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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
Tuesday, November 29, 2022 – 6:00 p.m. 

Community Recreation Center 
10640 N. Clubhouse Drive, Cedar Hills, Utah 

 
Present:  John Dredge, Presiding 
   Commissioner Jared Anderson 

Commissioner Jeff Dodge 
Commissioner Donald Dolenc 
Commissioner Bob Morgan 
Commissioner Lori Anne Spear 

   Commissioner Steve Thomas 
  
Absent/Excused:  Commissioner Tyler Dahl 
 
Staff:   Jenny Peay, Planning Associate 
   Sarah Sampson, Building Assistant 

Colleen Mulvey, City Recorder 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
 
1. Call to Order. 
 
Chair John Dredge called the meeting to order at 6:01 p.m. 
 
2. Public Comment. 
 
There were no public comments. 
 
Chair Dredge recognized the voting members of the Planning Commission for the meeting.   
 
SCHEDULED ITEMS AND PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
3. Approval of the Minutes from the September 27, 2022, Cedar Hills Planning 

Commission Meeting. 
 
MOTION:  Commissioner Thomas moved to APPROVE the minutes of September 27, 2022.  
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Spear.  Vote on Motion:  Commissioner 
Anderson-Yes, Commissioner Dodge-Yes, Commissioner Spear-Yes, Commissioner 
Thomas-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously.    
 
4. Review/Recommendation and Public Hearing on Final Plan Approval for Starbucks, 

Located at 9946 North 4800 West in the SC-1 Zone. 
 
Planning Associate, Jenny Peay stated that this was the Final Plan Approval for Starbucks.  She 
shared a plat map with those present and identified the location, which was Lot 2.  The subject 
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property is located at 9946 North 4800 West in the SC-1 Zone.  The Preliminary Plan Approval 
was granted on November 15, 2022, by the City Council, subject to final engineering review, final 
zoning review, submission of an approved Landscaping Plan, and demonstration of the intent to 
convey water rights to the City.   
 
The Starbucks Lot 2 Site Plan was approximately 0.67 acres in size.  There were public utility 
easements on the south and west side of the lot and a driveway entrance in between those two 
areas.  Ms. Peay reported that Starbucks is a drive-thru coffee house.  Visitors will enter, drive 
through the parking lot, and 11 vehicles would be permitted into the queue.  There were an 
additional 25 parking stalls in the parking lot and a patio area for customers to enjoy.  26% of the 
site will have landscaped improvements.  The applicant would need to meet with the City Manager 
about a possible reduction as 30% landscaped improvements are required.   
 
Staff submitted the proposal to City Engineering for their comments, which were passed on to the 
developer.  The comments were minimal and there was confidence in the project.  However, 
looking at the Site Plan, there were concerns related to traffic flow.  Ms. Peay noted that Taco Bell, 
Swig, and Starbucks will all be in the same area.  The recommendation was that signage be added 
to clarify the drive-thru entrances and exits.  If the Commission did not feel there was adequate 
parking for the area, the developer agreed to provide an additional 10 stalls on the opposite side.  
If those 10 stalls are added, there would need to be a crosswalk installed.   
 
Commissioner Thomas wondered who would decide if the additional parking stalls were needed.  
Ms. Peay explained that the application meets the parking requirements but if there is overflow 
and additional parking is necessary, the developer could decide to make that addition.  There were 
discussions with the developer about what to do if there was an overflow of customers.  Areas 
could be coned off to better direct the flow of vehicles.   
 
Ms. Peay noted that the northwest entrance needs to be maintained for garbage removal and 
emergency services.  Commissioner Dodge asked if the developers had considered placing the 
dumpsters on the east end of the site, similar to the other developments.  Ms. Peay did not believe 
so.  Commissioner Dodge pointed out that the dumpsters are not technically facing the road but it 
would be better for the area to be screened.  Ms. Peay reported that the trash enclosures would be 
within a brick enclosure with gates.  The area would be adequately screened.  Commissioner 
Dodge noted that the gates are often removed or left open over time.  He did not want to hold up 
the process but suggested that there be discussions about the dumpster location.  Ms. Peay stated 
that Staff could speak to the developer about the placement of the dumpster.  The only concern 
Ms. Peay had was that the relocation could obstruct clear vision areas 
 
