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The Smithfield Planning Commission held its regular meeting on Tuesday, January 10 th, 2023, 

at 6:30 p.m. at the Smithfield Center. 

 

Members present: 

Charles Bryan – Chairman 

Dr. Thomas Pope  

Raynard Gibbs  

Michael Swecker 

Randy Pack 

Michael Torrey 

Members absent:  

Julia Hillegass – Vice Chair  

Staff present: 

Tammie Clary - Community Development & Planning Director 

William H. Riddick, III – Town Attorney 

Mark Kluck – Planner 

Valerie Butler – Vice Mayor, Town Council 

Jeff Brooks – Councilman, Town Council 

Nadya Jaudzimas – Administrative Assistant 

James Yoko – Planning Commission member (newly appointed) 

Press: Stephen Faleski – The Smithfield Times 

Citizens: 4 

 

Chairman Bryan welcomed everyone to the meeting and asked that all in attendance stand for the 

Pledge of Allegiance. 

He reported that under normal circumstances the first meeting of the year would consist of the 

election of the Chairman and Vice Chairman to the Commission and addressed the Town Attorney to 

assist in an explanation. 

The Town Attorney reported that an unusual situation had presented itself at the last Town 

Council meeting when the Nominating Committee had appointed three new members to serve on the 

Commission. He continued that the Committee had overlooked the fact that the Town’s Code required 

one member of the Planning Commission shall serve on the Board of Historic and Architectural Review 

(BHAR). He explained this is where the issue resided, and the Town Council would be tasked with 

making the decision on how to fix the problem. He recommended that as the new members were not all 

present at the Planning Commission meeting that Mr. Bryan retain his office and act as “acting 

Chairman” for the current meeting with the vote delayed until February’s meeting when a full Planning 

Commission would be present.  

 

Community Development & Planning Director’s Report: 

 Tammie Clary, Community Development and Planning Director, reported that since the drafting 

of the evening’s agenda the Town had received three (3) proposals for the Request for Proposal (RFP) 
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to assist in the updating of the Historic District and Entrance Corridor Overlay (ECO) guidelines. She 

continued that Town Staff was reviewing the proposals and would provide an update once the company 

has been selected and the contract awarded.  

 Dr. Pope inquired if there had been any updates from the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) 

regarding their proposed site.  

 Mrs. Clary reported that after the last contact with the DMV she was able to send them the Staff 

Report along with the illustrations for their site plan and ECO review. She added that the Town was now 

awaiting the DMV’s traffic impact analysis to complete the application.  

 

Upcoming Meetings and Activities: 

Tuesday, January 17th, 6:30 PM – Board of Historic & Architectural Review Meeting  

Monday, January 23rd, 3:00 PM – Town Council Committee Meetings  

Tuesday, February 7th, 6:30 PM – Town Council Meeting  

Tuesday, February 14th, 6:30 PM – Planning Commission Meeting 

 

Public Comments: 

Chairman Bryan explained that the public was invited to speak to the Planning Commission on 

any matter, except scheduled public hearings, asked attendees to please use the sign-up sheet, and gave 

the reminder that comments were limited to five (5) minutes per person. Any required response from the 

Town will be provided in writing. He confirmed that there were no sign ups to speak and inquired if 

anyone present would like to address the Commission. Seeing and hearing none the public comments 

section was closed.  

 

Planning Commission Comments:  

 Mr. Pack thanked Mr. Torrey for his service on the Planning Commission as this evening was 

his last meeting as a member. He then reported that Town Staff had received the rezoning request for 

the Luter project. He added that per the Town Manager, the Planning Commission would not see the 

proposal until possibly March as the staff was still working with outside agencies for their review of the 

material first.   

Chairman Bryan expressed his appreciation to Mr. Torrey for his service to the Planning 

Commission and the Town of Smithfield.  

