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                             The Planning Commission of Smithfield City met in the City Council Chambers  
96 South Main, Smithfield, Utah at 6:30 p.m. on Wednesday, October 19, 2022 

 
The following members were present constituting a quorum: 
 
Members Present: Katie Bell, Brooke Freidenberger, Scott Gibbons, Jasilyn Heaps, Brian 
Higginbotham, Stuart Reis 
 
City Staff: Brian Boudrero, Councilmember Jon Wells, Councilmember Curtis Wall, 
Councilmember Sue Hyer 
 
Others in Attendance: Parker McGarvey, Reed Scow, John Drew, Austin Lundskog, 
Scott Archibald, Shawn Milne, Roger Davies, Robert Hansen, Jeff Barnes, Wade 
Campbell, Debbie Zilles 
 
6:30 p.m. Meeting called to order by Chairman Gibbons 
 
Consideration of consent agenda and approval of meeting minutes    
 

After consideration by the Commission, Chairman Gibbons declared the meeting  
agenda and the minutes from the September 21, 2022 meeting to stand as submitted. 
 
RESIDENT INPUT - No resident input. 
 
 

 
AGENDA ITEMS  
 

 
 

6:37 p.m. Public Hearing Opened  
 
6:38 p.m. Public Hearing Closed 
 

   
Summit Creek Partners are requesting a rezone of their property located at 881 South 
and 200 West (10-acre parcel). They have been permitted a zoning clearance and a 
building permit for one warehouse building on the lot. It is currently zoned as General 
Commercial; they want the rezone to open up the type of potential businesses they can 
lease to. 
 

Public Hearing, no sooner than 6:32 P.M., for the purpose of discussing Ordinance 
22-20, an ordinance rezoning Cache County Parcel Number 08-109-0016 from GC 
(General Commercial) to M-1 (Manufacturing). The parcel is located at approximately 
881 South 200 West and is 10.00 acres. 

Discussion and possible vote on Ordinance 22-20 
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Austin Lundskog (Summit Creek Industrial) advised that this building was formerly 
owned by Roolee. It has been modified and they have several prospective tenants, with 
high-tech and/or light manufacturing businesses, interested in leasing space. He 
believes this will be a good contribution to the community. The current and future zoning 
was reviewed as requested by Commissioner Higginbotham. 
 
There was discussion about the request for Manufacturing (M-1) rather than leaving it 
General Commercial (GC); Mr. Lundskog said M-1 is more conducive for light industrial 
uses that are not allowed in GC. The land use matrix chart was reviewed. 
 
Mr. Lundskog confirmed for Commissioner Bell that parking is sufficient and noted that 
the M-1 zone generally does not need as much parking as a commercial zone. There is 
only one building now, with the potential for one in the future.   
 
Commissioner Heaps said it matches the surrounding area, fits with the future land use 
plan, and makes sense. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Heaps to forward a recommendation of approval 
to the City Council for Ordinance 22-20 an ordinance rezoning Cache County Parcel 
Number 08-109-0016 from GC (General Commercial) to M-1 (Manufacturing). The 
parcel is located at approximately 881 South 200 West and is 10.00 acres. 
Commissioner Freidenberger seconded the motion. Motion approved (6-0). 

 

  Vote: 
     Aye: Bell, Freidenberger, Gibbons, Heaps, Higginbotham, Reis 
 

 
 

6:45 p.m. Public Hearing Opened  
 
6:46 p.m. Public Hearing Closed 
 

   
Scott Archibald reviewed the request to rezone 7.43 acres located at 1000 South Main 
Street (on the west side of the road) from Agriculture 10-Acre (A-1) to Community 
Commercial (CC). The entire parcel was resurveyed to ensure the boundary lines are 
correct. The future zoning map shows this area as zoned Community Commercial which 
will allow for a variety of businesses to come in.    
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Bell to forward a recommendation of approval to 
the City Council for Ordinance 22-21 an ordinance rezoning Cache County Parcel 04-
006-0001 from A-10 (Agricultural 10- Acre) to CC (Community Commercial). The parcel 
is located at approximately 1050 South Main Street and is approximately 7.72 acres. 
Commissioner Higginbotham seconded the motion. Motion approved (6-0). 

