Planning & Zoning Commission
Meeting Agenda

May 11, 2022
6:30 p.m., City Hall Council Chambers

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL
AGENDA

Review and acceptance of the May 11, 2022 meeting agenda.

ACCEPTANCE

Accept staff reports, documents and correspondence into the meeting record.

MINUTES
1) Review and acceptance of the April 13, 2022 meeting minutes. (Report Packet Page 2)
PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS
1) Written Petitions and communications from the floor.
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT PUBLIC HEARINGS
1) Case #2022-002 – Variance Public Hearing on the question of authorizing either a corner side
yard setback variance or an interior side yard setback variance for the construction of a new
single-family dwelling unit with an attached garage, filed by Chris Stegall, to be located at 195
Monroe Ave., Green River, Wyoming. (Report Packet Page 12)
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARINGS
1) None
OLD BUSINESS
1) None
NEW BUSINESS
1) None
REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS FROM STAFF
1) April 2022 Report (Report Packet Page 28)
ADJOURNMENT
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PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MINUTES
(Serving as the Board of Adjustment)
April 13, 2022 6:30 p.m.
City Hall Council Chambers

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Commissioner Mike Brown, Chair; Commissioner Tim Knight, Vice-Chair; Commissioner
Marriella Slaughter; Commissioner Karl Bozner; Commissioner Michele Schmidt; Commissioner
Amanda Potts
MEMBERS ABSENT:
Commissioner Tina Porter
ALSO PRESENT:
Dogan & Cristy Gunduz, Residents; Joe Seneshale, Applicant; Kenneth Walker, Uinta
Engineering; George Jost, City Council Member; Gary Killpack, City Council Liaison; Amy Cox,
Planning & Zoning Administrator; Mark Westenskow, Public Works Director; Ken Yager, Senior
Building Inspector; Yvonne Olguin, Recording Secretary
CALL TO ORDER
Chair Brown called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.
ROLL CALL
After roll call it was determined there was a quorum present to proceed.
AGENDA
1) Review and acceptance of the April 13, 2022 meeting agenda.
Commissioner Knight moved to approve the agenda for April 13, 2022. Commissioner Slaughter
seconded the motion. Motion carried. (6-0)
ACCEPTANCE OF CORRESPONDENCE AND STAFF REPORTS
1) Acceptance of all correspondence and staff reports into the record.
Commissioner Bozner moved to approve all correspondence and staff reports into the record.
Commissioner Schmidt seconded the motion. Motion carried. (6-0)
MINUTES
1) Review and acceptance of the February 9, 2022 meeting minutes.
Commissioner Bozner moved to approve the minutes of February 9, 2022. Commissioner Potts
seconded the motion. Motion carried. (6-0)

5/11/22 P&Z Packet Page 2 of 36

PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS
1) None
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT PUBLIC HEARINGS
1) None
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARINGS
1) None
OLD BUSINESS
1) None
NEW BUSINESS
1) Case #2022-001 – Preliminary Plat Review- Seneshale Addition, a re-subdivision of
Tracts B & C of the Lincoln School Addition, for a proposed 29 lot single family
residential subdivision containing 8.7 acres, more or less, filed by Joe Seneshale (JS
Construction).
Ms. Cox said the petitioner is requesting Preliminary Plat review for the proposed Seneshale
Addition Subdivision, a Re-subdivision of the Lincoln School Addition, of Tract B & C, which is
located north of the Lynn Subdivision. The new subdivision is proposed to have 29 new singlefamily residential lots. Total acreage of the proposed subdivision is 8.7 acres, more or less. The
property is currently owned by the City of Green River; however, the City has entered into a
Purchase and Development Agreement with JS Construction to develop the property for single
family residential lots. The property will transfer to JS Construction with the recording of the
Final Plat.
Current Zoning on the property is R-2 (Single Family Residential), which is “predominantly small
lot, medium-density, single-family detached residential areas.” See the height & bulk
requirements for the R-2 zoning district in chart below:
Minimum lot area square foot
Minimum gross floor area square foot
Minimum front yard setback
Minimum corner setback (not main entry)
Minimum rear yard setback
Minimum side yard setback
Minimum open space in percentage of lot area and in square footage
Maximum height for all permitted principal structures
Minimum width of zone lot

R-2
6,000
1,000
20’
15’
15’
7.5’
30%
35’
60’

Property adjacent to this subdivision are also zoned R-2. The applicant is proposing a
subdivision variance to coincide with the Preliminary Plat. As stated in the Subdivision
Ordinance, all requests for subdivision variances shall be submitted to the City Council and shall
be referred to the Planning Commission for comments and recommendations prior to any action
taken by City Council.
The following four (4) Subdivision Variances will be required:
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•
•

•
•

Street Right-of-Way Width – in accordance with Appendix C, Section 8.b.(16), each local
street shall have a 60’ wide right-of-way width. The applicant is proposing the streets to
have 50’ wide right-of-way width.
Street Center Radii (Curve) – in accordance with Appendix C, Section 8.b.(19), street
centerline radii for local streets shall be a minimum of 100’ at all curves with a deflection
of more than 10 degrees. One curve on Memory Lane is proposed to have an 80’
centerline radius.
Cul-de-sac Radius – in accordance with Appendix C, Section 8.b.(8), all culs-de-sac
shall have a right-of-way radius of not less than 60’. The cul-de-sac on Outlaw Cove
shows a right-of-way radius of 50’.
Lot Depth to Front Ratio – in accordance with Appendix C, Section 8.c.(5), the depth to
front ratio of lots shall not exceed two and five-tenths to one (2.5:1). Several lots are
shown to exceed the 2.5:1 depth to front ratio.

