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CLINTON CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
2267 N 1500 W Clinton, UT 84015 

This meeting may be attended electronically by one or more members. 
 

March 12, 2024 – 6 PM 
 

Click Here for ZOOM Meeting Link 
Dial by your location 

+1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma) 
+1 346 248 7799 US (Houston) 

Meeting ID: 891 7487 5476 Pass Code: 012738 
 
 

I. REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
1. Call to Order 
2. Pledge of Allegiance  
3. Invocation or Thought  
4. Roll Call 

 

II. PUBLIC INPUT  
Any public member who wishes to address the Council shall, prior to the meeting, sign the “list to 
present” with the Clerk of the Council.  They will be allowed up to three minutes to make their 
presentation.  Please send requests to ltitensor@clintoncity.com or call 801-614-0700. (According to 
Utah State Code, the Council cannot take action on items not advertised on the agenda). 
 

III. BUSINESS 
A. Conditional Acceptance Fenway Estates Phase 3 
B. Update to Annual Fee Schedule for NDSD Fees 
C. Award Bid for Legal Services for Clinton City 

 
IV. OTHER BUSINESS 

a. Approval of Minutes: February 13, 2024 CC Meeting & Work Session 
b. Approval of Accounts Payable:  February 27, 2024, February 28, 2024, March 06, 2024 
c. Planning Commission Report 
d. City Manager’s Report 
e. Staff Reports 
f. Council Reports on Areas of Responsibility 
g. Mayor’s Report 
h. Action Item Review 
 

V. ADJOURN 
 
VI. SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 

1. Call to Order 
A. Discussion on Administrative Code Enforcement 

 

VII. ADJOURN 
 
 
I, The City Recorder of Clinton City, certify that this agenda for the Clinton City Council has been properly 
noticed on the Utah Public Notice Website, the Clinton City Website and at Clinton City Hall. 
 
Dated this 5th day of March, 2024 
 /s/Lisa Titensor, Clinton City Recorder 
 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89174875476?pwd=L1VNQ2QxYjNlUWdFbWtSaGpIWkd2QT09
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89174875476?pwd=L1VNQ2QxYjNlUWdFbWtSaGpIWkd2QT09
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89174875476?pwd=L1VNQ2QxYjNlUWdFbWtSaGpIWkd2QT09
mailto:ltitensor@clintoncity.com


CLINTON CITY 
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM 

 
SUBJECT: Conditional Acceptance of public improvements for Fenway 

Estates Phase 3 Subdivision located in the vicinity of 840 North and 2475 

West. 

AGENDA ITEM: A  
 

SUBMITTED BY: Peter Matson, Community Development and  

Dave Williams, Public Works 
MEETING DATE:  
March 12, 2024       

RECOMMENDATION: Move to approve conditional acceptance of 

Fenway Estates Phase 3 Subdivision, authorize the release of appropriate 

funds held in escrow and enter the subdivision into the one-year warranty 

period. 

ROLL CALL VOTE: 
           NO 

FISCAL IMPACT: N/A 

BACKGROUND: 
(A) City Council approved Fenway Estates Phase 3 in 2019.  This phase has since been constructed.  

Public Works has inspected the subdivision improvements for this phase and the developer requests 

Conditional Acceptance of the subdivision, the release of appropriate escrow funds and authorization 

to enter into the one-year warranty period.  

ATTACHMENTS:    

(A) Fenway South Recorded Plat 

(B) Fenway South Public Works Inspection Report 

 
        







CLINTON CITY 
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM 

SUBJECT: Sewer Fee rate correction on Utility 
Fee Schedule 

AGENDA ITEM: B 
 

PETITIONER: Steve Hubbard MEETING DATE: 03/12/2024 
  
 

RECOMMENDATION: Council approve an 
update to the Consolidated Fee Schedule for NDSD 
charges. 

TYPE OF VOTE: Roll Call 
          

FISCAL IMPACT: 
BACKGROUND:  In a recent conversation with North Davis Sewer District personnel, it was 
discovered that the rate we were paying NDSD for City connections outside the City boundaries was 
different from the rate they have been charging. The correction to our fee schedule would change the fee to 
properly reflect the $43 rather than the $37 we have billed and passed through on behalf of one resident. 
NDSD is good with this change moving forward. 

ATTACHMENTS: 
        





CLINTON CITY 
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM 

SUBJECT: Award Bid for Legal Services for 
Clinton City 

AGENDA ITEM: C 
 

PETITIONER:  
Trevor Cahoon – City Manager 

MEETING DATE:  
March 12, 2024  
 

RECOMMENDATION:  
Approve Resolution 07-23 Appointing Hayes 
Godfrey Bell, P.C. as the City Attorney with Todd J. 
Godfrey as the Primary Attorney. 