 

  Vote: 
     Aye: Bell, Freidenberger, Gibbons, Heaps, Higginbotham, Reis 

Public Hearing, no sooner than 6:35 P.M., for the purpose of discussing Ordinance 
22-21, an ordinance rezoning Cache County Parcel 04-006-0001 from A-10 
(Agricultural 10-Acre) to CC (Community Commercial). The parcel is located at 
approximately 1050 South Main Street and is approximately 7.72 acres. 

Discussion and possible vote on Ordinance 22-21 
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6:48 p.m. Public Hearing Opened  
 
Robert Hansen said collector roads (800 West and 800 North) have higher speeds than 
others, adding dense housing will heighten the concern related to safety. He would like 
to see increased setbacks and frontages along these types of roads. He drives along 
800 West daily and it is already difficult with the many homes in the area. 
 
Carolee Stokes said this will be the third high-density MPC going in and questioned 
whether the City is prepared (water, schools, road, infrastructure). She mentioned the 
current water problem and would like to better understand why so many of these types 
of developments are being approved. “The whole Valley is being taken over by 
Visionary”. She is not against growth but would just like to see it slow down and have 
areas with larger spaces/yards. She said young people do not stay in these types of 
developments long, many want to have “normal houses and yards”.  She cares about 
Smithfield and wonders if approvals are being granted because the City is scared of 
large developers. She appreciated the Commission’s time to voice her concerns.  
 
Jeff Barnes said Visionary Homes does not own the Valley as suggested. Many 
developers are building all types of housing throughout Cache County. There are 
people who do not want large lots and/or yards. This proposed project will be good for 
the City. Visionary recently built Fox Meadows (south of this site) which is a very nice 
development. People are buying homes and staying in them.  He agrees with Mr. 
Hansen’s concerns about increased setbacks along collector roads. The recent water 
problem mentioned by Ms. Stokes was due to a pump that went down, which is a 
problem that can happen, it is not a disaster, it will be repaired and back online soon 
and is not the result of not having enough water. There is another well by Summit Creek 
that has not been hooked up yet. Smithfield has been very progressing in planning for 
future water needs. He encouraged the Commission to recommend approval for this 
request for a rezone. 
 
7:00 p.m. Public Hearing Closed 
 

   
Visionary Homes would like to rezone four (4) existing parcels (28.95 acres) located at 
approximately 400 West and 525 North from A-10 and R-1-10 PUD to the Master Plan 
Community (MPC) zone.    
 
Chairman Gibbons advised that although this is a request for a rezone, the proposed 
development has been reviewed and approved by the Subdivision Technical Review 
Committee (STRC) and meets all required standards. JUB Engineers has completed a 
water model for the project.  

Public Hearing, no sooner than 6:40 P.M., for the purpose of discussing Ordinance 
22-22, an ordinance rezoning Cache County Parcel Numbers 08-042-0003, 08-042-
0025, 08- 042-0024 and 08-042-0007 from A-10 (Agricultural 10-Acre) and R-1-10 
PUD (Single-Family Residential 10,000 Square Feet Planned Unit Development 
Overlay Zone) to MPC (Master Planned Community). The parcels are located at 
approximately 700 West 600 North and total approximately 66.49 acres. 

Discussion and possible vote on Ordinance 22-22 
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Parker McGarvey, from Visionary Homes, advised that the landscape buffer helps 
provide setbacks from 800 West and 800 North. He confirmed that there will be no 
access from homes out onto either of those roads. 
 
Chairman Gibbons said an MPC Zone does allow the Commission some latitude to 
work with developers to create good projects and provides the ability to be more 
progressive in addressing safety issues. 
 
