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   SOUTH OGDEN CITY  
PLANNING COMMISSION BRIEFING MEETING MINUTES 

 
October 8, 2015 

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

 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT 
Chair Todd Heslop, Commissioners Mike Layton, Steve Pruess, Chris Hansen, and John 
Bradley  
 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS EXCUSED 
Commissioner Raymond Rounds 
 
STAFF PRESENT 
City Manager Matt Dixon and City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov 
 
 
 
The briefing meeting began at 5:42 pm.  Chair Todd Heslop excused City Planner Mark Vlasic 
who was on vacation.   
Mr. Heslop then began discussion on the first item on the agenda, a public hearing and 
discussion on whether to allow chickens in the City.   City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov 
rehearsed the chain of events that allowed the item to be on the agenda as well as an article 
in the newspaper.   Commissioner Pruess pointed out the current restrictions on the 
placement of the coop and how according to the restrictions, no lot in the City could 
currently comply with the restricted placement; it would take an acre or more for a coop to 
be allowed.    He said the restrictions would have to change if chickens were allowed in 
residential zones.  He suggested the number of chickens be limited according to the size of 
one’s lot.  He suggested a two chicken maximum for 7,000 square foot lots, four for a 14,000 
square foot lot, etc.  The commissioners discussed many aspects of allowing chickens, 
including things like smell, noise and numbers.    
They next discussed the subdivision amendment for Hinckley Commons.    Commissioner 
Pruess stated there did not seem to be any issues with the subdivision.  The commissioners 
then moved on to discussion of the site plan for Auto Zone. Commissioner Pruess asked if 
Auto Zone would be using the “Southwest” colors they had been approved for in a previous 
site plan application for a different site.  Ms. Kapetanov reminded him the City did not have 
a say on the colors of buildings; he could ask if the colors were going to be used, but could 
not make it as a condition of approval.  They discussed the site plan further, recognizing that 
the site plan was very well done and presented more information than required.   Ms. 
Kapetanov also informed the commissioners that notices had been sent to Weber Basin 
Water, Rocky Mountain Power, Questar Gas, and Century Link concerning the subdivision 
amendment but none of those notified had responded.  There were no concerns from the 
commissioners on the site plan review.  Mr. Vlasic had recommended approval. 
The next item discussed was whether food trucks should be allowed and regulated in the 
City.   Ms. Kapetanov explained the differences between a food truck and a food cart.  Mr. 
Pruess asked if the number of food trucks in the City should be limited; however the point 
was made that it would be too hard to regulate.   They also discussed that there must be 
regulations for trucks parked on a public street as well as in parking lots which were private 
property.   Ms. Kapetanov also noted that food truck events had been held in the City and 
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regulations for the gathering of many trucks at one place would need to be addressed as 
well.  Other issues that needed to be addressed were what the cost of fees should be and 
how much other regulation should be imposed.   
The briefing meeting was then concluded. 
 
 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City 
Planning Commission Briefing Meeting held Thursday, October  8, 2015. 
 
_______________________________                                __________November 12, 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, October 8, 2015 – 6:15 p.m. 

 
 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT 
Chair Todd Heslop, Commissioners Mike Layton, Steve Pruess, Chris Hansen, and 
John Bradley  
  
PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS EXCUSED 
Commissioner Raymond Rounds 
 
STAFF PRESENT 
City Manager Matt Dixon and City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov 
 
OTHERS PRESENT 
Jeff Criddle, Keith Benson, Justin Hollis, Sean Stanley, Kathi Benson, Jeanne Ashby, 
Christina Vail, Josh Payne, Julie Brown, Jerry Cottrell, Charles Allen, Jessica Quigley, 
Wesley Stewart, Tim Von Bon, Lyle Williams, Julie Krause, Maira Arce, Juan Arce, 
Joshua O’Neill, Annette McFarland 

 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER AND OVERVIEW OF MEETING PROCEDURES 

Chair Todd Heslop called the meeting to order at 6:18 pm and called for a motion to open the 
meeting. 
 
Commissioner Pruess moved to open the Planning Commission Meeting.  The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Bradley.  Commissioners Hansen, Layton, Bradley and Pruess all 
voted aye.   
 
The Chair reviewed the agenda and then indicated it was time to open a public hearing.   
 
