  City Manager Dixon 
also pointed out that cities could adopt overlapping annexation plans if they showed a 
reason it was in their best interest.  Mr. Dixon then read the paragraph from the 
Property Rights Ombudsman’s Office beginning with “overlaps in annexation policy 
plans…” (see Attachment A).  Commissioner Layton said he did not see compelling 
reason to include the area in the Annexation Policy Plan, especially if it was possible it 
could put the city in the position to breach a contract.  City Manager Dixon said that 
was a question the commission and council would need to answer.  Commissioner 
Pruess said that common sense told him that because of the topography of the land it did 
not make sense for South Ogden to want to annex the area by the junior high, because 
providing utilities to the area would be too difficult.  He understood the desire to want 
to control what the zoning in the area was in order to protect the existing neighborhood; 
however, Washington Terrace had said they would be open to discussing the issue with 
South Ogden.  Commissioner Sebahar also pointed out that it made no sense that any 
developer would ever want to annex that area into South Ogden, as the costs would be 
so much greater than if they annexed to Washington Terrace.  City Manager Dixon said 
the fundamental question for the planning commission to ask was, why it is important for 
the City to include the area in its plan.  Is it to control the zoning or the continuity of the 
neighborhood?  Commissioner Pruess said he felt the only reason the city would want 
to include Area 5 would be to control what was built on the property, but he also had 
confidence that South Ogden and Washington Terrace could work together and come to 
an agreement.  Commissioner Sebahar agreed.  She said she had participated in 
discussion at the time the agreements had been made concerning annexing the property 
for the new junior high, and the agreement had been that Area 5 would be annexed to 
Washington Terrace.  Chairman Heslop asked what the reason was for deciding that 
Area 5 would become Washington Terrace City.  The consensus of staff and the 
commissioners was because of the way the water and sewer flowed.  At this point, 
Washington Terrace City Manager Tom Hansen asked if he might be able to speak.  
Chairman Heslop invited Mr. Hansen to come forward.  City Manager Hansen said at 
the time of the agreement, Washington Terrace gave up a prime piece of property for 
the junior high in trade for the right to annex the property on the south side of 5700 
South.  The property that the junior high now sits on was actually de-annexed from 
Washington Terrace and then annexed into South Ogden.  City Manager Dixon then 
pointed out South Ogden de-annexed the property where the seminary building now sits 
and Washington Terrace then annexed it into their city.  Mr. Hansen said in essence the 
road and the seminary building put a place marker on the map showing that the area 
south of the road would in the future become Washington Terrace.  Commissioner 
Rounds then asked some questions about Area 2 on the map.  It was brought forward 
that the land in Area 2 was mostly un-developable and the area was included so as not to 
create an island between Areas 5 and 6.   
Chairman Heslop asked if there were any more discussion.  Commissioner Sebahar 
stated she did not have any problem with pulling Area 5 from the Annexation Policy Plan.  
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She also did not have a problem with removing the Uintah Highlands (Area 6) from the 
Plan; the area was already developed and it would not benefit the city of South Ogden.  
There were too many costs involved with both areas that the City was not ready to 
assume.  Commissioner Pruess said Area 3, along Wasatch Drive, made sense to keep in 
the Plan, as well as Area 1 (the golf course).   
City Planner Vlasic said the Commission’s recommendation to the City Council for the 
Annexation Policy Plan was very important and they should stand strong and give the 
reasons for their recommendation from a planning point of view.  Commissioner 
Sebahar said they had already given their recommendation to the Council concerning 
annexing Area 5, and yet the Council had requested that it still be added to the 
Annexation Policy Plan.  Mr. Vlasic said if they still felt it should not be in the Plan, this 
was the time to say so, as the City was in the actual process of adopting the Plan.  City 
Manager Dixon pointed out the Planning Commission did not have to finalize their 
recommendation to the City Council that evening.  Also, they may want to wait until 
after the public hearing in April before making any amendments to the Plan if they felt 
receiving public comment on the proposed areas would be of value.  Commissioner 
Pruess asked City Manager Dixon what he thought the real possibility was of Washington 
Terrace and South Ogden City working together concerning the property in Area 5.  
Would South Ogden actually have a say in the matter?  Mr. Dixon said the two cities 
currently worked very well together, however the reality was that if the property were 
not in South Ogden, legally we had no control over it.  South Ogden would hope that 
through good planning practices, Washington Terrace would make the property a 
continuation of the type of neighborhood that already existed in our city, but there was 
no type of agreement that could bind future legislative decisions.   
The Planning Commission determined they would like to make a motion.   
 