These subdivision variances are tentatively scheduled to be considered at the May 3, 2022 City
Council Meeting. The Development Review Committee (DRC) met on March 24, 2022 to
discuss the Preliminary Plat dated 2/16/22. Included with this report are all the comments that
were submitted. The Preliminary Plat (dated 3/31/22) that is submitted with this report packet
was received on April 4, 2022 and it incorporates some of the recommended changes that were
discussed at the DRC meeting. The revised Preliminary Plat is being sent to the DRC
electronically to solicit further comments. A meeting notice was published in the Green River
Star on April 7, 2022 and notification letters were mailed to adjacent property owners. It was
stated in the property letter that anyone wishing to submit data or testimony related to the
petition may appear at the time and place of the public meeting.
The Preliminary Plat you are looking at now is the revised one. I sent it out on April 4, 2022 for
comments and I will briefly go over those. The representative of Century Link said I have no
issues with this but I only work with Century Link Lumen local facilities. There is a Lumen
national fiber that I know a request was sent for relocation at Lumen.com to address because I
see all the requests that come through. You will need to address any conflicts with whomever
contacts you from national as they are not in Wyoming. I do not know who any of them are and
there are different internal companies under the Lumen umbrella than the one I work for. Some
of the minor changes mostly from me and Mr. Westenskow’s comments are basic ones. He
needs to change the name and do the re-subdivision in the title which he did. He corrected
several of the setbacks. I still have one lot, lot 15 has an incorrect rear setback of 15’ so that
will still need to be corrected. I have asked that he notes on the plat the way the houses are
going to face because we have some double frontage lots so I want him to clarify directly on the
plat which direction they will be facing. One of Mr. Westenskow’s comments was there to the
left he has some radii is updated per Mr. Westenskow’s comments but curved data is not
included in the table. On lots 1 and 24 they updated the radii but they need to add that to the
chart. These are all minor things that will be taken care of at the development phase. Between
lots 10 and 11 from the first Preliminary Plat they didn’t have that as a corridor they have now
changed it to a 15’ wide drainage corridor. Up by lot 15 which is the corner going into the culde-sac, I am not sure on how they are going to dedicate it but they added some kind of corridor
potentially there it could either be a pedestrian drainage right-of-way or corridor if they take the
line off the back, it could be part of tract 1. Per Mr. Westenskow’s comments they added a 10’
easement along the back on tract 1 around the fiber line which Mr. Westenskow can go into
further. We still need to determine whether that is an acceptable width or not on that easement
for the fiber line. Those are the main differences between the original Preliminary Plat that was
submitted to this one. The applicant is here to answer any of your questions.
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Chair Brown said the applicant can address the commission first then the few members of the
public next and then questions and comments from the commission.
Mr. Walker said I am with Uinta Engineering and I represent Mr. Joe Seneshale and Mr.
Seneshale is here if you have any questions for him. We saw this last time on the Sketch Plat
we made a few minor revisions but it is pretty much the same thing you saw before. I will
answer any questions you have.
Commissioner Slaughter asked do any of these lots need variances to meet the minimum
standards set by the city. Mr. Walker asked as far as lot sizes. Commissioner Slaughter said
yes. Mr. Walker said there are no lots under 7,000 square feet. This area allows lots down to
6,000 square feet. These are substantially larger than required. There are no problems getting
houses on any of these lots. All these houses have a footprint of around 1,500 square feet or
bigger. Ms. Cox said the one lot on 15 is going to require a 15’ rear yard setback so that house
won’t quite fit there. I am not sure how much that will change. Mr. Walker said we build houses
on lots quite smaller than this. Sometimes you have to custom build them for the lot. We do
that all the time.
Chair Brown said for clarification along with this Preliminary Plat there are four (4) variances that
are going to accompany the Preliminary Plat simultaneously. One being the ratio is less than
two and half times on a handful of lots, the cul-de-sac radius, the street right-of-way width and
the curve radius from 100’ to 80’. I know the right-of-way width has been reduced does the culde-sac itself is it going to physically be able to enable a fire truck to turn around. Mr. Walker
said it does. The pavement curb is the standard width. We have eliminated the green strip
between the lot and the sidewalk or the green strip between the sidewalk and the curb which is
similar to what we have done to the subdivision next door the Lynn Subdivision.
Commissioner Slaughter asked there is no Homeowners Association (HOA) involved in this.
Mr. Walker replied correct.
Mr. Gunduz approached the podium and said I am Dogan Gunduz of 435 North 7th West Street.
I have a couple of concerns. My house is facing the street right across from the street. We are
going to have all the traffic and the lights of the cars aiming into our bedroom windows. It is
going to be an inconvenience to me and my property. My main concern is how this is going to
affect my property value. Commissioner Slaughter said it is an interesting issue and something
that needs to be thought about. Mr. Gunduz said I appreciate your consideration and the
engineer’s consideration on any solutions for that. The other concern I have is we are new to
the neighborhood but I have talked to other neighbors I am remiss that they are not here but
trying to make some land there a park area. All of Green River is excellent at having parks and
recreational facilities for the children and the northside of town really doesn’t have anything on
that side except for the park at Washington. We are a family that home schools so we cannot
access the park at the school during school times. If you home school your children you are left
out. Another concern I have is access to Castle Rock. Many neighbor children and adults use it
for hiking and use it to get to the beyond land and now access to that area is cut off. I heard
something about an easement or right-of-way for people to walk through. Mr. Seneshale said
there is a little spot there for a park. Mr. Walker said it is up there in the cul-de-sac. There is a
drainage corridor that staff recommended as an access way into that park area we are
dedicating in the corner. Mr. Gunduz said I appreciate you putting that in there.
Mr. Gunduz asked are the houses going to be in similar fashion and size to the ones on Lynn
Court. Mr. Seneshale said I am just developing the land. I am going to sell it so whatever
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contractors buy. Mr. Gunduz asked what are the regulations for the height of these houses. As
it is now this land is already on a hill above the other houses and the second cul-de-sac is on
another hill on top of that so we are stacking houses on top of houses which will completely
overshadow the entire neighborhood. Ms. Cox said the maximum height for all permitted
principal structures is 35’. Mr. Gunduz said this will affect the neighborhood too, the property
values of the houses that are overshadowed by these structures. I would like that to be
considered.
Chair Brown asked does the city have any current plans for tract 1 that open space at this time.
Ms. Cox said we do not, there have been some discussion and Mr. Westenskow can elaborate
on that. Mr. Westenskow said when this property was initially put out to bid City Council was
very concerned that there be some remaining property available for some kind of recreational
use. There was no declaration that it needed to be any kind of playground or anything like that
but it was important to them that there was an element of it that would be retained for public
access. Through the development of the Sketch Plat there has been a difference of opinion
about what that needed to become. Our Parks and Recreation Department is not interested in
developing a full-scale park but our Green River Greenbelt Taskforce does recognize the value
of having trails particularly those that would access Castle Rock. There have been discussions