Mr. Torrey stated that it had been an honor serving with the other members of the Planning 

Commission and wished them luck in the future. He added that he wished he could continue to remain 

a member, however his travel schedule had made that increasingly difficult. He stated that he did not 

want to rule out that someday he may return to serve on the Planning Commission. 

 

Portable Storage Unit Appeal – 1802A S Church St, C/O Town of Smithfield, applicant 

Mrs. Clary reviewed that this application was originally tabled at the Tuesday, December 8th, 

2020 Planning Commission meeting, awaiting the submission of a letter from a Smithfield Volunteer 

Fire Department (SVFD) providing additional information on the portable storage unit. She continued 

that at the Tuesday, January 12th, 2021 Planning Commission meeting, the Planning Commission 

decided to approve the application under the condition that the proposed portable storage unit be 
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removed from the property no later than January of 2022, or the applicant returns to the Planning 

Commission for an additional appeal at its next meeting. She reported that at the at the Tuesday, January 

11th, 2022 Planning Commission meeting, the application was tabled the application until January 10th, 

2023, under the condition that the applicants were actively searching for a new site. 

Mrs. Clary continued that because of the current pending changes to the Smithfield Zoning 

Ordinance (SZO) Section 2.P.17, the applicant is requesting an extension of approval so that they can 

comply with any new regulations concerning shipping containers. She reported that a positive aspect of 

the application was that the unit provided the Fire Department with additional covered storage space for 

equipment. She countered that a negative point was that due to the length of time present on the property, 

this application did require approval from the Planning Commission. She reported that Town staff 

suggest any extension or approvals are contingent on the applicant complying with the adopted 

regulations concerning shipping containers, once in place. 

Mr. Pack inquired if the zoning ordinance amendment were approved then where would the 

Smithfield Volunteer Fire Department be included.  

Mrs. Clary responded that as the ordinance was proposed the Fire Department would be located 

in the Highway Retail Commercial (HRC) zoning district, which would require a Special Use Permit 

(SUP).  

Dr. Pope inquired if the Fire Department had already acquired an SUP. 

Mrs. Clary answered that they did not have an SUP. She explained that the Fire Department had 

utilized the ordinance that was currently in place that required that they got their zoning waiver, then 

subsequently the zoning permit for the extension, and then were appealing the Planning Commission for 

an extension of that approval. She reiterated that if the ordinance was to be adopted the way that it was 

proposed, then the Fire Department would be in the HRC and an SUP would be required in order to 

have the container, alone or stacked, on the property. 

Mr. Swecker asked if the application would then eventually come right back to the Planning 

Commission for consideration.  

Mrs. Clary stated that this was correct 

Chairman Bryan confirmed because of the ordinance revisions that were being completed, the 

Fire Department were asking for an extension, adding that he felt this was reasonable.  

Mrs. Clary stated that this was correct and that the application was just a carry-over application 

that had been stuck in the middle and as they regulations were changing the Fire Department were 

requesting the extension to last year’s approval. 

Mr. Pack made a motion to extend the zoning waiver until the newly adopted regulations 

concerning shipping containers were in place at which time the Fire Department would be asked to 

follow the new zoning ordinances however approved.  Mr. Swecker seconded the motion.  

Chairman Bryan called for the vote. On call for the vote, six members were present. Mr. Torrey 

voted aye, Dr. Pope voted aye, Mr. Pack voted aye, Mr. Gibbs voted aye, Mr. Swecker voted aye, and 

Chairman Bryan voted aye. The motion passed. 

 

*Public Hearing* Special Use Permit Application (Conversion of residential for non-residential 

use) – 235 Main Street – Spearpoint Investment Group, LLC C/O Tim Ryan, applicant 

Mrs. Clary reported that the applicant was seeking approval for a SUP pursuant to the Smithfield 
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Zoning Ordinance (SZO) Article 3.H Section C, in order to allow “the conversion of any residential 

structure for a non-residential use as the principal use of the building, even if the converted use in 

question is one of the permitted uses listed in SZO Article 3.H Section B.  