Commissioner Dolenc asked about the garbage truck path.  Ms. Peay identified the entrance and 
exit locations on a map.  Commissioner Dodge suggested a possible path for the garbage truck if 
it comes from the north.  Ms. Peay believed the truck would need to do a full loop of the area.  
Commissioner Dodge explained that it would depend on whether the dumpsters face the drive.  It 
would be possible to pick it up right off the center drive without entering the site.  Ms. Peay liked 
the suggestion but still believed the access area needed to be maintained.   
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There was discussion regarding parking stalls.  Ms. Peay reiterated that an additional 10 stalls 
could be added on the other side of the site.  The Commission wondered if the stalls to the east 
would then become shared with whatever development occurred in the future.  Ms. Peay explained 
that there would need to be a shared parking agreement.  There were concerns about reducing the 
size of the east lot because that could make it less attractive to a future developer.   
 
Ms. Peay discussed the intersection off of 9930 North.  It is a non-signaled intersection and left 
turns coming out onto North County Boulevard could be difficult.  She explained that a traffic 
study was conducted in the area.  The proposed Gateway Development was between 9980 and 
9900 and is the area where the traffic study was conducted.  The study looked at the Level of 
Service (“LOS”).  Most of the areas were classified as an A, but the intersection off of 9930 North 
was classified as a D.  This was still within the parameters of acceptability.  There was nothing 
that could be done about the intersection currently as another light could not be added there.  
Commissioner Spear believed that level D indicated the wait was 17 seconds.  This was confirmed.  
Commissioner Spear noted that once Starbucks was added, the LOS would decrease further.  Ms. 
Peay noted that the traffic study calculated the projected number of restaurants and businesses that 
would come in between 2021 West and 2026 West.  It was noted that LOS D only related to 
lefthand turns at 9930 North. 
 
Commissioner Thomas pointed out that there was a lot of development happening on the other 
side of the road that was not within Cedar Hills’ jurisdiction.  He wondered if the traffic study had 
accounted for that.  Ms. Peay clarified that the traffic study only calculated the area between 9980 
and 9900 North.  Commissioner Thomas explained that the County Road will change a lot in the 
future.  Ms. Peay informed the Commission that the Utah Department of Transportation (“UDOT”) 
will expand Cedar Hills Drive to add the roundabout in the next few years.  Commissioner Spear 
understood that it was important to consider all information in the traffic study but over the last 
several years the traffic studies had underestimated the amount of development.  She believed the 
traffic impacts would be more than what the traffic study indicated.  
 
Ms. Peay reported that when more restaurants came in, the uses would become more diversified 
and this will impact traffic patterns.  At the moment, Cedar Hills is limited in terms of commercial 
areas.  Not much could be done on the 9930 North intersection at the current time.  Commissioner 
Morgan wondered if the City had any control over the intersection.  Ms. Peay clarified that it was 
up to UDOT to determine what is done there.  There needs to be a certain amount of feet between 
traffic lights.  However, UDOT could reexamine the area in the future.  
 
The Landscaping Plan was shared.  Ms. Peay noted that there were some minor issues such as 
specifying what the shade trees were.  The tree requirement on the site was six and the developer 
had exceeded that requirement.  The developer would not be required to place trees along North 
County Boulevard as had been required with other businesses because of the power lines.   The 
Elevation Plan was also shared.  All of the design requirements had been met.  Ms. Peay reported 
that the developer still needs to provide a brick sample, update the Landscaping Plan, add the 
required trees, and work with the City Manager on the calculation for the reduction in landscape 
requirements.  She discussed the monument sign.  The requirement stated that there could not be 
monument signs within 200 feet of one another but there was a distance of 160 feet.  As a result, 
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Starbucks would need to have a shared monument sign with Taco Bell rather than add a new sign.  
Commissioner Spear asked if there could be a shared sign with Café Rio.  This was confirmed.   
 
Chair Dredge opened the public hearing.  There were no public comments.  The public hearing 
was closed.   
 
Chair Dredge noted that there were several outstanding items referenced by Ms. Peay.  He 
wondered if it was possible to move forward with the Final Plan Approval.  She explained that the 
Planning Commission could approve the item but those outstanding items would need to be 
mentioned in the motion language.  Commissioner Thomas pointed out that most of the 
outstanding items were administrative in nature.  Commissioner Dodge wondered if the possibility 
of moving the dumpster would delay the development.  Ms. Peay was not sure.  The item would 
move forward to the City Council next week.  As for the landscape requirement, the applicant was 
at 26% and there was only a 4% reduction needed to meet the requirement.  That would be 
calculated with the City Manager.  The trees planted would be drought-resistant.   
 