TYPE OF VOTE: 
 Roll Call         

FISCAL IMPACT: There is no monetary retainer just a retainer of services. 
BACKGROUND:  
Clinton City, Utah, issued an official Request for Proposals (RFP) seeking comprehensive 
legal services from qualified law firms or individual attorneys. This RFP detailed a need for 
general legal counsel covering a broad spectrum of requirements including city operations, 
land use, zoning, environmental regulations, local government policies, public policy 
matters, litigation, contract negotiation, and employment law related to public employment. 
To be considered, applicants were required to demonstrate proven expertise in municipal 
law, experience with land use and zoning, a strong background in public policy, the ability 
to represent effectively in litigation, possess excellent communication skills, and a 
commitment to the community values of Clinton City. 
 
Interested parties were instructed to submit detailed proposals outlining their approach, 
experience, and fee structure by February 12, 2024, with any inquiries directed to a 
specified email address. Proposals would be evaluated based on experience, approach, 
cost-effectiveness, and alignment with the city’s needs, with Clinton City reserving the right 
to reject any or all submissions. 
 
After a thorough review by a selection committee, which independently scored the 
submissions, Hayes Godfrey Bell P.C. emerged as the top candidate. The committee 
recommended appointing the firm as the City Attorney, with Todd J. Godfrey serving as the 
Primary Attorney, highlighting their alignment with the specified criteria and overall best fit 
for Clinton City’s legal service needs. 

ATTACHMENTS: Hayes Godfrey Bell Submission and Contract 
 

















 
RESOLUTION No. 07-24  

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CLINTON CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING THE 

EXECUTION OF AN AGREEMENT FOR LEGAL SERVICES. 
 

WHEREAS, Clinton City requires legal services for advice and representation in legal 
matters; and  

 
WHEREAS, Clinton City has determined that retaining external legal services is in the 
best interest of the City and its residents; and 

 
WHEREAS, Hayes, Godfrey & Bell has demonstrated to Clinton City competence and 
expertise in municipal law relevant to the needs of Clinton City; and  
 
WHEREAS, Clinton City wishes to enter into an agreement with Hayes, Godfrey & Bell, 
P.C. for the provision of said municipal legal services; 
  

  NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF CLINTON, DAVIS COUNTY, UTAH as follows:   
 

1. That Mayor Brandon Stanger is hereby authorized to execute an Agreement for 
Legal Services with Hayes, Godfrey & Bell, P.C. 

2. Hayes, Godfrey & Bell, P.C. shall provide legal services to Clinton City as described 
in the agreement. 

3. The agreement will remain in place until such time that either party provides 
written notice of termination to the other party with a thirtdy (30) day advance 
notice. 
 

 Adopted by the Clinton City Council this 12th day of March, 2024 
 
 
 
       CLINTON CITY  
       A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
 
 
ATTEST:                                                                         

     BRANDON STANGER, MAYOR 
                                    
  LISA TITENSOR, RECORDER    
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MAYOR 

Brandon Stanger 
 

CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS 
Marie Dougherty 

Gary Tyler 
Dane Searle 

Spencer Arave 
Austin Gray 

Date of Meeting February 27, 2024  Call to Order: 7:00 PM 

City Council & Staff  
Present 

City Manager Trevor Cahoon, Police Chief Shawn Stoker, Fire Chief David 
Olsen, Community Development Director Peter Matson, Recreation Director 
Brooke Mitchell, Public Works Director David Williams, IT Specialist Dereck 
Bauer, JUB Engineer Bryce Wilcox, Treasurer Steve Hubbard, Court 
Administrator Amy Durrans and Lisa Titensor recorded the minutes. 

Attendees who signed 
the record 

John Diamond, Laretta Beesley, Robert Beesley, Ally Bryson, Lori Bryson, 
Joanne Daniels, Larry Solien, Marilyn Diamond, John Diamond, Kellie Cowley, 
Shannon Busse, Dereck Terry, Garrett Seely, Judy Frandson, Beth Johnson,  

Invocation or Thought 
& Pledge of Allegiance Councilmember Gray 

Roll Call & Attendance 
Of City Council 

Mayor Stanger, Spencer Arave, Marie Dougherty, Austin Gray, Dane Searle, and 
Gary Tyler attended electronically. 

Public Input There was none. 

A. COMMUNITIES THAT CARE PRESENTATION 

Petitioner Shannon Busse 

Discussion 

Ms. Busse addressed the Council and presented their goals and action plan to help youth; 
working with risk factors and protective factors. 
 
She reviewed the North Davis Communities that Care Mission and Action Plan during her 
presentation as identified in Attachment A below.  She explained their focus is on families.  
They would also like to get the Clinton City Youth Council involved. 
 
The Mayor expressed his appreciation for this organization and their willingness and effort to 
support the youth. 

B. PUBLIC HEARING RESOLUTION 20-23, PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR 
APPROX. 19.20 ACRES ZONED R-M (MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) AND 4.20 ACRES 
ZONED PZ (PERFORMANCE ZONE) LOCATED AT APPROX. 2541 NORTH 2000 WEST 

Petitioner 

Petitioners: Charles G. Summers Family Trust, Sharon S. Bingham and Doug F. Summers 
Trustees, Judy Frandsen Trustee, and Ellis F. and Emma Jane Bouwhuis Summers 
Trustees.  Property Owners are represented by Derek Terry and Garrett Seely. 
 