The current primary use of the property is a single-family detached dwelling. The applicant is 

seeking approval to convert the residential dwelling into a general or professional office pursuant to 

SZO Article 3.H Section B.3. The business intends to employ three (3) to five (5) personnel and will 

operate from 8am until 6pm. Customers and employees will use on-street parking and the public parking 

lot to access the proposed business.  

The applicant has stated that the exterior appearance and color of the building will not change, 

with the exception of a small sign affixed to the exterior of the building. The future business owner will 

apply for the signage approval separately. 

Mrs. Clary reported that a positives of the application included that applicant was not proposing 

any exterior structural changes to the property and was seeking approval for the specific use of “general 

or professional office.” She continued that the negatives included that the requested use is a by-right 

use; however, an SUP is required for the conversion of a residential structure for a non-residential use.  

She reported that Town staff do support a favorable recommendation to Town Council for this 

application, provided any proposed signage/ exterior changes must be properly permitted and reviewed 

by the Board of Historic and Architectural Review (BHAR), if applicable, and the applicant must obtain 

a new Certificate of Occupancy from Isle of Wight County.  

Chairman Bryan stated that as this was a public hearing attendees were invited to speak for or 

against the application.  

Tim Ryan, owner of the Spearpoint Investment Group and resident of 11220 Shelter Cover in 

Smithfield, was present to speak about the application. He stated that he understood that he would need 

to get a new Certificate of Occupancy. He stated that he had spoken to Mr. Drumheller about the issue 

and needed to get an engineering certification that the floor would be able to withstand the load for an 

industrial application, adding that the business moving in was considered “light office.” He stated that 

he had been awaiting moving forward pending the outcome of the application with the Planning 

Commission. Mr. Ryan reported that the tenant of the property had a logistics business that was global 

and mostly phone-based, so nothing would be changed externally except the addition of the company’s 

sign. He added that the tenant understood that they would need to complete an application for the sign 

when the time came.  

Dr. Pope inquired if the property could ever be turned back into residential.  

The Town Attorney confirmed they could. 

Dr. Pope asked if a SUP would be needed in that case or was it by-right.  

The Town Attorney stated that it was a permitted use in the zoning district, adding that the 

application of the SUP was to allow the property to do something else that ordinarily couldn’t be done. 

He concluded that it would be unnecessary to revoke the SUP to revert back to residential as a result.  

Chairman Bryan asked for clarification as to why “Planning Commission Waivers” had been 

checked off on the application as well.  

Mrs. Clary explained that there had been a glitch on the electronic version of the form which the 

applicant had attempted to fix. She verified that the application was solely for an SUP. 

The Town Attorney gave the reminder that the public hearing needed to be closed.  
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Chairman Bryan asked if there was any present who wanted to speak regarding the application. 

He addressed an attendee who had wanted to ask a question earlier if she would like to ask her question 

at this time. 

The attendee stated that she had wanted to know what the business was that would be utilizing 

the property as she had heard it would be something different. She declined to speak formally at the 

podium.  

Chairman Bryan closed the public hearing portion of the application.  

Mr. Pack made the motion that the application be sent with a favorable recommendation to Town 

Council for public hearing with Town staff’s recommendations included. Mr. Swecker seconded the 

motion.  

Chairman Bryan called for the vote. On call for the vote, six members were present. Mr. Gibbs 

voted aye, Mr. Swecker voted aye, Mr. Torrey voted aye, Dr. Pope voted aye, Mr. Pack voted aye, and 

Chairman Bryan voted aye. The motion passed. 

 

*Public Hearing* SZO Article 2.AA Text Amendment – Town of Smithfield, applicant. 