Commissioner Dolenc asked about the monument sign.  He wondered what would happen if Taco 
Bell was not interested in sharing the sign.  Ms. Peay clarified that the developer owns Taco Bell 
as well, so it was likely that there would be a shared monument sign moving forward.  The park 
strip in front of the Taco Bell would be included in the landscaping agreement.  The final zoning 
review would include the landscaping.  The Commission discussed appropriate motion language.   
 
MOTION:  Commissioner Spear moved to recommend APPROVAL to the City Council of 
the Final Plan for Starbucks Coffeehouse, located at 9946 North 4800 West, Lot 2 of the 
Cedar Hills Gateway Subdivision, subject to the following: 
 

1. Final engineering review. 
 

2. Final zoning review. 
 

3. Submission of an updated Landscaping Plan. 
 

4. Demonstrate intent to convey water rights to the City 
 

5. The possible movement of the dumpster to the east side of the lot. 
 

6. Removing the monument sign from the Site Plan.  
 

7. Submission of a Lighting Plan.  
 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Dodge.  Vote on Motion:  Commissioner 
Anderson-Yes, Commissioner Dodge-Yes, Commissioner Spear-Yes, Commissioner 
Thomas-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously.  
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5. Review/Action on Approval of a Conceptual Plan Located at Approximately 10066 
North 4700 West in the PD-1 Zone. 

 
Ms. Peay reported that the applicants, Travis Olsen and Nathan Ricks, were present to address the 
Conceptual Plan for the property located at approximately 4700 West in the PD-1 Zone.  She 
shared background information with the Commission.  There was a Conceptual Plan for 
commercial development in the PD-1 Zone.  Per the commercial lot development agreement that 
was adopted in 2018, the proposed lot was established as SC-1 Zone, but it was still part of the 
PD-1 Zone.  The commercial building and uses of the lot needed to be consistent with the SC-1 
Zone.  The SC-1 Zone was divided into distinct districts to differentiate between three levels of 
land use intensity.  The intensity was characterized by average daily automobile trips, height, size, 
and density.  The most intense land uses would be along North County Boulevard.  The closer the 
uses were to the residential area, the less intense those land uses would be.   
 
Ms. Peay noted that the subject property is difficult.  There is a 20-foot easement through one 
section and a 10-foot easement elsewhere.  Ms. Peay reported that the Code calls for commercial 
buildings in the commercial area to have a 60-foot clear vision area.  That requirement may reduce 
the proposed building size somewhat.  Commissioner Thomas pointed out that this was the area 
where UDOT would put a roundabout in the next three years.  He wondered if the Conceptual Plan 
had accounted for that.  Ms. Peay would share additional details about that later.   
 
On the Conceptual Plan, a 13,500-square-foot building was proposed.  There were no prospective 
tenants at the current time but it was intended to be used for office space.  Ms. Peay reported that 
it would be a two-story building.  There was an existing entrance off of 4700.  The applicants 
requested a right-in-right-out in that area.  She shared a diagram of the future UDOT roundabout.  
The roundabout diagram was not final but outlined what the roundabout might look like.  The 
proposal was for a single-lane roundabout that came in on all sides.  This created an issue with the 
right-in-right-out only that was being proposed by the applicant.  When the roundabout was done, 
that area would be bumped out.  One of the recommendations was that the applicant conduct a 
traffic study and engineering for the right-in-right-out.  The Fire Department would also need to 
determine if it was possible to make the right turn out of the property.   
 
Commissioner Thomas asked for additional details about the roundabout.  Ms. Peay explained that 
it was still in the Preliminary Plan phase but Staff wanted to make sure that planning for the 
applicant site accounted for the roundabout.  It was important not to create issues in that area. 
 
Mr. Olsen reported that he is one of the developers working on the site.  It was his preference that 
there not be a right-in-right-out given the proximity to the future roundabout.  However, without 
the right-in-right-out access, it was likely that the Fire Marshal would come back with a 
hammerhead proposal, where the fire apparatus would need to be turned around on the lot.  The 
intention was to maximize the allowable parking on the site while still providing fire access around 
the building.   
 