Commissioner Bradley moved to open the public hearing to receive and consider comments 
on amending the zoning ordinance to allow chickens in the city.  Commissioner Pruess 
seconded the motion.  The vote was unanimous in favor of the motion. 

 

Chairman Heslop then invited anyone who wished to comment to come forward. 

 

II. PUBLIC HEARING 
A. To Receive and Consider Comments on Amending the Zoning Ordinance to Allow 

Chickens in the City 
 
Julie Krause, 5107 S 900 E – Ms. Krause stated anything that promoted self-sufficiency 
was a great idea.   

Wes Stewart, 3625 Jefferson – said he enjoyed gardening and that it went together with 
raising chickens.  One could feed weeds from the garden to the chickens.  He was in 
favor of allowing chickens in the City.  They were a good food source and did not make a 
lot of noise. 
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Kathy Benson, 3880 Madison – stated she was the applicant for the zoning change and 
currently had chickens.  She addressed several items that people used as arguments 
against having chickens:  Rodents- chickens did not attract rodents.  Her property had 
rodents long before it had chickens; Noise- there were many dogs in the neighborhood 
that made much more noise than her chickens; Smell- chickens did not smell unless you 
were right inside the coop in the middle of July.  Coop- was not located along a 
waterway where it might contaminate the water.  Chickens were not fierce, dangerous 
or vicious; they did not cause damage to property; their eggs would not be sold; she did 
not use any harsh chemicals around the chickens.   
Ms. Benson said other cities in Weber County allowed chickens. Chickens allowed you to 
be self-sufficient.   

Jerry Cottrell, 5765 S 1075 E – quoted a neighbor who was familiar with chickens and said 
that they smell, molt, can be noisy, and can get out.  Mr. Cottrell agreed with his 
neighbor.  He preferred his chickens served hot for dinner, not running around his yard.  
He pointed out that the reason that people move to cities was to obtain a quality of life 
not available in a rural setting.  There were places suited to the raising of livestock; they 
were called farms.  Mr. Cottrell reminded the Planning Commission the City Council had 
discussed the matter in 2011 and determined they did not want to allow chickens in the 
City.  He read through several comments made by Council Members.  He felt that even 
if the Planning Commission recommended allowing chickens, the Council would not 
approve it.   

Tim Von Bon, 3770 Ogden Ave. – had lived by someone in South Ogden with chickens.  
He felt that it would be good to allow people to have chickens if they had a proper sized 
fenced coop and they were cleaned regularly.  Change was good and he thought it was a 
good idea to allow chickens. 

Josh Payne, 3796 Porter – Mr. Payne was in favor of chickens.  He had kept over 30 
chickens growing up.  He said they did not stink unless they were kept in a commercial 
setting.  They were not noisy; only roosters were noisy and one did not need a rooster to 
have chickens lay eggs.  They did not attract rats or raccoons.  Chickens were good for 
insect control and their manure was good for fertilizer.  Many urban cities were allowing 
chickens in places like rooftops.  South Ogden should allow chickens. 

Jessica Quigley, 4029 Porter – stated she was pro-chickens.  She had a degree in animal 
food sciences as well as in natural resource management biology.  She attested that all 
that had been said about chickens concerning insect control, etc. was true.  She added 
that chickens did not attract rodents but were actually rodent hunters.  Chickens did not 
smell as long as they were kept clean.  She did suggest that people who had chickens let 
their neighbors know, because like any animal, occasionally they might wander into a 
neighbor’s yard.  Ms. Quigley felt it was important to teach children where their food 
came from, and raising chickens helped to teach that. More and more cities were allowing 
chickens.  She asked that chickens be allowed in South Ogden. 

Commissioner Layton asked if Ms. Quigley had documentation of the cities that allowed 
chickens.  Ms. Quigley said the documentation was online.  Most cities that allowed 
them did not allow things like processing or roosters. 

Juan Arce, 3666 Orchard - said he was in favor of allowing chickens.  He had raised 
chickens as a child and felt it was a good experience.  He thought it would be a good way 
to get children away from electronics and outside.  It would also teach them to be more 
self-sufficient.  He agreed there should be some restrictions, but they should be allowed. 

 

Keith Benson, 3880 Madison – Mr. Benson said he was the husband of the applicant and 
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they had had chickens for several years.  They did not realize chickens were not allowed 
when they first got them, however they had not had any complaints about them until 
recently.  He agreed roosters should not be allowed, but did not see that allowing 3-5 
chickens would be a problem.  Raising chickens had been a good experience and he 
wanted others to have the same opportunity. 