about the use of this corner for those purposes to be able to provide public access to public
trails.
Commissioner Bozner asked are there any ordinances against a three-way intersection instead
of a four-way like Mr. Gunduz was talking about because it is going into his house. Mr.
Westenskow said there is nothing against a three-legged intersection but it does require if you
have a minimum offset to facilitate the traffic movement and that minimum offset is 125’ and this
is right there and that 125’ is centerline to centerline. In this case they are trying to hold that
125’ off of 4th Street. They are trying to hold it and make it balance there for their turning
movements to be adequately off of 4th Street and also staying way off of the corner of 5th Street.
The previous subdivision was done just to the south they aligned with the alley and that worked
out relatively well for them. On this one they are a little bit offset from the alley. Looking at the
aerial I think it is worth going out there and taking a look and measuring off and seeing where
that street lines up relative to the house versus the alley. I know there is a little bit of a side yard
there. I would be glad to meet with the neighbor and take a look at that.
Chair Brown asked would some type of screening potentially be an option, semi mature trees
across the street along the greenspace between the sidewalk maybe if there is room in a
median. Is there a way to screen that from headlights? Mr. Westenskow said there is value in
taking a look and seeing where those things line up relative to the home and windows and
seeing what options might be available. Mr. Westenskow said as far as the type of homes as
far as property values what is proposed is single family residential as the same zoning as the
adjacent properties, whether those same style of homes something nicer something not as nice
that is totally up to the market.
Chair Brown asked do we see a lot of three-story homes going up in Green River. Mr.
Westenskow said we don’t. Chair Brown said it is 35’. Mr. Westenskow said that would be
essentially three (3) stories but we don’t see a lot of that. You might see some if you are in a
situation where you have a daylight either a garage under or a daylight basement you might
have two (2) over that but typically on a flattish lot we typically don’t see three (3) story things
but again it is going to be what the market dictates.
Commissioner Slaughter asked could you talk about the frontages on those culs-de-sac parcels
that are requesting variances. They look narrow. Mr. Westenskow said the variances on the
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centerline radius which ends up to be where the lots themselves are not necessarily a variance
because there is a provision to allow some kind of a pie shaped lot with a narrower frontage.
Where we run into there with the 80’ centerline radius is our standard is 100’. We have seen 80’
successfully implemented elsewhere in the city. Commissioner Slaughter asked if you narrow
the centerline radius to 80’ and somebody is pulling their trailer and somebody is parked on the
street is that a problem. Mr. Westenskow said at 80’ we have not seen it be a problem. We
have seen it effectively implemented elsewhere in the city. I wouldn’t say we are supporting the
variance but we are not opposed because we have seen it effectively work elsewhere.
Commissioner Slaughter said I was wondering because of my own street. With narrow
frontages and people with recreational vehicles (RVs) they can’t put them on their lots because
they have narrow frontage so their house will go wide enough that there won’t be no RV parking
in that area per se on every lot and then they are going to be on the street. Mr. Westenskow
said the setbacks in this zone are not established with RV parking on the site built in. This is an
R-2 zone it has relatively narrow side setbacks so there is not necessarily presumption of offstreet RV parking unless the builder wants to build it that way. Commissioner Slaughter said
but I think there is a presumption in the mind of the buyers that they will own their RVs and they
will park them wherever that isn’t the presumption of the builder that isn’t the presumption of the
city. We are an RV community. Mr. Westkenskow said we are and we are also tasked with
enforcing the codes as they are written and not as we might wish them to be otherwise.
Commissioner Slaughter said we are also a multi car vehicle community.
Mrs. Gunduz said I know there are other neighbors I am speaking for which I don’t have. They
have other arguments or concerns and there are significant reasons why they couldn’t be here
tonight so I can’t entirely speak for them. A personal story of my own we moved here three (3)
years ago for health reasons and we worked very hard to find a home on the edge of town
because I am very sick and there are days I cannot get out of bed and there are days I can’t
walk. Castle Rock is sometimes my only thing that gets me through the day. This is going to
take my whole view and all I am going to see is houses. We would be outside the city if we had
the money. We are here and it saved my life but there is me and many other neighbors that
were very distraught that this is happening. I have many other concerns besides losing the view
and access to Castle Rock which we walk nearly every day when weather permits and that track
taking away my children’s play area where there are no other places for them to play when
school is in session. The traffic I don’t know how this area is going to support these many
houses. When school gets out it is very busy and it is not safe. Many people walk their dogs
and walk that track there is no other place on this side of town to go for that.
Chair Brown said I would encourage Mr. Westenskow and others from the city to meet with the
neighbors to see about the headlight issue, the access point and try to work with the neighbors
as best as you can on a lot of these issues.
Commissioner Potts said since this is starting to affect our views of our community and that is a
lot of the reason why people live in Green River as opposed to Rock Springs is the beautiful
views we have here. I am a real estate agent so I would just wonder if instead of going with the
standard 35’ that is city wide can it be regulated different for a different area where they can
only put in a ranch on the higher levels so it is not affecting people’s views instead of a three (3)
story building or a garage. I am seeing one going up right now that has a garage and two (2)
stories I am glad I am not that person behind them. They have a great view but those people
who were there first don’t now. It is like California you buy the view. I know we are not
California but it’s the view and we are Wyoming. We are trying to keep and preserve what we
have maybe we keep that in mind. This area if it is at an elevation of this it can only be this high
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if it is an elevation of this then you can do the standard 35’. Ms. Cox said unfortunately we are
tied to the way the ordinances are written now. There is no way for me to enforce that.
Commissioner Bozner said I think that happens everywhere. If you were the first one there is
always going to be another house you don’t know how big it is going to be but obviously it is not
going to be over 35’ but you can’t just leave the space empty. I do think we need the houses
but at the same time I think we need to work with the neighbors too.
Chair Brown said our role as commissioners’ tonight is to approve or disapprove the Preliminary
Plat and as part of that we can attach conditions to our approval. If it is of the commission’s
desire to attach conditions I don’t know that we couldn’t attach a condition of a maximum
building height or a one story or whatever it may be. I don’t know if we can’t do that.
Mr. Gunduz said I would encourage and implore the commission to as you said Commissioner
Potts Green River has an air to it. Green River is unique. People come here from all over the
world for world class fishing for sightseeing that is our bread and butter in some cases. To
preserve the nature and preserve the air of Green River I would ask that you would seriously
consider and write in that accommodation especially as the higher up you go the elevation of
the houses decreases for example the ranch. I love that idea. A log cabin looking ranch would
add to the scenery and it would add to property value. I think it would be a win-win.
Chair Brown asked as the developer to add this condition to the plat what would that do to you.
Were you anticipating single story houses or was it open? Mr. Seneshale said on some of them
I was on the lower parts. On the upper parts you are probably going to have a garage