Mrs. Clary reported that at its Tuesday, August 9th, 2022 Planning Commission meeting, the 

Planning Commissioners inquired if there was an ordinance or design guideline adopted by the Town 

of Smithfield that sets a standard for the design of public buildings located outside of the Entrance 

Corridor Overlay’s (ECO) 500-foot buffer. She continued that Town staff provided draft language at the 

Monday November 7th, 2022 Planning Commission meeting for review, incorporated the comments 

received, and provided a red-lined draft for review at that meeting. She stated that Town staff included 

the language that was found during their research to draft detailed provisions that would be used in the 

design of any newly constructed municipal public building, including the construction of additional 

square footage of an existing building and its accessory structures, even if these newly built structures 

are located outside of the Town of Smithfield’s ECO. She added that these provisions would also apply 

to state and federal public buildings.  

Mrs. Clary reported that after their review the Planning Commission requested that Town staff 

delete Section AA.1.b.i. excluding pump stations and other public utility structures, which are to be 

dedicated to the Town and Section AA.1.b.ii. exempting State and Federal buildings. She explained that 

the draft version was presented to the Planning Commission at the Tuesday, December 13th, 2022 

meeting. Town staff suggested a favorable recommendation to Town Council. 

Chairman Bryan opened the public hearing and inquired if there was anyone present who wished 

to speak for or against the amendment. He confirmed with Mrs. Clary that there were no sign-ups to 

speak by attendees. Seeing and hearing none, he close the public hearing. He reported that he felt that 

the Town staff did a fine job drafting the amendment. He thanked Town staff for their work and the 

Planning Commission for their active discussion.  

Dr. Pope made the motion to send a favorable recommendation to Town Council for public 

hearing. Mr. Gibbs seconded the motion. 

Chairman Bryan called for the vote. On call for the vote, six members were present. Mr. Pack 

voted aye, Dr. Pope voted aye, Mr. Torrey voted aye, Mr. Swecker voted aye, Mr. Gibbs voted aye, and 

Chairman Bryan voted aye. The motion passed. 
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*Public Hearing* SZO Article 2.P.17 Text Amendment – Town of Smithfield, applicant. 

Mrs. Clary reported that Town Staff have been asked to provide an update to the Smithfield 

Zoning Ordinance in regard to shipping containers/ Conex boxes. At the Monday, October 24th, 2022 

Town Council Committee meeting, staff prepared a presentation on the shipping containers that staff 

were able to identify, on various zoned parcels within Town. Staff were able to identify approximately 

sixteen (16) locations throughout Town where a shipping container was present or recently has been 

present.  

She reported that Section P.15 and 16 of Article 2 currently stated:  

15. Portable storage units are considered temporary accessory structures. Portable storage units 

are permitted for use for a maximum of sixty (60) days with a zoning waiver after which time a zoning 

permit must be obtained for up to an additional ninety (90) days of use, based upon a legitimate need 

for further use having been determined by the Zoning Administrator. If additional time is needed beyond 

what is permitted above, an appeal to the Planning Commission must be made in order to obtain the 

approval for further use.  

Mrs. Clary continued that Town staff proposed the following Section 17, to be included in Article 

2:  

17. Shipping containers are considered accessory structures for setback placement purposes and 

shall not be utilized as a primary building or dwelling. Shipping containers shall be permitted by-right 

in the Heavy Industrial Zoning District (I-2). At no time shall shipping containers be stacked or used for 

habitation, without the successful acquisition of a Special Use Permit. Shipping containers are 

permissible in the Light Industrial (I-1) Zoning District, Community Conservation (C-C) Zoning 

District, and Highway Retail Commercial (HR-C) Zoning District, only after the successful acquisition 

of a Special Use Permit. Shipping containers are not permissible in any other zoning district. She 

continued that the amendment would include an appeals process.  

Mrs. Clary stated that the draft was presented to the Planning Commission at its Tuesday, 

December 13th, 2022 meeting and Town staff suggested a favorable recommendation to Town Council. 

She reviewed the changes in the redline version provided included adding shipping containers as a by-

right use in I-2, adding shipping containers as use permitted by special use permit in the I-1, adding 

shipping containers as use permitted by special use permit in the C-C, adding shipping containers as use 

permitted by special use permit in HR-C, and the inclusion of the definitions of shipping container and 

portable storage containers to Article 13. 