Mr. Olsen reported that it is identified as Parcel #65:603:0081 on the southeast corner of Cedar 
Hills Drive and 4700 West.  The site is 30,535 square feet or 0.701 acres in size.  Although the 
property is technically under the PD-1 Zone, it followed directly behind the SC-1 Zone.  There 
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were site constraints that needed to be considered.  For instance, there was an existing access on 
the southwest corner of the parcel, a 20-foot utility easement that spanned the entire southern 
portion of the property, and a 30-foot residential setback on the east side.  Commissioner Thomas 
asked about one-way fire access or a crash gate.  He wondered if that was possible instead of the 
right-in-right-out.  Ms. Peay noted that several suggestions had been made to fire.  Something like 
a crash gate was a possibility but there could be issues with parking with vehicles parking in front 
of the crash gate.  
 
Mr. Olsen wanted to do whatever was possible to address the site constraints and acknowledged 
that assistance from the Planning Commission was necessary.  He discussed the crash gate 
suggestion.  It was possible to add that in but it could result in parking issues in the future.  
Additional information about the right-in-right-out was shared.  The approximate distance between 
the intersection and the edge of the right-in-right-out was 106 feet.  As for the roundabout, it 
needed to be determined what the speed limit would be.  This would impact whether someone 
inching out on the right-in-right-out could move in and out of the site safely.   
 
Chair Dredge asked about the existing roundabout.  He wanted to know the distance between that 
and the office entrance sitting on the southeast corner.  Ms. Peay noted that it was fairly close to 
that roundabout.  Chair Dredge wondered if this would create a similar situation.  Ms. Peay offered 
to look into the details and share those with the Commission as soon as possible. 
 
Mr. Olsen reported that the proposal was for a two-story professional office space.  There were 
currently no tenants.  Over the next few months, there would be a search for potential tenants.  As 
for the site plan, it would be adjusted slightly based on the 60-foot setback requirement but the 
current proposal was a building that was 13,507 gross square feet.  There would be approximately 
10,125 net rentable square feet.  The current Conceptual Plan showed 37 off-street parking spaces, 
a 26-foot drive aisle for fire apparatus, a right-in-right-out on Cedar Hills Drive, and a 3.34/1,000 
parking ratio.  He shared building inspiration photos with the Commission.  
 
The parking requirements for Cedar Hills were shared.  Mr. Olsen reported that the current Cedar 
Hills requirement for office uses in the PD-1 Zone and the SC-1 Zone was 6/1,000 square feet.  In 
comparable cities, those requirements were much lower.  The request was to permit a 3.3/1,000 
square foot ratio instead of the 6/1,000 square foot ratio.  According to Hales Engineering, the 
national average was 3.5/1,000.  Commissioner Thomas wondered if the national average was 
based on net or gross square feet.  Mr. Olsen offered to reach out again to clarify that data.   
 
In terms of the proposed parking, Mr. Olsen recognized that the ask was low.  He explained that 
this is a very small parcel.  The intention was to create something beneficial that could be parked 
appropriately.  At the current time, the Conceptual Plan showed 37 off-street parking spaces but 
he wanted to discuss the possibility of allowing four on-street parking stalls immediately adjacent 
to the building on 4700 West.  This could potentially count toward the overall parking count, 
resulting in 41 total parking spaces and 4.05/1,000.  American Fork and other cities had a precedent 
for this type of allowance.  This would make it possible to reach the parking count.  
 
Commissioner Thomas believed the four on-street parking stalls would be sacrificial parking spots.  
As soon as UDOT starts working in the area, the spots would be gone.  He did not think the on-
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street parking spots were an appropriate solution. Ms. Peay noted that Cedar Hills had never 
counted off-site parking stalls towards parking requirements.  It may have been done in other cities 
but it had not been done in Cedar Hills.  Commissioner Dodge noted that the net square footage 
divided by the parking count resulted in 280-300 square feet per employee.  This was acceptable.  
He also pointed out that the parking spaces per 1,000 in other areas varied.  For instance, the 
general average across the country was 4.5/1,000 but in Salt Lake, it was 3/1,000.  What was being 
requested was not unheard of.  Commissioner Dodge explained that the COVID-19 pandemic had 
shifted working conditions and more employees than ever were working from home.  This shift 
would impact future parking needs.  
 