underneath like a two-story that is what I foresee but I am not going to tell builders how to build
on here I just own the lots. I am building lots and selling them. They will probably have a
garage underneath and then a house on top. Commissioner Slaughter said would you agree it
is reasonable to state the lot size is going to dictate whether the house is one story, two (2)
story or three (3) story not so much something else because with these being smaller frontage
lots there is only so much you can do to get a garage and a house. Mr. Seneshale said the
more I put onto the contractors and say you can’t do this you can’t do that I will be sitting on lots
ten (10) years from now. I can’t tell them you can’t do this you can’t do that. I am just
developing the land.
Council Liaison Killpack asked because this will eventually get to us at the City Council I don’t
know if your conditions bind the City Council to accept those conditions. Chair Brown said they
do not. Council Liaison Killpack said that is my only caution. You might put those conditions
and they might get to the City Council and then those on the council may disagree or agree.
Commissioner Slaughter asked as they build these streets what is being done to mitigate any
problems of flooding from the upper levels down to the bottom levels. Is there a plan in place?
Mr. Westenskow said that is actually one of the elements we have spoken with the developer’s
engineer about to make sure that those lots 1-10 in the corner that the wall be protected from
run off. As we get into construction drawings that is an element of discussion we want to
continue to have with them about how is it that the grading on these lots can be constructed in
such a way to protect the integrity of that wall from any run off in that direction. For the most
part we have been talking to the engineer about making sure we are catching the run on and
getting it through. There is a big ditch that runs through there that collects any of the run off that
is coming up higher on the hill that obviously needs to be caught again with whatever
improvements are made here and conveyed to 7th Street where it goes now and get into the
system. We want to make sure anything new is also getting into the system and not just
running toward that wall it is definitely an area of concern we have been having ongoing
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discussions about. Commissioner Slaughter asked are you also looking for protection of those
basements. Mr. Westenskow said absolutely as we look at those lots the building codes from
the structural perspective there are going to be certain offsets that need to be met whether there
be a basement or whether it be a ranch the forces the bearing capacities of those are not
impacting adversely that wall as well.
Commissioner Slaughter I am greatly concerned there is a real problem for traffic street parking
the normal everyday things that people do, the safety, the amount of congestion down the main
street. I am concerned with these variances by approving smaller frontages we are actually
saying okay to more congestion of homes and vehicles and parking and everything that goes
with it. I feel maybe we are dividing this pie down too small too many people. Mr. Walker said
we are not asking for variances on the frontages the variance is to allow the lots to be more than
two and a half times deep as they are wide. The frontages are adequate they meet the zoning
requirements. Most of them far exceed it. The pie shaped ones down in the corner those are
the ones we are asking the variances for because they are so deep. Technically we could just
lop the back of the lots off and not ask for a variance but we would like to have a little bit of room
in there so we can move the houses back if they want to so those lots although they are pie
shaped in the front but they do have enough width on them.
Ms. Cox said they do have
additional setback requirements to show at that 60’ setback. If you look at lot 8 normally a front
setback would only be 20’ and it is 32’ back before it gets to that 60’ width that line will be
included on the final plat that will be their setback they won’t be able to put it at the typical 20’
setback on those lots. Commissioner Slaughter asked so that doesn’t make the lot any wider
where the curb and gutter are. Ms. Cox replied correct. Commissioner Slaughter said it still
makes it a very short and narrow place at the curb and gutter. Ms. Cox replied correct. Chair
Brown asked I don’t think the streets are physically going to be any narrower. Ms. Cox replied
no and reading through previous reports in previous subdivisions where we have allowed these
subdivision variances there was a Smart Growth workshop done a while back before I was ever
here the city was trying to implement some of the narrower streets and rights-of-way that were
discussed during that workshop that’s why some of these subdivision variances were granted.
Chair Brown said the city had a lot of asphalt to maintain already. Mr. Westenskow said as far
as the street width is concerned what is proposed is our standard street section 37’ feet curb to
curb with sidewalks behind and most of the residential streets in town are built to that our typical
width. The variances requested is to run a narrower right-of-way our standard right-of-way is
60’ which allows quite a lot of greenspace if the sidewalk is adjacent quite a bit of greenspace
that ends up being front yards or a green plantar strip. We don’t see that in a lot of areas in
town. Most of the development that occurred in the 1970s and 1980s was built with the 55’
right-of-way and we see that in a lot of town where we have adjacent sidewalks. This particular
area of town is interesting because it is kind of that transition between the older part of town that
has the detached sidewalks and a newer portion that was built in the 1970s that has attached
sidewalks so we kind of have a transition going on here this one faces the portion that has
attached sidewalks basically it has its back towards the portion that would be further south that
has detached sidewalks. It is an interesting transition zone. A 50’ right-of-way has been
effectively implemented in with this same street width in many locations. The adjacent
subdivision is an example as is several others. It is a variance. As far as the frontage width
whenever we get into a corner area code allows for those pie shaped lots to take that further
setback into account to be a compliant lot. It recognizes that not everything is a square and
when you run into curves you may need to have a situation where that setback needs to be
pulled back a little bit. As far as the lot to depth it’s exactly as Mr. Walker said the only area
that’s over that two and a half ratio or the tail ends on the lots trying to take advantage and use
the property that is there just so that it is not orphaned. It is not affecting the buildable area of
the lots. For the most part he is trying to use the property that’s available in a way that is
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efficient in a way that is effective that doesn’t do things that are abnormal relative to other
developments in the city.
Chair Brown asked traffic in the mornings and evenings based on the number of lots out there
what do you see during a peak hour of traffic. Mr. Westenskow said a.m. peak hour is 0.75 trips
per unit so at twenty-nine (29) units or twenty-eight (28) because one of them fronts on 7th
Street twenty-eight (28) you are looking at twenty-one (21) of that probably 70% or 80% are
going to be leaving so you might have sixteen (16) or seventeen (17) vehicles leaving in the
a.m. peak hour so they would be trying to exit with very few coming in. With school traffic might
some of them turn right maybe to drop their kids off maybe they send their kids walking to
school. We had a similar conversation when Lynn Court was developed rather this is half as
many. No one has called me about traffic problems at Lynn Court. This one is a little bit closer
and a little bit bigger. The p.m. peak hour is 1.01 per unit so you are talking thirty (30) cars
most of them coming in probably again sixteen (16) or seventeen (17) coming in most of them
are going to be coming up 7th Street and turning into the subdivision a few trying to turn left out.
Council Liaison Killpack said Chair Brown mentioned conditions although the council is not
bound to them I want you to know they take those comments into consideration very heavily.
We take it seriously what you recommend because you are so thorough.
Mr. Gunduz said this development is nearly twice the size of Lynn Court so twice the impact and