Chairman Bryan opened the public hearing and inquired if there was anyone present who wished 

to speak for or against the amendment concerning shipping containers. He confirmed that there were no 

sign-ups to speak.  

Bob Hines of 216 Washington Street in Smithfield inquired about where the Smithfield 

Recreation Department and the two stationary containers placed at Beale Park were contained in the 

ordinance. He added that the two containers were also in need of painting.  

Chairman Bryan stated that it was his understanding that the changes regarding shipping 

containers would bring the ordinance up to date as it had been overlooked for some time. He added that 

there were more shipping containers placed around the Town than they had been aware of. He reported 

that the applicants would be notified by Town staff with what was required to bring the containers into 

compliance.   
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Mr. Pack stated that the Smithfield Recreation Association’s containers are formally permitted 

as “accessory buildings” and are therefore compliant.  

Mrs. Clary reported that this information was correct and the two containers at Beale Park were 

properly permitted as accessory structures.  

Chairman Bryan related that he was familiar with the two containers in question and that they 

were not as noticeable due to their have proper roofing placed on top that gave them the appearance of 

small storage sheds. He agreed that the issue regarding the shed’s permitting was already settled.   

Mr. Torrey stated that Mr. Hines’ question seemed to ask about the enforcement of the 

appearance of the permitted containers as they needed painting. He posed the question of what grounds 

the Commission will have for future permitted containers in regard to their upkeep.  

Mr. Gibbs stated that there should be such guidelines within the regular zoning for the property. 

The Town Attorney reported that the Planning Commission had limited authority it that regard. 

Mr. Torrey inquired if the Town could request that a container be repainted.  

The Town Attorney stated it was a difficult process, giving the example of the Town not being 

able to go to someone and tell them to paint their home. He stated that it could not be addressed until it 

became a violation of building code or another provision within the zoning ordinance. He reported that 

there had been previous discussion of the adoption of a maintenance code, but it would require the 

appointment of a Deputy Building Official.  

Chairman Bryan reported that the public hearing was still open and inquired if anyone else 

present would like to speak about shipping containers. Seeing and hearing none, he closed the public 

hearing section of the application.  

Mr. Pack stated that he had a question regarding where Portable on Demand Storage (PODS) 

containers were addressed in the zoning ordinance. 

Mrs. Clary reported that a zoning waiver was needed to remain in compliance, which would be 

valid for sixty (60) days. She added that if an extension is needed then a zoning permit for ninety (90) 

days could be paid for.  

Mr. Pack stated that he would like the Planning Commission to consider that information. He 

stated that he did not know that information prior to Mrs. Clary speaking about it and he thought it likely 

that most of the public did not know that information. He gave the example of a resident moving, needing 

a PODS container, and not realizing that a zoning waiver was needed. He stated that he would like to 

see the Commission put an exception in the ordinance for moving, adding that he felt having a PODS 

container in a yard for 14 days was reasonable. Mr. Pack continued that such an exception would also 

cut down on enforcement, with public image, and would make it easier on Smithfield’s citizens. He 

encouraged the Commission members to discuss whether they thought the number of days allowed 

should be smaller or larger.  

Chairman Bryan stated it was a well-made point, adding the inquiry that if the Commission 

wanted to make additional changes to the language included on the amendment would they need to hold 

on sending the information to Town Council.  

The Town Attorney asked Chairman Bryan to close the public hearing. 

Chairman Bryan asked if there were any additional public comments regarding the hearing. 

Jeff Brooks, Town Council member, asked to speak.  

Mr. Pack stated that he was under the impression that the hearing had been closed.  
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Councilman Brooks confirmed that the Chairman had closed the public hearing, but that he was 

happy to speak about the issue. 

The Town Attorney stated that if the Commission wanted to see the language included then they 

could continue the item until next month’s meeting.  