Chair Dredge noted that there were no other parking stalls within walking distance from the site.  
This created some challenges.  If underground parking was considered, that could add 15 to 20 
additional stalls.  Mr. Olsen explained that the expense was not something that the development 
could afford.  Commissioner Spear wondered whether 37 spaces were acceptable.  Mr. Olsen stated 
that he would love to provide 50 spaces so a variety of tenants could utilize the space, but there 
were challenges on the site, and as many parking spaces as possible were being proposed.  He 
believed the parking would be appropriate for the tenants that would use the building.   
 
Commissioner Thomas asked about the landscaping.  He wondered if it was close to the 26% 
requirement.  Ms. Peay clarified that the Conceptual Plan was being considered and not the 
Landscaping Plan.  Mr. Olsen reported that based on the calculations, there was between 27% and 
28%.  Commissioner Thomas expressed concerns about the future traffic changes in the area.  He 
noted that the right-in-right-out was proposed to be right next to the potential roundabout.  Chair 
Dredge believed the Fire Department had stated that they did not need to drive into the parking 
lot.  If that was not necessary and the right-in-right-out needed to be closed, there would still be 
access to the building.  Currently, the 4700 northbound traffic was low.  Commissioner Thomas 
wanted to see a consolidated approach to traffic.  Areas were becoming more congested.  As 
development continued to occur, the Commission would need information about what the 
interactions would be.   
 
Commissioner Anderson understood the concerns expressed by Commissioner Thomas.  However, 
he stated that the role of the Commission was to address specific applications on a case-by-case 
basis.  Commissioner Thomas noted that UDOT planned to upgrade some of the roads.  That work 
would impact the current application.  Ms. Peay clarified that the roundabout diagram was only a 
proposal.  There was no concrete date set for that work.  Commissioner Thomas reported that the 
planning window for those changes was two or three years.  He was concerned that the roundabout 
would impact access to the building, especially when on-street parking was proposed.    
 
Chair Dredge reminded the Commission that this was a Conceptual Plan.  The Commission was 
bound to make a decision based on existing conditions and existing code.  Parking could be a 
consideration but traffic flow was not a consideration in this instance.  Commissioner Dolenc 
believed the concern about the roundabout and how it would impact the property was valid.  Ms. 
Peay clarified that the roundabout and Conceptual Plan were two separate issues.  The current 
discussions related to the right-in-right-out rather than the roundabout. 
 



Page 8 of 10                                              Cedar Hills Planning Commission Meeting   Approved: January 24, 2023 
November 29, 2022 

 

Commissioner Dodge thought that the proposal could work but more data was needed.  He noted 
that these were only conceptual discussions and the proposal made sense from a conceptual 
standpoint.  Ms. Peay reiterated that on-street parking was allowed but it could not be used toward 
the site parking requirements.  Commissioner Spear wondered if approval of the Conceptual Plan 
meant that every aspect of the proposal needed to be approved.  Ms. Peay explained that there 
could be a Condition of Approval drafted to state that approval was subject to any findings, 
conditions, or modifications found in the traffic study.   
 
Parking was further discussed.  Ms. Peay reported that she had done some research and the Cedar 
Hills parking requirements were fairly high for an office space compared to other areas.  The 
average that she was able to find was 4/1,000.  American Fork was 4.5/1,000, but the data she 
found went down as low as 3/1,000.  Chair Dredge pointed out that three additional parking stalls 
could be added to the site if there was no right-in-right-out.  Mr. Olsen explained that it was 
dependent on what the Fire Department needed.  Commissioner Thomas mentioned the easements 
on the property.  Ms. Peay pointed out a retaining wall and the easements on a map of the area.   
 
Chair Dredge explained that this was a Conceptual Plan and not a Final Plan.  Commissioner 
Thomas reiterated his concerns about the future changes that would be made to the area.  
Commissioner Anderson pointed out that if the application was approved under existing 
ordinances and changes were made to the area in the future, there could be a legal non-conforming 
use in place.  Discussions were had about appropriate language for a motion.   
 
MOTION:  Commissioner Anderson moved to recommend APPROVAL of the Conceptual 
Plan for a commercial development located at 4700 West Cedar Hills Drive, not including 
the four off-site parking spots, subject to the following: 
 

1. The number of parking spots must comply with whatever the Parking 
Ordinance is or becomes. 

 
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Spear.  Vote on Motion:  Commissioner 
Anderson-Yes, Commissioner Dodge-Yes, Commissioner Spear-Yes, Commissioner 
Thomas-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously.   
 