Christina Vail, 650 Ben Lomond – purchased her home 2 years ago and chose South 
Ogden because chickens were not allowed.  Purchasing a home was the biggest financial 
investment one made.  Her son, because of health issues, needed goat’s milk daily, but 
she had never thought to purchase a goat and bring it into the city; it was a farm animal 
and belonged on a farm.  Chicken manure did smell and needed to sit for a while before 
it could be applied to a garden as fertilizer.  Chickens did make noise and roosters were 
even worse.  It was very difficult to tell a rooster from a hen when buying chicks, and 
often a rooster would inadvertently show up in a group of chicks.  South Ogden already 
had a raccoon problem, and chickens attracted raccoons.  They also attracted cats, mice, 
rats, skunk and fox; these animals were after the eggs the chickens produced.  Ms. Vail 
said one did not bring the farm to the city.  There were farms with fresh eggs that were a 
ten minute drive away.  She did not want to go out on her patio in the evening and smell 
and hear chickens.  She did not want to view a chicken coop from her backyard either.  
Ms. Vail asked that if there were already people who had chickens in the City knowing 
that it was against the law, was the City changing the law because they weren’t obeying 
the law?  It didn’t make sense.  She was against chickens.   

Keith Benson, 3880 Madison – said they currently did have chickens and animal control 
did tell them to get rid of the chickens.  However, once the application to change the 
zoning was filed, they were told they could keep the chickens and wait to see what 
happened.   

Kathy Benson, 3880 Madison – when she bought her chickens, she was told they had 
been DNA tested and they were 99% guaranteed to be girls.   

Andrew Stewart, 3625 Jefferson – said that people could purchase raccoon traps for $50 
to keep the raccoon and skunk population down.  He had caught over 15.   

Justin Hollis, 563 36th Street – in favor of chickens.  As long as the right regulations were 
put in place and everyone followed them, he felt they should be allowed.   

Sean Stanley, Washington Terrace – was in favor of chickens.  He understood that 
chickens attracted rats, but so did cats and dogs.  The chemical free eggs were healthier 
for people and 3 chickens would produce 18 eggs.  Raccoons and rats would be around 
whether you had chickens or not.  He agreed roosters should not be allowed, but 
chickens should be allowed.  

Jeannie Ashby, South Weber – Ms. Ashby was the mother of Kathy Benson and said she 
had had a farm in Uintah with horses, goats, ducks, etc. and had never had an issue with 
raccoons or mice.  However, in South Weber she was not allowed to have farm animals, 
but there seemed to be a much bigger problem with raccoons and mice.  Raccoons were 
attracted by people, not chickens.  Commercially raised chickens were stinky and noisy 
and raised in very poor conditions, but raising one’s own was not that way.   

Annette McPartland, 870 Chambers – was in favor of having chickens.  If one took care 
of their animals, they did not smell.  Chickens might cluck when they laid an egg, but that 
was all.  She had had chickens in the City and took care of them so they did not smell.  
She had then been turned in by her neighbor and found out that she could not have 
chickens.  She acknowledged that it would be a hard decision for the planning 
commission to make, but she was in favor of chickens.  She also suggested that 
neighbors have to sign off on allowing someone to have chickens.   
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Sean Stanley, Washington Terrace – pointed out that dogs make much more noise than 
chickens.  Chickens do cluck, but the sound was not noisy enough to wake neighbors up.  
He was in favor of having a maximum number and suggested that number be 5.  
Chickens were also very good for insect control.   

 

There were no more comments from the public.   

 

Commissioner Pruess moved to close the public hearing and move into a work meeting, 
followed by a second from Commissioner Hansen.  The vote was unanimous in favor of 
the motion. 