Mr. McGarvey said the PUD portion of the Village at Fox Meadows was brought in 
through annexation. During that process, the issue of walkability was discussed. This 
proposed layout is intentionally driven by trails which will be located within it (~3.5 
miles).  Some are smaller loops and others are larger and longer interconnecting trails. 
The trails and open space will all be maintained by the HOA. The plan is to complete 
the entire project in seven (7) phases by 2029. Each phase will have approximately 30 
units with a total number of 384 units. 
 
Mr. Boudrero confirmed for Chairman Gibbons that this meets the open space bonus 
density. He advised that more parking will be needed in the section with townhomes but 
that can be handled during future phases, as long as the overall parking requirement for 
the project is met. The other concern is the dead-end street within the design, especially 
the radius for plows, large trucks, garbage collection, and emergency vehicle access.  
The City will be requiring a turnaround because the roads will be deeded to the City for 
maintenance.  
 
At Commissioner Freidenberger’s request, Mr. McGarvey confirmed that the road 
widths are 60’, 600 West is 66’ and 800 West is 74’. Chairman Gibbons said all the 
streets in the development will be deeded to the City so they will have to meet the 
current City standards, which is why there is a concern with the dead-end.   
      
Mr. Boudrero said the Commission has the option to approve, approve with certain 
conditions or deny the project. 
 
Mr. McGarvey explained that the lower section of the development will have gravity flow 
to the lift station, and the north part of the project will be pumped to a second station. 
The HOA will own, operate, and maintain both stations.  
 
Commissioner Freidenberger said there have been sewage backup issues in the 
basements of a few homes on the east side of 800 West and asked if there is anything 
that can help with this issue. Mr. McGarvey said he was not aware there had been any 
issues.   
 
Commissioner Higginbotham asked about the property to the east. Mr. McGarvey said 
he has heard that Sierra Homes may be applying for another MPC project. This project 
will be stubbing three roads to the east for possible future connections. Commissioner 
Higginbotham asked if there is a plan for a future road to be put in along the east 
border. Mr. Boudrero reminded the Commission that the property to the east has not 
been annexed yet. The annexation process is where the City Council has the most 
control over what is approved. Commissioner Higginbotham is concerned with the east 
border of this project and would like to see some type of buffer. Mr. Boudrero said if a 
road is required, it will have to include landscaping and sidewalks.  



 
Planning Commission Minutes – October 19, 2022                                                                    5 | Page 

 

Chairman Gibbons said it is a challenge because it is unknown if/when the east 
parcel(s) will be developed and/or annexed. Commissioner Freidenberger said fencing 
along the east would create a cleaner look between communities. Mr. Boudrero 
reminded the Commission that there is no idea if this property will ever be annexed, and 
there should not be assumptions made about what might happen. He pointed out that 
the School District is a part of the annexation process. Commissioner Friedenberger 
would like to see a fence, and possibly a trail along the east side. Commissioner Heaps 
does not think more trail would be worth compromising the opportunity to have more 
homes and lot sizes. Commissioner Higginbotham agreed with the wisdom of requiring 
fencing. 
 
Mr. McGarvey confirmed that there will be either an 8’ paved trail or a 5’ standard 
sidewalk on both sides of the roads throughout the development.  
 
Commissioner Higginbotham asked about street parking. Mr. McGarvey said there 
could be parking on the street. Each townhome will have a 2-car garage and the ability 
for 2 spaces in the driveway. He confirmed that the driveways will be 20’ (which is what 
is required in the ordinance). Commissioner Higginbotham expressed concern that they 
are not 25’. Chairman Gibbons said that the Commission can review the MPC 
Ordinance and make changes, but that cannot be done tonight.  At this time, they are 
meeting the minimum 20’ that is required.  
 
Concerning parking, Mr. McGarvey said 257 townhomes would require 129 stalls. There 
will be parking around the trailheads and any required difference will be made up and 
spread throughout the development. They will meet the required parking. 
 
Mr. McGarvey confirmed for Commissioner Freidenberger that a developer is obligated 
to disclose the details of the HOA and what financial obligations they will have during 
the purchase process. 
 