6. Discussion on Parking in Commercial Zones. 
 
Ms. Peay reported that Jeff Wood was present to discuss parking in commercial zones.  Mr. Wood 
introduced himself and explained that he had been in front of the Commission previously.  Mr. 
Wood discussed a site that had been acquired from Hart’s Gas Station.  The Shiny Shell Car Wash 
and Valvoline had since been developed.  There was a leftover lot  (Lot 3) which was subdivided 
as part of the prior process and was part of the SC-1 Zone.  There had been discussions with 
prospective tenants, but a lot of interest depended on parking.  As a result, there was a desire to 
speak to the Commission about parking in commercial zones.  In the future, there was a plan to 
come back for a possible text amendment to reduce the parking requirement from 6/1,000 to a 
lower ratio.   
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Mr. Wood shared the current Cedar Hills parking standards, from 10-6A-4(G).  Whenever a text 
amendment is considered, it is important to think about the reach of that text amendment.  There 
are limited parcels zoned within the SC-1 Zone and the proposed amendment would only impact 
parcels within the SC-1 Zone.  The parking requirements were normally between 3.3 and 4 per 
1,000, though there were some exceptions for different uses.  Cedar Hills was much higher.  
Mr. Wood overviewed an SC-1 Zone Amendment Impact map.  The legend included the Office 
District, Mixed-Use District, Retail District, and Mixed-Use/Retail Overlay.  An approved text 
amendment would only impact the parcels outlined on the map.  Several areas were already 
developed, so there were not a lot of areas that the amendment would change.   
 
There had been conversations with possible tenants and those interested seemed to be medical 
professional offices, architects, as well as dental and oral surgeons.  Mr. Wood explained that floor 
plate size was important to those possible tenants.  The ideal was a 4,000 gross square foot floor 
plate.  He noted that the requested parking reduction would be in the 3 to 4 range per 1,000.  This 
would make the numbers more consistent with the national average and nearby cities.   
 
Commissioner Dodge reported that based on his research, anything medical or dental saw the 
parking count per 1,000 decrease to 3 or even 2 per 1,000.  The need for 6/1,000 was simply not 
there.  The Commission discussed the existing parking requirements.  It was noted that there 
needed to be clarification about gross and net square feet requirements.  Mr. Wood believed that 
for net square feet, there was a desire to have a parking space per 300 square feet.  Commissioner 
Anderson believed it was safer to focus on the gross number since the net could change.  There 
were also a lot of debates about how to accurately calculate the net.  From an enforcement 
perspective, gross was a safer number.  There was a desire for gross square feet to be specified.  
 
Mr. Wood informed the Commission that this was not an action item.  He would come back with 
a formal request for a text amendment in the future.  However, the City Manager had suggested 
that he bring the item to the Planning Commission to discuss and consider ahead of time.  
Commissioner Thomas felt it was appropriate to reduce the parking requirements when possible 
and when appropriate, but it was important to find the right number.  Chair Dredge wondered 
whether anyone on the Commission disagreed with the opinion that 6/1,000 was high.  There 
seemed to be a consensus on the matter.  He believed that the question now was what made sense 
between 2.5/1,000 and 6/1,000.  The Commission further discussed parking issues in the City.  
Mr. Wood informed the Commission that he would be back with a more specific request for a text 
amendment.  He explained that he would work with Staff on the item.   
 
7. Review/Action on Approving the 2023 Planning Commission Schedule. 
 
The 2023 Planning Commission schedule was reviewed by the Commissioners.  There was support 
for the meeting start time of 6:00 p.m.  It was noted that there was not a meeting in December.  
 
MOTION:  Commissioner Thomas moved to APPROVE the 2023 Planning Commission 
Schedule.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner Anderson.  Vote on Motion: 
Commissioner Anderson-Yes, Commissioner Dodge-Yes, Commissioner Spear-Yes, 
Commissioner Thomas-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
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ADJOURNMENT 
 
8. Adjourn. 
 
MOTION:  Commissioner Thomas moved to ADJOURN the Cedar Hills Planning 
Commission Meeting.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner Spear.  Vote on Motion:  
Commissioner Anderson-Yes, Commissioner Dodge-Yes, Commissioner Spear-Yes, 
Commissioner Thomas-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously.   
 
This meeting adjourned at 7:39 p.m.  
 
 
Approved: 
January 24, 2023 
 
 
        /s/ Colleen A. Mulvey, MMC 
        City Recorder 
 