 
 

III. ZONING ACTIONS – Legislative 
A. Discussion and Recommendation on Whether to Amend Zoning Ordinance to Allow 

Chickens 
City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov noted that a written comment had been submitted as part 
of the public hearing and would be included in the minutes (see Attachment A). 
Commissioner Pruess stated that there seemed be an overwhelming consensus of citizens 
in favor of allowing chickens in the City; however, the planning commission needed to 
come up with some parameters to make it safe and sanitary.   He read through the 
current ordinance (SOO 4.1.2(K)) concerning the placement of coops and noted that there 
were probably very few lots in the City that would be large enough to meet the distance 
requirements and still have a coop.  He also said most people seemed in favor of only 
allowing a few chickens and a limit should be set as to how many are allowed. Mr. Pruess 
suggested 2 hens for 7,000 square foot lots, four hens for a 14,000 square foot lot, etc.  
Commissioners Layton and Heslop agreed.  Commissioner Heslop also felt that 
processing should not be allowed.  Commissioner Pruess added that no roosters should 
be allowed and Commissioner Hansen said the chickens should be licensed.   
Commissioner Bradley commented he was leaning more towards denying chickens in the 
City.  He felt that those who felt strongly about an issue came to the public hearing, but 
there was a large population base that did not come.  He said people don’t move to 
South Ogden anticipating that they would be allowed to have farm animals, the category 
he would put chickens into.  The City was a suburban area with smaller lots.  He did not 
have personal experience with chickens, but had talked with several people concerning 
the matter.  People did not raise chickens for economic reasons; most said it cost them 
more money to have the chickens than the benefit of the eggs they produced.  The City 
also had the responsibility to look at what might happen if someone did not take care of 
the chickens and they did stink.  He did not see a compelling reason at this point to 
change the existing ordinance and allow chickens in the City.   
City Manager Dixon pointed out some of the administrative impacts of allowing chickens 
in the City.  They included putting more burden on an already overwhelmed code 
enforcement officer and the increased cost for licensing and permitting.  He also agreed 
with Commissioner Bradley concerning the “silent majority” who were not present at the 
meeting.   
Commissioner Layton commented there seemed to be a growing movement toward 
allowing chickens but it might be best to take some time to see what was true and also 
see how other cities were handling it.   
Commissioner Bradley commented that if chickens were allowed, he would be in favor of 
requiring a neighbor’s consent.  He did not think that the person wanting the chickens 
should have to get the consent, but the neighbors should be able to let the City know 
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whether they wanted them or not.  Commissioner Pruess agreed, but said it placed even 
more burden on the City.  Chair Heslop acknowledged those who had come to the 
meeting to comment.  He also agreed it might be good to take more time to look into 
the matter.  Commissioner Hansen noted there were advantages and disadvantages to 
allowing chickens; however he was leaning toward allowing them.  He felt the impacts 
could be minimized by placing conditions on keeping them. 
 
Commissioner Pruess made a motion to allow chickens in the City, but that no barn, 
coop, pen or corral could be kept or maintained closer than 75’ to any street, 25’ to any 
lot line, or 50’ to any building on an adjacent lot.  He added that there should not be 
any more than 3 hens allowed on lots 7,000-14,000 square feet, and no more than 5 
hens on 14,000 square feet-half acre lots.  Also, anyone wishing to have chickens 
would have to get a permit and the permission of any neighbors on either side of the 
person wanting the hens.  Commissioner Heslop asked if any roosters or processing 
would be allowed.  Commissioner Pruess added that neither roosters nor processing 
would be allowed.  The motion was then seconded by Commissioner Hansen.  
Commissioner Layton commented that he liked the idea of allowing neighbors to 
anonymously give consent or denial.  City Manager Dixon pointed out his concern that 
neighbor might be pitted against neighbor in some situations and it could cause some civil 
disorder; he would like legal counsel to review it.  Commissioner Layton agreed and 
asked what would happen if one of the neighbors moved; would the new neighbors have 
to give their permission as well?  City Manager Dixon also asked Commissioner Pruess to 
clarify if his motion was that the chickens be allowed in any zone in the City if they met all 
the requirements.  Commissioner Pruess confirmed that was correct.  City Recorder 
Leesa Kapetanov commented that for the public’s sake, she wanted to make it clear that 
the commissioners were voting on a recommendation to the City Council.  It would be 
the City Council who would have the final say on whether chickens would be allowed or 
not.   
Chair Heslop then made a roll call vote:   
 
    Commissioner Pruess -  Aye 
    Commissioner Layton-  Aye 
    Commissioner Hansen-  Aye 
    Commissioner Bradley - No  
 
City Recorder Kapetanov pointed out that there had to be 4 votes in order to pass an item 
and there were only three votes in favor of the motion.  The motion had died but 
another motion could be made.   
 