Mrs. Clary clarified that the amendment would be adding Section 17. She continued that Section 

15 which discusses the portable storage unit timelines would still be in effect, making the proposed 

change an additional update that would need to be made as it was not in conjunction with shipping 

containers.  

The Town Attorney reported that the amendment could still be sent to Town Council with a 

favorable recommendation, but if the Commission wanted to send the two updates together, then the 

change to portable storage containers would need to be advertised as well as it was not included in the 

previous public notice.  

Mr. Pack recalled that there had been previous discussion as to how PODS companies could be 

educated about the requirements. He stated that he felt the best way to make it easier for homeowners 

was not to require a zoning permit for a short amount of time. He acknowledged that the Commission 

did not want to see portable storage units sitting on a property for six months.  

Mr. Gibbs stated that he was in agreement with the short amount of time described by Mr. Pack. 

Dr. Pope stated that the PODS containers were for moving, and he did not see them in the same 

category as a Conex box. He expressed that he did not see where it would be included in the ordinance 

as currently proposed.  

Mrs. Clary explained that Town staff was trying to differentiate between the portable storage 

containers and shipping containers by including the addition of Section 17. She continued that without 

the inclusion of that section there was not a way of classifying a shipping container other than as a 

portable storage unit.  

Dr. Pope stated that he would not want a homeowner to have a portable storage unit on their lot 

and state that it was not a Conex box but then use it as a shed. 

Mr. Pack agreed with the sentiment.  

Dr. Pope added that he did not feel that there needed to be any changes made regarding moving 

containers in the ordinance. He stated that by nature they should be temporary.  

Chairman Bryan pointed out that moving containers were already included in the ordinance.  

Mr. Pack reported that to remain in compliance as the ordinance was written currently a 

homeowner needed to get a zoning permit to have a PODS container, which in his opinion was excessive. 

The Town Attorney reiterated out that the information on moving containers was already 

included in Section 15, which was not being amended. He reported that if the Commission wanted to 

amend the section, that could not be done during this meeting as it had not bee advertised to the public.  

Dr. Pope stated that he did not have a problem with further discussion on the subject. 

Chairman Bryan inquired if the Commission would like to table the matter to have further 

discussion.  

The Town Attorney stated that the Commission could table if they would like, but the 

amendment of each section was two separate subjects. He stated that the question for the Commission 

was do they want to send the Town Council the amendments separately or together.  

Mr. Pack stated that he felt that they should be sent as one package together.  
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Dr. Pope agreed, adding that they were not in a hurry to approve the amendment.  

The Town Attorney pointed out that the Commission needed to give Mrs. Clary direction on 

what they wanted to do as an additional amendment would need to be appropriately advertised. He 

inquired if the change to Section 15 should include a short length of time where a zoning permit is not 

required for a portable moving container.  

Mr. Pack confirmed that is what he would like to see updated. 

The Town Attorney asked how many days specifically that short period of time would include.  

Mr. Torrey inquired if thirty (30) days was too long. 

Mr. Gibbs stated that he was comfortable with a fourteen (14) or twenty-one (21) days.  

Mr. Torrey reported that he had considered the example Mr. Pack had given earlier of a home 

being damaged and the homeowner needing a PODS to store furniture. He surmised that in such an 

example it would take longer than two (2) weeks.  

The Town Attorney stated that in Mr. Torrey’s example it would not be unusual for a homeowner 

to get a PODS, place it in their yard, and would not move their furniture until the repairs completed. He 

stated that in that scenario he would expect that they would get the waiver. 

Mr. Swecker questioned how the Town would know when a PODS container was placed and 

when it was removed.  

The Town Attorney stated it was likely that the neighbors would report it.  

Mr. Pack stated that the company that installed the PODS container would give an invoice that 

detailed when the container was placed. He acknowledged that the Town would not be patrolling when 

containers were placed so there would need to be some trust that it was completed correctly. He stated 

that his intention was to apply common sense to the Town’s procedures.  

Dr. Pope reported that he felt that twenty-one (21) days was a reasonable amount for him to 

consider. 