with the impact of Lynn Court so when we talk about peak times it’s double than what is
happening at Lynn Court now. I am curious as why there isn’t a right-of-way or a street going
out to North 5th West Street. Mr. Westenskow said there was actually a lot of early discussion
about putting a thorough road through North 5th West Street there are certain advantages to
that. The fire code allows up to thirty (30) units to be accessed from a single access so it does
comply with fire code. It is not required by the code to have a second access until they have
over thirty (30) units. Mr. Walker said North 5th West Street is very steep it is much steeper than
7th Street. The only way to access that would be on that diagonal and if you put a road on there
you are jeopardizing that retaining wall. There is a retaining wall on that subdivision of Lynn
Court on two (2) sides there. I have the design criteria on that and they didn’t design it for any
surcharge on the back side of that wall. On these lots we have a line in there that they can’t
build behind because that wall is not designed for a big surcharge. I don’t think we can put a
road in there without jeopardizing that retaining wall.
Mrs. Gunduz said as far as population and traffic we already have people parking in front of our
house and blocking our driveway on the other side. There is a significant congestion problem
already. What if is there damage to our house? There has already been a cracked foundation
because of I-80 going through Castle Rock. I don’t know if they are going to do blasting I know
when they were finishing the last houses on that newer neighborhood that is there now there
was quite a bit of pounding and our house was vibrating. What is our recourse if something
happens to our house? I have mold illness if we get water in our basement we will be forced to
move otherwise I die. Chair Brown said there is rock somewhere up there. Do you anticipate
blasting at all for this rock or is it going to be excavated or ripped? Mr. Walker said I can’t
answer that yet we have a geotechnical report being done on this. They have drilled some
preliminary holes and told me they did not hit substantial rock. I was mostly concerned about
over against 5th North Street because there is a big cut there well there could be quite a bit of
rock in there. They have drilled a total of ten (10) to twelve (12) holes they told me they haven’t
hit bad rock nothing they couldn’t dig through. I don’t anticipate any blasting for sure.
Mr. Gunduz asked the houses on North 7th West Street are there any plans about the water run
off coming that way and coming into my house and the house next to mine. Mr. Weskenskow
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said there is a storm line in 7th Street that we want to get all that water into and not have
concentrated flow getting onto 7th Street.
Chair Brown said if we are to approve this tonight I would offer two (2) conditions. Number one
is that because council is binding and we are not I would offer a condition in that the view shed
is analyzed for these homes because this is an existing neighborhood and this is a concern that
was brought forth tonight I would offer a condition that the council look at the view sheds and
consider those view sheds when approving the plat. The second condition I would suggest
would be some sort of stable surface for that access to tract 1 whether it be a gravel or
something that is walkable something that would be considered maybe an all-weather type of
access not just dirt, weeds and mud so somebody could access that. I don’t know if you can
access Castle Rock from tract 1 but I would offer a condition that the little strip of land for
access have something applied to it gravel or some kind of stable surface so that its traversable
for pedestrians.
Mr. Gunduz said we have a Greenbelt and I believe that access to Castle Rock is part of that. I
don’t know if it is a historical thing or a protected land. How does that play into this? Mr.
Westenskow said there is a volunteer trail up to Castle Rock but I don’t know if it is actually part
of the Greenbelt but I know the Greenbelt Taskforce is interested into making that a part of their
system as they have been going through their masterplan that back corner of tract 1 is an area
they have expressed interest in. They still are developing their masterplan they are working
with the national park service and some professionals from there but that is one of those areas
they have incorporated that they would like to see more formalized. Ms. Cox said if you choose
to do approval with conditions that you approve contingent on the approval of subdivision
variances of the council approving those subdivision variances. You can also request
modifications and if they are substantial you can request that it comes back before you for
further discussion. A revised Preliminary Plat can be resubmitted for further discussion.
Vice-Chair Knight said you have some conflicting ideas the first is you have a developer who is
trying to develop property which they have the right to do and which we want to encourage in
our community. We want to encourage appropriate growth but it is important to consider the
impacts on neighbors which is what this whole process is about. They have done a really good
job to try to listen to what has been asked of them from the city staff to try to accommodate the
different sizes. The variances they are asking for are perfectly reasonable there is nothing
exceptional there. I understand the concerns of the neighbors and if I lived across the street I
would be concerned too. You never know what that growth is going to do to you. It is not our
job to try to limit what people can do with their property outside of keeping within the codes and
reasonable expectations that we work with our neighbors. If we do our best to keep that street
from coming right into their windows that’s worth looking at. There is not a lot we can do as far
as telling builders they can’t build according to the building code. We can’t say unless we
change the ordinances which we don’t have authority to do that we say you can’t build it. We
can suggest it and hope they are good neighbors and that is fine but I don’t think the City
Council can seriously take it as an actionable item. It would been nice to communicate that to
the builders or to the people buying the property but I don’t think we can do that so I don’t know
if that is really going to do a whole lot of good. I would feel bad that we cut off people’s views
but I recognize when you buy property you want to build a house that fits your family. I respect
the concern but I am not sure there is a lot that can happen there. Can we limit the number of
houses there maybe they can reduce the number of lots but they also want to maximize their
profits so that is reasonable? They tried for twenty-nine (29) at one point and maybe even thirty
(30). They have come down to twenty-eight (28) with all our previous discussions. It is not
reasonable to come off of the other side. They can’t develop that road. There is nothing we can
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do to add anything on that. The traffic will be inconvenient at certain times just like it is in every
neighborhood. In my neighborhood schools across the street I have to worry about busses and
kids and all the other things but I have a similar situation in my house where we come into a
three-way and we have a school right there we have to work around it. People will eventually
work around it. I don’t think there is much more we can do with this.
The commissioners discussed possible conditions.
Commissioner Schmidt moved to approve the Preliminary Plat for the Seneshale Addition, a resubdivision of Tracts B & C of the Lincoln School Addition, for a proposed 29 lot single family
residential subdivision containing 8.7 acres, more or less, filed by Joe Seneshale with the
following conditions, maintain a walkable access to the public volunteer trail to Castle Rock,
mitigate visual view impact and traffic impact upon neighboring properties with approval being
contingent on council approval of subdivision variances. Vice-Chair Knight seconded the
motion. Motion carried (6-0)
REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS FROM STAFF
1) March 2022 Reports
Ms. Cox presented a brief overview of the March 2022 Building and Business Reports.
(Note: The foregoing is intended as a general summary of the proceedings before the
Commission. It is not a verbatim transcript of the taped proceedings. Digital recordings
are maintained in the Development Services Department).
ADJOURNMENT
Vice-Chair Knight moved to adjourn the meeting at 7:58 p.m. Commissioner Schmidt seconded
the motion. Motion carried. (6-0)