Commissioner Layton moved to table the item for at least a month to have an 
opportunity to consider what was happening in some of the other cities.  
Commissioner Pruess asked City Recorder Kapetanov to explain to the public why the 
motion did not pass.  She explained that one member of the commission had resigned 
and one member was not in attendance.  The Rules of Procedure for the Planning 
Commission stated that 4 affirmative votes were needed for an item to pass.  
Commissioner Pruess then seconded the motion.  The vote was unanimous in favor of 
tabling the item.   
 
City Manager Dixon asked if there was direction for staff on what information to gather.  
Commissioner Layton asked for information that would validate the claims made that 
evening, as well as how surrounding cities were handling the question of chickens.   
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IV. SUBDIVISION ACTIONS 

A. Consideration of Application to Amend Hinckley Commons, A Commercial Subdivision 
Located in a CP-2 Zone 
City Manager Dixon gave some background on the subdivision, noting that Planner Vlasic’s 
recommendation was for approval.  There was also a representative from the developer 
present if the commission had questions.   
Commissioner Layton asked if this action would impact anyone else in the subdivision and 
if the Auto Zone who was coming to the site was relocating or if this was a new location.  
Julie Brown, representative for Hinckley Commons, 1469 E 5600 S – came forward and 
confirmed that this was a new location for Auto Zone. 
Chair Heslop pointed out staff recommended approval and asked if there any comments, 
questions or motions.   
 
Commissioner Pruess motioned to approve the application for an amendment to 
Hinckley Commons Subdivision on the southeast corner of the site, conditional upon a 
positive review from the City Engineer, Fire Department and all the required signatures.  
Commissioner Bradley seconded the motion.  Chair Heslop called the vote: 
 
   Commissioner Pruess -  Aye 
   Commissioner Layton-  Aye 
   Commissioner Hansen-  Aye 
   Commissioner Bradley-  Aye 
 
The subdivision amendment was approved.   
 

 

V. COMMERCIAL SITE PLAN ACTIONS 
A. Consideration of Site Plan Application for Auto Zone, Located At Approximately 5663 

Harrison Boulevard 
City Manager Dixon noted that the engineer’s review listed a few items of concern and 
the commission may want to refer to them in the motion.  Chair Heslop asked if there 
was a representative present who might be able to answer some of the questions.   
Darin Perks, Dominion Engineering, came forward.  He explained the engineer who 
had worked on the project was out of town, but he would try to answer any questions.   
Commissioner Pruess reminded those present that Auto Zone had previously been 
approved for a different site; he wondered if the toned down colors for that building 
were going to be used on this one as well.  Mr. Perks was unable to answer the 
question, but Ms. Brown came forward and said it was the more toned down version.   
Chair Heslop read the first item on the engineer’s list concerning paving not on the 
parcel.  Ms. Brown indicated that the appropriate agreements were being negotiated 
so that all the paving could take place now even though it would not all belong to Auto 
Zone.   
Chair Heslop read item #2 which pointed out that permits would need to be obtained 
from UDOT to work in their right-of way. Mr. Perks said the permits would be obtained.  
Item #3 on the list concerned bringing sewer and storm drain utilities to the site.  Ms. 
Brown explained they, as the developer, were extending the utilities to the site from 
1475 East to the property line.  Chair Heslop then said the last item was concerning the 
existing storm drain and suggested the motion be conditional upon all items on the list 
being addressed.  
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Commissioner Bradley moved that site plan approval be granted for the Auto Zone 
located at approximately 5663 Harrison Boulevard, subject to the conditions set forth 
by the City Engineer on the memo dated October 1, 2015 be met.  The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Hansen.  A roll call vote was made: 
 
   Commissioner Pruess-  Aye 
   Commissioner Layton-  Aye 
   Commissioner Hansen-  Aye 
   Commissioner Bradley-  Aye 
 
The site plan was approved.   