Mr. Pack stated agreed with Dr. Pope. He added that there were provisions included for a 

homeowner to keep the PODS container longer than that limit; it would just include their acquiring a 

zoning permit.  

The Town Attorney summarized that the Commissioners would like for Town staff to propose 

an amendment to Section 15 that included an exception for up to twenty-on (21) days before they were 

required to get a zoning permit.  

Mr. Pack confirmed that was correct. He added that the ordinance states that storage unit are 

permitted for use for a maximum of sixty (60) days with a zoning waiver and questioned when that time 

started.  

The Town Attorney stated that the sixty (60) day maximum started after the initial twenty-one 

(21) day placement.  

Mr. Pack calculated that then the moving storage container could be placed for eighty-one (81) 

days without additional action necessary. He asked if the sixty (60) day maximum should then be 

adjusted to forty-five (45) days. 

Mr. Torrey pointed out that the applicant would then still need to justify why that long of 

placement was needed.  

Mr. Pack reviewed that twenty-one (21) days was given immediately, then a waiver was applied 

for giving an additional forty-five (45) days, which added up to sixty-six (66) days.  
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Mrs. Clary confirmed that if additional time was requested after sixty-six days (66), then the 

applicant would need to pay for a ninety day (90) zoning permit.  

Dr. Pope confirmed that until that additional ninety days (90) was requested the applicant did 

not need to appear before the Planning Commission.  

Mr. Pack summarized that the Commission would like to see twenty-one (21) days automatic 

approval when placing a portable moving container, then an application would need to be completed for 

a zoning waiver for an additional forty-five (45) day approval, and then the ordinance language would 

need to be followed as currently written.  

Mrs. Clary confirmed this information. 

Dr. Pope inquired if the Town still released an informational newsletter, and if there was a way 

to advertise the policy discussed so that citizens were educated on the process.  

Mrs. Clary confirmed that it could be included.  

Chairman Bryan inquired if the Commission wanted to forward the information to Town Council 

or table it until next month’s meeting. 

Mr. Pack confirmed that they would table the text amendment until they were able to consider 

the revisions requested for Section 15. 

Dr. Pope inquired if the Commission was able to have the discussion about the text amendment 

and a public hearing for Section 15 in the same meeting, or would the text amendment language need to 

be approved first with the public hearing occurring in the meeting following. 

The Town Attorney stated that Town staff could draft information, advertise for a public hearing, 

then the Commission could tweak it if necessary at the next meeting while still moving forward. He 

stated that if the Commission wanted to see the revision before scheduling the hearing, that was also 

possible but he felt the revision was straightforward.  

Dr. Pope agreed.  

Chairman Bryan reiterated that when discussion was held about sending one package to Town 

Council for consideration that they were speaking about only discussion agenda items number nine. 

Mr. Pack made the motion to table the recommendation to allow for the amendment of Article 

2.P.15. Mr. Gibbs seconded the motion. 

Chairman Bryan called for the vote.  

Mrs. Clary confirmed that the issue would be back on the next meeting’s agenda as a public hearing. 

On call for the vote, six members were present. Mr. Torrey voted aye, Mr. Swecker voted aye, Mr. Gibbs 

voted aye, Mr. Pack voted aye, Dr. Pope voted aye, and Chairman Bryan voted aye. The motion passed. 

 

Approval of Monday, December 13th, 2022 Meeting Minutes: 

The Town Attorney recommended the minutes be approved as presented. 

Mr. Torrey made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Pack seconded the motion. 

Chairman Bryan called for a collective vote. All members present voted aye, with none opposed.  

The motion to passed. 

 Chairman Bryan inquired if there was any old or new business that the Commission would like 

to discuss. Hearing and seeing none from the other Commissioners, he inquired if they may be allowed 

to hear what Councilman Brooks had wanted to discuss earlier in the meeting. 

 Councilman Brooks of 320 Grace Street in Smithfield reported that he owned a moving and 