Commissioner Heaps asked about garbage collection.  Mr. McGarvey said they will 
meet accessibility requirements during each phase of the project and that each 
home/townhome will have an individual can.   
 
Commissioner Higginbotham noted that the driveway requirement in the MPC 
Ordinance is 20’ but the Commission has had recent discussions and approved 25’ in 
other zones.  He would like the developer to consider 25’ driveways to ensure long 
trucks do not block the sidewalks. Commissioner Freidenberger agreed.  Chairman 
Gibbons said this cannot be part of the approval because the current ordinance does 
not require it. The Commission asked that a review of the MPC Ordinance, specifically 
related to this issue, be added to the next meeting agenda (or as soon as possible).  
 
Mr. McGarvey confirmed for Commissioner Heaps that the Village at Fox Meadows and 
this development’s HOA will be able to share amenities.    
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Bell to forward a recommendation of approval to 
the City Council for Ordinance 22-22 an Ordinance rezoning Cache County Parcel 
Numbers 08-042-0003, 08-042-0025, 08-042-0024 and 08-042-0007 from A-10 
(Agricultural 10-Acre) and R-1-10 PUD (Single-Family Residential 10,000 Square Feet 
Planned Unit Development Overlay Zone) to MPC (Master Planned Community). The 
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parcels are located at approximately 700 West 600 North and total approximately 66.49 
acres. The motion includes the parking must meet the MPC Zone requirement, the 
addition of a turnaround per City standard and as addressed in the STRC review, and 
fencing to be along 800 West, 800 North, and 400 West (east border) if possible.   
 

Commissioner Higginbotham offered a friendly amendment to remove “if possible” at 
the end of the conditions. Commissioner Bell accepted the amendment. Commissioner 
Reis seconded the amended motion (as indicated above).   
  
Before the vote was taken, Commissioner Higginbotham asked about the turnaround 
option. Mr. Boudrero said it is a City requirement. Mr. McGarvey said they will meet the 
City standard. 
 
Motion approved (6-0). 
 

  Vote: 
     Aye: Bell, Freidenberger, Gibbons, Heaps, Higginbotham, Reis      

 
Commissioner Bell expressed appreciation for Visionary Homes’ effort in making 
these MPC developments more amenable to what the City and residents want to 
see.   

    

 
 
(Attachment 1) 
 
Curtis Wall, John Drew, and Shawn Milne from the Cache County Housing Task 
Force provided a presentation on housing concerns in Cache County. They 
highlighted key elements of the report.  
 
There is a need to keep this conversation and discussion going and provide 
outreach and education on what some of the solutions could be. 
 
Commissioner Higginbotham asked why accessory dwelling units (ADU) were not a 
possible solution to the problem; there was a discussion on how cities are rated in 
relation to solutions and ADUs can be part of the solution. This is the reason a 
Moderate-Income Housing Plan was developed.  
 
MEETING ADJOURNED at 9:05 p.m.  
 
 
Minutes submitted by Debbie Zilles 
 
 
____________________ 
Scott Gibbons, Chairman  
  

Cache County Housing Crisis Task Force presentation. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 22-25 
 

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 16 “SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS”, CHAPTER 16.12 “FINAL PLATS”, 
 SECTION 16.12.030 “PREPARATION AND REQUIRED INFORMATION” AND 
 ADDING IN ITS ENTIRETY TITLE 17 “ZONING REGULATIONS”, CHAPTER 
 17.12 “SUPPLEMENTARY AND QUALIFYING REGULATIONS”, SECTION 
 17.12.240 “WATER MODEL REQUIRED”.  
 
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 struck 
 out shall be deleted and those that are highlighted in yellow shall be added. 

 
17.12.240 WATER MODEL REQUIRED 

      
A water model will be required on all new commercial construction projects as part of the city 
zoning clearance. As part of the zoning clearance, the developer will submit drawings that show the 
extent of water connection and provide an escrow fee for a water model to be completed. See Utah 
Office of Administrative Rules R309-500-4.  
 