 
VI. SPECIAL ITEMS 

A. Discussion on Allowing and Regulating Food Trucks in the City 
City Manager Dixon explained that food trucks were becoming more and more popular 
but that the City had nothing in place to regulate them.  Many communities had taken 
different approaches as how to regulate food trucks.  City Planner Vlasic had provided 
some good information in the packet, including some questions that the commission 
might want to address.  City Recorder Kapetanov added that both regulation on public 
streets and private parking lots needed to be looked at, as well as events where many 
food trucks gathered in the same place.   
Commissioner Pruess said the food tucks needed a license from the health department 
and should also need a license to operate in our City.  However, he was concerned 
about food trucks being parked near restaurants and taking business away from them.   
Commissioner Layton commented the City did not want to harm businesses but it also 
did not want to hinder innovation or public demand and there seemed to be more and 
more market for food trucks.  
City Recorder Kapetanov pointed out that some cities had put regulations in place that 
prohibited food trucks from doing business within certain distances of brick and mortar 
restaurants.   
The commissioners discussed food truck events and the problems they might present.  
They also discussed the probability of food trucks being allowed at city rec games and 
South Ogden Days.  Commissioner Pruess said a public hearing needed to be held so 
they could hear from restaurant owners. 
Commissioner Bradley said he would like to limit operations to certain areas as well as 
limit the distance to 200 feet from an existing restaurant.  He also suggested the 
distance to another food truck be limited.  He thought Salt Lake’s regulations looked 
good, other than they only limited the distance to a brick and mortar restaurant to 100 
feet.   
The question was raised whether food trucks should be allowed in residential zones and 
if they weren’t, would that eliminate things like the ice cream man.  City Manager 
Dixon said part of the regulation would need to include a definition of what a food truck 
was.   
Commissioner Pruess recommended that City Planner Vlasic read the minutes of the 
meeting and prepare some regulations based on Salt Lake City and Ogden’s codes as 
well as what they had discussed that evening.  The commission could then review and 
determine if they agreed with it.  There was no more discussion. 

 
V. OTHER BUSINESS 

City Manager Dixon reported that the litigation regarding the monastery officially ended the 
previous day; the attorney with the claim against the City withdrew his petition right before the 
scheduled hearing.  Mr. Dixon said the Planning Commission should feel confident in the 
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decision it made.  Their decision had been upheld by the hearing officer and had not been 
pursued to the district court.  Although the process had been stressful, it had caused the City 
to look at its ordinances and improve them.   
 
 

 
VI. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS 

A. Approval of September 10, 2015 Briefing Meeting Minutes 
Commissioner Pruess moved to approve the September 10, 2015 briefing meeting 
minutes, followed by a second from Commissioner Layton.  The vote was unanimous 
to approve the minutes.   
 

B. Approval of September 10, 2015 Meeting Minutes 
Chair Heslop then called for a motion concerning the September 10, 2015 meeting 
minutes. 
 
Commissioner Hansen moved to approve the September 10, 2015 meeting minutes.  
Commissioner Pruess seconded the motion.  The voice vote was unanimous in favor 
of the motion. 

 
 

VII. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
The chair then called for public comments. 
Jeff Criddle, 727 Vista Drive, owner of Criddle’s Café, 350 37th Street – Mr. Criddle asked the 
commissioners to consider several things as they discussed regulating food trucks in the City.  
He cited some data which said food trucks realize a profit of about 40% of their total sales, 
whereas brick and mortar restaurants only saw about 4%.  He said more regulations would not 
put a huge dent in the profits of the food trucks, but not enough regulation could put brick and 
mortar restaurants out of business.  He also commented that the health department could 
drop in on him at any time and it was often inconvenient.  He wondered how they handled 
their inspections of food trucks when they were at different locations all the time.   
Mr. Criddle also said that the revenues from food trucks were less than those from brick and 
mortar restaurants.  There was also no social or economic benefit to the community from food 
trucks.  He asked the Commission to provide protections to the brick and mortar businesses 
that were the foundation of the community, citing the fact that those businesses paid property 
and sales tax.  Some cities required that food trucks pay rent for spaces in order to level the 
playing field.   
Mr. Criddle said he was not against food trucks, but they came with some significant side effects 
that could affect the economic base of a community.  He asked the commission to consider all 
aspects and make decisions to make things as fair as possible and level the playing field.   

Charles Allen, 191 E 5200 S, Washington Terrace – Mr. Allen identified himself as a member of 
the Washington Terrace Planning Commission.  He had attended the meeting to learn about 
chickens and how South Ogden planned on handling the issue.   
 
 

VIII. ADJOURN 

 
Commissioner Pruess moved to adjourn, followed by a second from Commissioner Layton.  
All present voted aye.   
The meeting ended at 8:18 pm. 
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I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City Planning Commission 

Meeting held Thursday, October 8, 2015. 

 

______________________________________                            __________November 12, 2015__________ 

Leesa Kapetanov, City Recorder                                        Date Approved by the Planning Commission 
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