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Court OKs treatment center, limits clients to 10 

Lezlee E. Whiting

ROOSEVELT -- The Utah Court of Appeals has reinstated the conditional use permit given to a Roosevelt family who wants to build a residential 

treatment facility in Duchesne County. 

However, at the same time, the court limited Roosevelt City Administrator Brad Hancock and his three sons to 10 clients at their Uintah 

Residential Treatment Center. 

The Hancocks had cross-appealed to the high court seeking to be allowed 16 to 50 clients at their treatment center for troubled boys. They 

previously said that any number less than 16 would not be economically viable for the business. 

The appellate court ruling could bring an end to more than two years of protests and appeals that began when Hancock and his three sons 

approached the Duchesne County Planning Commission with a request to operate their residential treatment center. The facility is a remodeled 

single-family home on five acres at the end of a dead- end road on property owned by the Hancock family in an area zoned as agricultural-

residential. 

In the unanimous opinion Judge Pamela T. Greenwood wrote that the county "acted arbitrarily and capriciously" in overturning a 2003 Planning 

Commission decision that gave the Hancock family the green light for operations of a treatment center providing they complied with regulations 

outlined in their conditional use permit, including the 10-client limit. 

According to the appellate court, the county relied on "public clamor" in their denial of the Hancocks' conditional use permit for 10 clients. "There 

is no evidence detailing actual safety issues with Uintah RTC," Greenwood stated. "To the contrary, there are numerous safety requirements with 

which Uintah RTC must comply to obtain a license to operate a group home." 

The Hancocks' attorney, Eric Easterly, was out of the country and unable to comment on the court decision. Brad Hancock declined to comment on 

the ruling, which was released last Friday. 

Duchesne County Attorney Roland Uresk said the county feels good about the outcome of the court case. According to Uresk, the appellate court 

considered three areas that were appealed: 

-- The conditional use permit for 10 clients. 

-- Conditional use permit for more than 10 clients. 

-- Whether the denial of conditional use permit was a denial of federal and state Fair Housing Act. 

"The court is going to allow the 10 (clients) within the existing structure but they will not allow more than 10 under the existing application," said 

Uresk, "and there was no indication that the county violated the state and federal Fair Housing Act" in refusing the business. 

The appellate court did not consider the claim that the county's action was illegal under the Fair Housing Act, stating that the plaintiffs had not 

adequately briefed them on the issue. 

"It impermissibly places upon this court the burden of conducting research to determine which provision . . . the county allegedly violated," wrote 

Greenwood. 

Neighbors who protested the facility in their sprawling ranchette- style community may be ready to let bygones be bygones. With the matter settled

by the court, neighbor Earlene Page said she believes that many people "want to be positive" and work with the Hancocks. 
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One of the regulations in the conditional use permit instructed the Hancocks to hold monthly public relations meetings with neighbors to allow 

their input. "It doesn't do us any good to be negative," said Page. "We just want to be sure that conditions are met." 

Other provisions in the conditional use permit for the treatment center include installation of an alarm system on the facility, proof of liability 

insurance and a "legal and lawful" definition of the term "significant." The Hancocks' proposal stated they would not accept clients with a 

"significant criminal background." 

According to its application, Uintah Residential Treatment Center would house boys ages 12-17 who need supervision and treatment for minor 

behavioral problems including low self-esteem, obesity, depression, attention deficit hyperactivity disorder, poor performance in school and minor 

drug and alcohol problems. 
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