16.12.030  PREPARATION AND REQUIRED INFORMATION  
 
C. Standard Forms For The Final Plat: The final plat shall include: 
 1.  A registered land surveyor's certificate of survey in the form required by state    
 law; 
 2.  The owner's certificate of dedication; 
 3.  A notary public's acknowledgment; 
 4.  The Smithfield planning commission's certificate of approval; 
 5.  The Smithfield City council's certificate of approval; 
 6.  The city engineer's certificate of approval; 
 7.  The city attorney's certificate of approval; 
 8.  A space in the lower left hand corner of the drawing for the county recorder's use; 
 9.  The board of health certificate of approval in cases where sewage disposal will be through the 
 use of individual waste disposal systems. 
 10.  Fire Chief Certificate of Approval.  



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 December, 2022 

      
SMITHFIELD CITY CORPORATION 
 
 
 
________________________________ 

      Kristi Monson, Mayor 
          
      ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      ________________________________ 

Justin B. Lewis, City Recorder       



ORDINANCE NO. 22-23 
 

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 16 “SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS”, CHAPTER 16.04 “GENERAL 
 PROVISIONS”, SECTIONS 16.04.030 “DEFINITIONS”, AND 16.04.060 
 “COMPLIANCE REQUIRED”, CHAPTER 16.06 “MINOR SUBDIVISION”, 
 SECTION 16.06.050 “COMPLIANCE REQUIRED” AND ADDING IN ITS 
 ENTIRETY, TITLE 17 “ZONING REGULATIONS”, CHAPTER 17.100 “SITE 
 DEVELOPMENT AND LANDSCAPING”, SECTION 17.100.046 “UTILITIES IN 
 ALL CITY ZONES”.  
 
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 struck 
 out shall be deleted and those that are highlighted in yellow shall be added. 

 
16.06.050 APPROVAL OF MINOR SUBDIVISION 
 
A. The final plat or record survey shall be submitted to the planning department at least ten (10) 
 days prior to a regularly scheduled meeting of the planning commission. No public hearing shall 
 be required. 
 
A. A final plat or record of survey shall be submitted to the STRC (Subdivision Technical Review 
 Committee) for review.  Upon receiving approval from the STRC, the final plat or record of 
 survey shall be submitted to the planning department at least fourteen (14) days prior to a 
 regularly scheduled meeting of the planning commission. No public hearing shall be required. 
 
B. Following the review of the proposed minor subdivision, the planning commission shall 
 recommend to the city council either approval, modification, or rejection of the final plat or 
 record survey. 
 
C. After receiving a recommendation from the planning commission, the developer shall present the 
 final plat or record survey to the city council for consideration. Prior to reviewing the final plat 
 or record survey and the recommendation of the planning commission, the city council shall 
 present the final plat or record survey to the STRC for review and approval. Upon receiving an 
 approval from the STRC the city council shall review the final plat or record survey and consider 
 the recommendation of the planning commission, city engineer, and other such departments 
 deemed appropriate. If the final plat or record survey conforms to city's ordinances and this title, 
 the city council shall approve the final plat or record survey. 
 
16.04.030 DEFINITIONS 



 
HARD SURFACE STREET: A street that will support a three (3) axle 80,000 pound (lb) vehicle 
and will not absorb water, making it less stable and reduce bearing capacity.  The two options for a 
hard surface street are asphalt, which is 2 1/2 inches think or concrete with a minimum thickness of 
four (4) inches.  
 
17.100.046  UTILITIES IN ALL CITY ZONES 
 
All culinary water, sewer main lines and storm drain lines shall be extended to the end of the 
property (farthest property line), before existing lots that are not part of the subdivision will be 
issued a zoning clearance. 
 
16.04.060 COMPLIANCE REQUIRED 
 
G. All projects that have more than one hundred (100) proposed dwelling units shall be equipped 
throughout with two separate and approved access roads. All developments of one or two-family 
dwellings where the number of dwelling units exceeds thirty (30) shall be provide two (2) separate 
and approved access roads. 
 