______________________________
Chair

______________________________
Date

______________________________
Secretary

______________________________
Date
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Planning & Zoning Commission
Staff Report

May 11, 2022
Agenda Item: BOA Public Hearing 1

CASE NUMBER:

2022-002

PETITIONER/OWNER:

Chris Stegall

PURPOSE:

Authorization of either a Corner Side Setback Variance
or an Interior Side Setback Variance

ZONE LOT DESCRIPTION:

Monroe 2nd Blk 1 Lot 1

LOCATION:

195 Monroe Ave.

ZONING:

R-4 (Multi-Family Residential)

CURRENT USE:

Single-Family Residence

EXHIBITS:

A
B
C
D
E
F
G
H

Location Map
Zoning Map
Application
Site Plan “Option A”
Site Plan “Option B”
Public Hearing Notice
Copy of sign posted on property
Adjacent Property Letter

DISCUSSION:
The petitioner, Chris Stegall, is requesting consideration to authorize either a corner side setback variance or
an interior side setback variance of approximately 2.5 feet, for the construction of a new single-family dwelling
unit with an attached garage to be located at 195 Monroe Avenue, Green River, Wyoming.
Proposed Option A: Pursuant to Appendix B, Section 2.3.7. of the City of Green River Code of
Ordinances, the corner side yard setback in an R-4 Zoning District shall be a minimum distance of 15 feet
from the corner side property line. The petitioner is requesting to locate the new home 12.5 feet from the
corner side property line (necessary variance of approximately 2.5 feet). Please refer to attached site plan
(Exhibit D).
Proposed Option B: Pursuant to Appendix B, Section 2.3.11. of the City of Green River Code of
Ordinances, the interior side yard setback in an R-4 Zoning District shall be a minimum distance of 7.5 feet
from the interior side property line. The petitioner is requesting to locate the new home 5 feet from the
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interior side property line (necessary variance of approximately 2.5 feet). Please refer to attached site plan
(Exhibit E).
This property is currently zoned R-4 (Multi-Family Residential District) which is described as “predominately
higher density residential areas used for a variety of types of attached and detached residential units, including
single, multiple and institutional dwelling units”.
The minimum lot width in the R-4 zoning district is 60 feet with a minimum lot area of 6,000 square feet. Based
on the County Assessor’s Office records, this property is 9,800 square feet in size. The subject property is 70
feet wide by 140 feet deep.
In an R-4 zoning district, 50% of the zone lot must remain as open space. If approved, total coverage will be
approximately 4,040 square feet, or only 41% of the lot (59% open space).

MINIMUM CONDITIONS FOR A VARIANCE:
Each variance authorized shall not be personal to the applicant but shall apply to the specific use or structure
for which the variance was granted and shall run with the land. In accordance with the City of Green River
Code of Ordinances, Appendix B, Section 12.3(B), no variance shall be authorized unless the board shall find
that all of the following conditions exist:
1) That the variance will not authorize a permitted use other than those enumerated in the zoning district
in which the variance is sought.
2) That owing to extraordinary circumstances or conditions relating to the land or building for which the
variance is sought, literal enforcement of the provisions of this ordinance will result in unnecessary
hardship and deprive the applicant of a reasonable use of his land or building.
3) That the extraordinary circumstances were not created by the owner of the property and do not
represent a general condition of the district in which the property is located.
4) That the variance, if granted, will not substantially or permanently injures any adjacent, conforming
property.
5) That the variance will not alter the character of the district in which it is located.
6) That the variance, if granted, will not result in an extraordinary gain in use, service or income for the
property when compared with adjacent, conforming uses in the same district.
7) That the variance, if granted, is the minimum variance and the least modification that will afford the
relief sought.
8) That the variance will be in harmony with the spirit of this ordinance and will not adversely affect the
public health, safety or welfare.
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PUBLIC COMMENT:
A Public Hearing Notice was published in the Green River Star on Thursday, April 21, 2022 and Thursday,
April 28, 2022. A sign was posted on the property in compliance with Appendix B, Chapter 12, Section
12.4.(A). In addition, to ensure proper notification to nearby property owners, on April 27, 2022, notification
letters were mailed to all property owners within 200’ of the subject property. It was stated in both the Public
Hearing Notice and the Property Letter that anyone wishing to submit data or testimony related to the petition
may appear at the time and place of the public hearing.
SAMPLE MOTION:
If it is found by the Board of Adjustment that all of the required conditions listed above are met, I would
recommend the following motion:
“Upon finding that all of the conditions required under the City of Green River Code of Ordinances, Appendix B,
Section 12.3.(B) are satisfied, I move to approve:
Option A: the corner side yard setback variance of approximately 2.5 feet, for the construction of a new
single-family dwelling unit with an attached garage to be located at 195 Monroe Avenue, Green River,
Wyoming, as presented on the submitted site plan.
Option B: the interior side yard setback variance of approximately 2.5 feet, for the construction of a new
single-family dwelling unit with an attached garage to be located at 195 Monroe Avenue, Green River,
Wyoming, as presented on the submitted site plan.