Commissioner Sebahar moved to eliminate Area 5 due to a previous agreement with 
Washington Terrace as well as the large costs that would be incurred to provide 
services in the area.  She also moved to eliminate Area 6 due to the fact that it is 
already largely developed and the City did not know the true costs of what annexation 
would entail and she saw no benefit to the City if the area was annexed.  She also 
moved to eliminate Area 2, as it was largely included in the Plan solely for the purpose 
to not create an island between Areas 5 and 6. This therefore left the Plan basically as 
it had been for many years and had served the City well.  Commissioner Rounds 
seconded the motion.  Chairman Heslop then made a roll call vote: 
 
   Commissioner Sebahar- Aye 
   Commissioner Layton-  Aye 
   Commissioner Pruess-  Aye 
   Commissioner Rounds-  Aye 
 
The motion was approved.   
 
Commissioner Rounds asked if the action eliminated the need for public comment at the 
next meeting.  Staff indicated the process of adopting the Plan would continue, but the 
public hearing would now be on the Plan with Areas 2, 5 and 6 removed.  After the 
public hearing, the Planning Commission’s recommendation and the amended Plan 
without Areas 2, 5 and 6 would be forwarded to the City Council.  The Council at that 
point may choose to add the areas back into the Plan.   
Chairman Heslop then moved to the next item on the agenda. 
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III. OTHER BUSINESS 
A. Staff Overview Of Upcoming Months 

Staff showed the Commission a list of prioritized projects for the coming months.  City 
Recorder Leesa Kapetanov explained what some of the items on the list were.  City 
Manager Dixon suggested the list be sent out to the Planning Commission so they could 
comment on it if they felt that something needed to be changed.     

 
 

IV. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS 
A. Approval of February 12, 2015 Briefing Meeting Minutes 

Chairman Heslop called for a motion concerning the February 12, 2015 Briefing Meeting 
Minutes.   
 
Commissioner Sebahar moved to approve the February 12, 2015 Briefing Meeting 
Minutes, followed by a second from Commissioner Rounds.  All present voted aye in 
favor of the motion. 
 

B. Approval of February 12, 2015 Meeting Minutes 
The chairman then called for a motion concerning the February 12, 2015 meeting 
minutes. 
 
Commissioner Sebahar moved to approve the February 12, 2015 meeting minutes.  
Commissioner Rounds seconded the motion.  The voice vote was unanimous in favor 
of the motion. 
 
Commissioner Pruess then asked if the City had considered making Madison a thru street 
when the old Mar Lon Hills Elementary School is torn down and the new one built.  He 
thought it would improve traffic around the school quite a bit.  City Manager Dixon 
indicated the City had met with the School District about the property but there had not 
been any discussion on making the road go thru.  Mr. Dixon said if the City had a 
General Transportation Plan that indicated the road would someday connect, the City 
would have been able to have leverage with the School District to have the road go thru.  
As it stood, the City did not have much of a position.  However, Mr. Dixon said he would 
look at the plans and see if it might work.   

 
V. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

There were no comments from the public.  Chairman Heslop then called for a motion to 
adjourn. 
 
 

VI. ADJOURN 

At 8:18 pm, Commissioner Pruess moved to adjourn, followed by a second from Commissioner 
Sebahar.  All present voted aye.   
 

 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City Planning Commission 

Meeting held Thursday, March 12, 2015. 

 

______________________________________                            _______________April 9, 2015___________ 

Leesa Kapetanov, City Recorder                                        Date Approved by the Planning Commission 
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Attachment A 

State Ombudsman’s Office Opinion Letter 
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Attachment B 

Washington Terrace City Manager Tom Hansen’s Handout 
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