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 December, 2022 

      
SMITHFIELD CITY CORPORATION 
 
 
 
________________________________ 

      Kristi Monson, Mayor 
          
      ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      ________________________________ 

Justin B. Lewis, City Recorder       



ORDINANCE NO 22-26 
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 17, ZONING OF THE SMITHFIELD 
MUNICIPAL CODE, BY AMENDING THE ZONING MAP OF SMITHFIELD CITY. 
 
 BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Smithfield City, Utah as follows:  
 
That certain map or maps entitled "Zoning map of Smithfield City, Utah" is hereby amended 
and the following described property is hereby rezoned from A-10 (Agricultural 10-Acre) to R-
1-12 (Single Family Residential 12,000 Square Feet).  
 
 Approximate Property Location: East of 200 South 1000 East  
 
Cache County Parcel Number: 08-048-0012 
 
BEG AT SW COR SE/4 SEC 26 T 13N R 1E & TH N 0*04'29" W 836.60 FT ALG EXISTING 
BNDRY FENCE LN TH N 89*58'32" E 1838.47 FT ALG EXISTING BNDRY FENCE LN 
TH S 837.38 FT TO S LN OF SEC 26 TH W 1838.21 FT ALG S LN TO POB SUBJ TO & 
WITH 60 FT R/W ON DEED CONT 35.32 AC LESS THE W'LY 50 FT TO SMITHFIELD 
CITY 707/547 0.96 AC NET 34.36 AC 
 
 APPROVED by the Smithfield City Council this 14th day of December, 2022. 
 
SMITHFIELD CITY CORPORATION 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Kristi Monson, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Justin B. Lewis, City Recorder  
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ORDINANCE NO. 22-27 
 

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 17.81 “MASTER PLANNED 
 COMMUNITY (MPC) ZONE”, SECTION 17.81.050 “DEVELOPMENT 
 STANDARDS” AND CHAPTER 17.88 “PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS”, 
 SECTION 17.88.060 “APPLICATION OF PUD TO UNDERLYING ZONE”.   
 
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 struck 
 out shall be deleted and those that are highlighted in yellow shall be added. 

 
17.81.050 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS  
 
F:  Lot Widths/Setbacks: The primary dwelling structure shall be set back from either the property 
line or right-of-way lines as shown below. (All measurements in feet):  
 

 Housing Type 

Front 
Setback - 
Main 
Entrance 

Front 
Setback - 
Garage 

Side 
Setback 

Rear 
Setback 

Side Setback 
Street 

Primary 
Structure 

Single-Family 
Detached 20’ 25’ 8’ 15’ 12’ 

 Twin Homes 20’ 25’ 8’ 15’ 12’ 

 Multi-Family 20’ 25’ 8’ 15’ 12’ 

 
17.88.060 APPLICATION OF PUD TO UNDERLYING ZONE 
 
C. Yard Setbacks: In residential PUDs where individual lot lines exist, the minimum front yard 
 setback for the main entrance shall be twenty feet (20') from the property line. The minimum 
 front yard setback from the garage, shall be twenty-five feet (25’) from the property line. On 
 corner lots, the lesser of the two (2) front yards shall be a minimum of twenty feet (20') and the 
 combination of the two together shall total a minimum of forty feet (40') The minimum side yard 
 setback shall be six feet (6') with a minimum distance between buildings being fifteen feet (15'). 
 The minimum rear yard shall be twenty feet (20') except when adjacent to a single-family 
 residential zone that is situated outside a PUD overlay zone in which case the minimum rear yard 



 shall be thirty feet (30'). 
 
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 hearing(s) 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 December, 2022 

      
SMITHFIELD CITY CORPORATION 
 
 
 
________________________________ 

      Kristi Monson, Mayor 
          
      ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      ________________________________ 

Justin B. Lewis, City Recorder       


