PLEASE NOTE: If the Board chooses to deny the requested variance, please list the specific
variance conditions that the board determines are not met as these are necessary for the
preparation of the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.
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EXHIBIT A – LOCATION MAP
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EXHIBIT B – ZONING MAP
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EXHIBIT C
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EXHIBIT D
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EXHIBIT E
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EXHIBIT F
CITY OF GREEN RIVER
PUBLIC HEARING LEGAL NOTICE
TAKE NOTICE, on Wednesday, May 11, 2022, the City of Green River Planning and
Zoning Commission (serving as the Board of Adjustment), will hold a public hearing at 6:30
p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers, 50 East 2nd North, Green River, Wyoming, to
consider the following variance request:
Case #2022-002 filed by Chris Stegall. The public hearing will be on the question of
authorizing either a corner side yard setback variance or an interior side yard setback
variance for the construction of a new single-family dwelling unit with an attached 50’ x 50’
garage to be located at 195 Monroe Ave., Green River, Wyoming.
Proposed Option A: Pursuant to Appendix B, Section 2.3.7. of the City of Green River
Code of Ordinances, the corner side yard setback in an R-4 Zoning District shall be a
minimum distance of 15 feet from the corner side property line. The petitioner is requesting
to locate the new home 12.5 feet from the corner side property line (necessary variance of
approximately 2.5 feet).
Proposed Option B: Pursuant to Appendix B, Section 2.3.11. of the City of Green River
Code of Ordinances, the interior side yard setback in an R-4 Zoning District shall be a
minimum distance of 7.5 feet from the interior side property line. The petitioner is
requesting to locate the new home 5 feet from the interior side property line (necessary
variance of approximately 2.5 feet).
Plans and specifications are on file in the Development Services office located at City Hall,
50 East 2nd North, for review of interested persons. Anyone wishing to be heard on the
subject of this application may appear at the time and place of the public hearing hereby set
forth.
(s) Yvonne Olguin, Recording Secretary
Publish: 4/21/22 and 4/28/22
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EXHIBIT G
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EXHIBIT H

April 27, 2022

Dear Adjacent Property Owner/Interested Party:

TAKE NOTICE, on Wednesday, May 11, 2022 the City of Green River Planning and Zoning
Commission (serving as the Board of Adjustment), will hold a public hearing at 6:30 p.m. in the City
Hall Council Chambers, 50 East 2nd North, Green River, Wyoming, to consider the following
variance request:
Case #2022-002 filed by Chris Stegall. The public hearing will be on the question of
authorizing either a corner side yard setback variance or an interior side yard setback
variance for the construction of a new single-family dwelling unit with an attached 50’ x
50’ garage to be located at 195 Monroe Ave., Green River, Wyoming.
Proposed Option A: Pursuant to Appendix B, Section 2.3.7. of the City of Green River
Code of Ordinances, the corner side yard setback in an R-4 Zoning District shall be a
minimum distance of 15 feet from the corner side property line. The petitioner is
requesting to locate the new home 12.5 feet from the corner side property line (necessary
variance of approximately 2.5 feet).
Proposed Option B: Pursuant to Appendix B, Section 2.3.11. of the City of Green River
Code of Ordinances, the interior side yard setback in an R-4 Zoning District shall be a
minimum distance of 7.5 feet from the interior side property line. The petitioner is
requesting to locate the new home 5 feet from the interior side property line (necessary
variance of approximately 2.5 feet).
Please refer to the attached site plan and location map. Plans and specifications are on file in the
Development Services office located at City Hall, 50 East 2nd North Street, for review of interested
persons. Anyone wishing to submit data or testimony related to this petition may appear at the time
and place of the public hearing hereby set forth.
Sincerely,

195 Monroe Ave.

Amy Cox
Planning and Zoning Administrator
Enc.
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BECK DAVID B & SUSAN K
PO BOX 985
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935-0985

BRAMWELL BRIAN J & DENISE L
581 LOGAN ST
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935-5122

CAMPOS BENJAMIN
205 MONROE AVE
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935-5147

EMERALD RIVER ESTATES
1853 S COUNTRYWOOD DR
WASILLA, AK 99623-0527

HESS GARY E & JOYCE A
225 MONROE AVE
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935-5147

MARTINEZ PROTCTN IRREVOC TRUST
MARTINEZ BERYL TRUSTEE
790 ANDREWS ST
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935-5143

MONROE LLC ATTN BRIAN MARINCIC
PO BOX 489
ROCK SPRINGS, WY 82902-0489

MORA THOMAS M & FAUSTIN
580 LOGAN ST
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935-5123

SALDIVAR PABLO
591 LOGAN ST
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935-5122

SWEETWATER CO SCHOOL DIST #2
351 MONROE AVE
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935-5131

US BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
55 BEATTIE PL STE 110
GREENVILLE, SC 29601-5115

CHRIS STEGALL
900 DANIEL BOONE DR
GREEN RIVER, WY 82935
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CITY OF GREEN RIVER - BUILDING PERMIT REPORT - APRIL 2022
Date Issued

Description of Work

Address # Street Address

4/1/2022

Roof replacement.

655 Juniper St

Owner

434

$2,500.00

$54.00

1

4/4/2022

Roof replacement.

600 Wilson St

Owner

434

$2,100.00

$54.00

2

4/5/2022

Metal roof.

258 W Flaming Gorge Way DJ's Glass Plus, Inc.

434

$17,689.00

$189.00

3

4/7/2022

Insulation & drywall.

500 Monroe St #41

Owner

434

$375.00

$30.00

4

4/8/2022

Retaining way & drive.

Palmer Construction

434

$6,200.00

$90.00

5

4/8/2022

Sewer line replacement/clean outs.

295 W Flaming Gorge Way Rowdy Construction, LLC

437

$3,800.00

$126.00

6

4/19/2022

Furnace & AC system installation.

455 Faith Dr

Control Temperature Specialists

434

$9,034.00

$117.00

7

4/19/2022

Removing part of wall & adding a counter.

705 Uinta Dr

Owner

437

$4,999.00

$144.00

8

4/19/2022

Bathroom remodel with shower replacement.

120 Hopi Cir

Aspen Construction

434

$20,000.00

$207.00

9

4/19/2022

Install a 4.38kW PV roof-mounted solar array.

535 Bridger Dr

Intermountain Wind & Solar

434

$41,343.00

$366.75

10

4/21/2022

Stucco.

320 Crossbow Dr

G&G Stucco & Plastering

434

$17,564.00

$189.00

11

4/25/2022

Replace steps & patio.

Case Concrete

434

$4,000.00

$63.00

12

4/25/2022

Retaining wall.

155 Pheasant Dr

Owner

434

$4,000.00

$63.00

13

4/26/2022

Re-roof.

530 Logan St

Pinnacle Solutions

434

$4,800.00

$72.00

14

4/26/2022

Installing new lighted box sign to building face.

351 Uinta Dr

Westar Printing, LLC dba Rocky Mtn Sig

329

$7,500.00

$198.00

15

4/27/2022

Re-roof.

700 Shoshone Ave #13

DJ's Glass Plus, Inc.

434

$9,320.00

$117.00

16

4/27/2022

Mobile home set up.

700 Schultz St #41

Impact Mobile Home Movers

434

$3,400.00

$63.00

17

4/27/2022

Set up 16' x 80' mobile home.

600 Madison Ave #36

Impact Mobile Home Movers

434

$1,200.00

$45.00

18

4/28/2022

Roof replacement.

415 Ironwood St

Monte Vista Construction

434

$16,117.00

$180.00

19

4/28/2022

Replacing HVAC.

The HVAC Doc, LLC

434

$11,700.00

$135.00

20

2040 E Teton Blvd

1850 E Teton Blvd

1065 Elk Mountain Dr

Contractor

Report Code

Valuation

Fee Total
Valuation Total

Friday, April 29, 2022

Fee

$2,502.75
$187,641.00
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CITY OF GREEN RIVER - NEW BUSINESS REPORT - APRIL 2022
APP DATE COMPANY

STREET

CITY

OWNER FIRST

PHONE NUMBER CATEGORY

HOME

4/4/2022 Business Buzz Consulting, LLC

1530 Arizona Street

Green River WY 82935

Adams

Michael V.

(724) 525-1159

Service

HO

$25.00

1P

1

4/8/2022 Best of the West Sheds

950 West Flaming Gorge Way

Green River WY 82935

Plew

Alicia

(307) 705-0737

Service

B

$25.00

2F

2

4/18/2022 Open A5 Jewelry

112 Hoover Drive

Green River WY 82935

Buckendorf

Marvin

(307) 870-4815

Retail

HO

$25.00

1P

3

4/18/2022 Wyo44 Builders

97 Riview Road

Green River WY 82935

James Wertz

Davy Francis,

(307) 871-9610

Contractor

B

$100.00

2P

4

4/18/2022 JJJ Construction

120 Clearview Drive

Rock Springs WY 82901

Valles

Jose

(307) 371-1702

Contractor

B

$100.00

1F,2P

5

4/20/2022

350 Jefferson Way

Green River WY 82935

Hibbard

Jacob

(307) 871-1493

Service

B

$25.00

1F,2P

6

4/25/2022 J&M Roofing, LLC

1804 Elk Street #41

Rock Springs WY 82901

Ramirez

Rodrigo

(307) 371-7009

Contractor

B

$100.00

2F

7

4/26/2022 Bargeron Roadside & Repair

1635 Indian Hills Drive

Green River WY 82935

Bargeron

Chay

(307) 922-1966

Service

HO

$25.00

1P

8

4/26/2022 Cori's Housekeeping

2445 Pennsylvania Blvd

Green River WY 82935

Baysore

Cori

(307) 707-0134

Service

HO

$25.00

1P

9

4/26/2022 Wild West Home Repairs

390 South Wagon Wheel Drive

Green River WY 82935

Prince

Michael

(307) 277-6664

Contractor

HO

$100.00

1P

10

4/28/2022

367 E Flaming Gorge Way

Green River WY 82935

Liang

Yi

(626) 726-7410

Service

B

$25.00

1F

11

Jacob's Lawn Care

Energy Massage

OWNER LAST

AMT PAID TOTAL

Friday, April 29, 2022

AMT PAID EMPLOYEES

$575.00
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Number of Building Permits Issued
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Building Permit Fees Collected
$90,000
$80,000
$70,000
$60,000
$50,000
$40,000
$30,000
$20,000
$10,000
$0

Jan

Feb

March

April

May

June

July

Aug

Sept

Oct

Nov

Dec

2018

$1,452

$2,692

$5,438

$8,777

$4,078

$10,371

$9,429

$5,159

$2,967

$2,720

$6,364

$4,920

2019

$3,016

$2,825

$3,483

$3,406

$5,795

$7,199

$7,080

$84,309

$3,686

$3,319

$3,625

$3,243

2020

$2,170

$2,650

$2,801

$2,333

$2,807

$4,209

$4,652

$14,903

$5,947

$6,343

$4,103

$4,358

2021

$4,561

$2,491

$8,090

$4,959

$3,208

$6,777

$2,892

$2,630

$3,960

$3,619

$4,151

$4,776

2022

$2,090

$6,772

$1,766

$2,502
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New Permit Construction Valuation
$12,000,000

$10,000,000
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$2,000,000

$0

Jan
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Aug
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Dec

2018

$102,500

$388,029

$676,454

$947,927

$355,800

$1,345,649

$767,398

$491,771

$196,079

$226,894

$535,024

$630,254

2019

$441,906

$197,976

$410,335

$204,814

$495,946

$853,398

$661,865

$10,715,077

$269,670

$212,420

$245,111

$431,777

2020

$181,242

$178,268

$183,399

$303,590

$198,298

$340,325

$361,858

$1,401,190

$464,156

$695,907

$439,437

$522,803

2021

$528,638

$394,109

$1,071,173

$675,790

$249,977

$554,491

$198,149

$204,004

$356,546

$239,431

$364,308

$722,093

2022

$149,005

$722,600

$144,782

$187,641
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New Business Licenses Issued
(Does not Include Annual License Renewals)
*Includes Contractor Licenses & Home Occupations
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Business License Fees Collected
$1,400
$1,200
$1,000
$800
$600
$400
$200
$0

Jan

Feb

March

April

May

June

July

Aug

Sept

Oct

Nov

Dec

2018

$312

$225

$700

$825

$375

$550

$675

$675

$350

$525

$75

$237

2019

$550

$475

$350

$750

$325

$150

$550

$1,225

$225

$475

$200

$275

2020

$500

$400

$350

$600

$500

$400

$450

$1,025

$425

$575

$336

$754

2021

$950

$475

$650

$900

$725

$850

$650

$305

$450

$525

$200

$450

2022

$450

$382

$900

$575
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New Contractor Licenses
(Not Included Annual License Renewals)
12
10
8
6
4
2
0

Jan

Feb

March

April

May

June

July

Aug

Sept

Oct

Nov

Dec

2018

3

2

5

5

3

5

6

6

2

6

1

2

2019

5

4

2

6

3

1

4

11

2

6

3

3

2020

4

2

3

6

3

3

2

9

4

8

2

3

2021

9

3

5

8

6

6

6

2

4

5

1

4

2022

4

1

6

4

5/11/22 P&Z Packet Page 35 of 36

New Home Occupation Permits
(Does Not Include Annual License Renewals)
7
6
5
4
3
2
1
0

Jan

Feb

March

April

May

June

July

Aug

Sept

Oct

Nov

Dec

2018

2

1

3

4

2

1

1

4

3

3

2

2

2019

0

3

5

4

1

2

4

3

1

4

2

1

2020

2

2

1

0

5

2

5

4

0

2

2

1

2021

2

1

3

2

1

5

1

0

1

1

1

2

2022

1

5

6

4
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