Submitted by: Peter Matson, Community Development 

Discussion 

Since approval of the R-M/PRD ordinance on February 13, 2024, the applicant has 
revised the development agreement concept plan to align with the new code guidelines 
and regulations as follows: 

• All single-family lots are 3,500 square feet or larger; 
• All roads are public with 60’ wide right of way with the exception of the three 

shared drive in the town home portion of the site; 
• The lots along the western boundary of the site adjacent to the R-1-15 zone are 

7,500 square feet or larger; 

CLINTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
CITY HALL 

 2267 North 1500 W Clinton UT 84015  
 



  February 27, 2024 CC Meeting 
 

City Council Meeting Minutes  Page 2 

• The south boundary is transitioned with a 45’ open space area and a 60’ public 
road creating 105’ buffer from the adjacent R-1-15 zone; 

• The required 7.5% open space acreage is 1.43 acres and the concept plan 
provides 1.45 acres as follows: 

o 0.80-acre open space area at south boundary with dog park, walking 
trail around the border, and trees and benches along the trail; 

o 0.50-acre central open space area with tot lot and two pickle ball courts; 
and 0.15-acre, 33’ wide open space area between to connect townhomes 
with central open space area to meet pedestrian circulation requirement. 

 
The PRD Overlay Zone lot size, setback, site development and private drive standards are 
incorporated into the updated concept plan so Section 4.10 and Section 4.15.2 of the 
development agreement are no longer needed and are removed in the latest draft.  
 
Additionally, the applicant is requesting a slight modification to Section 4.14 of the 
development agreement allowing some flexibility for occasional construction access 
through the two residential connections should access to 2000 West not be available. 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: The Planning Commission 
reviewed the development agreement during their December 12th meeting. The 
Commission recommended the Council not approve Resolution 20-23 denying the request 
to approve the development agreement because the R-M (multi-family) zone should be 
updated and the 2 development agreement should follow the updated code with respect to 
larger single-family lots, no private drives, more open space and a maximum of four units 
per townhome building. The motion was approved by a unanimous vote. 

 
DISCUSSION: The approved minutes from the December 12th Council meeting indicate 
the motion to approve the General Plan amendment and P-Z/ R-M zoning was subject to 
the approval development agreement. The updated development agreement is consistent 
with the recently adopted PRD Overlay standards. The attached comparison table 
provides a summary of the consistency between the ordinance and the agreement. 
 
Staff recommends the Council adopt Resolution 20-23 approving the development 
agreement based on the adjustments to the concept plan bringing the agreement in line 
with the site development and open space standards of the recently adopted PRD Overlay 
Zone. Incidentally, the proposed density of 8.47 units/acre is markedly less than what this 
development could qualify for under the density bonus provisions of the PRD Overlay 
Zone. 
 
Mayor Stanger opened the public hearing at 6:12 pm.  With no public comment, he closed the 
public hearing. 
 
City Manager Trevor Cahoon explained based on a review by the City Attorney, the 
following modifications should be considered; 
 
4.4.5 
Clarify construction material for walkways.  Staff recommends following City standards 
 
He clarified the intent is not to supersede Utah State Law. 
 
4.14.2.1 
Clarify who is in charge of the construction.  This will be the owner. 
 
Community Development Director Peter Matson explained that regarding 4.1 the Home 
Owners Association, staff agrees with all comments from counsel and that any carry through 
should be applicable to the HOA and be added to the plats. 
Mayor Stanger clarified the two areas to be added to the plat are no parking on private drives 
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along with the dissolution of the HOA cannot be done without approval by the City Council. 
 
Mr. Matson continued regarding 4.1.2; clarification needed from the developer regarding 
fencing.  Staff confirmed the perimeter of the development will be maintained by the HOA. 
 
City Manager Cahoon reviewed recommended changes in the Recitals; these are minor 
changes to where as statements. 
 
1.4 point to the version adopted Feb. 13, 2024 of RM Zoning.  Because there was no land use 
application for a subdivision at that time, the addition was not challenged by the developer. 
 
There was a question if this should be an ordinance or resolution.  It is a resolution because it 
is considered a contract. 
 
4.4 Density transition; this indicates single family lots should account for 50% of the area. 
 
4.5 75% communal open space is consistent with the code. 
 
4.5.6 Details and open space shall not be calculated to include areas occupied by multiple 
buildings.  Regarding the buffer, the zoning text does not clarify the minimum lot building 
space.  This should be 90 ‘. 
 
Mayor Stanger asked for clarification on the shared drives and asked if there will be a 
sidewalk on both sides or on one side. 
 
The developer responded no, that shared drives will act as the sidewalk. 
 
Councilmember Searle expressed appreciation for the Developer and City Council’s 
willingness to cooperate so well on this agreement. 
 
Councilmember Arave appreciates the visual aesthetics of this development. 
 
Mayor Stanger stated he is concerned with one area that enters the south side of the project 
where there is a curve.  He clarified this will be addressed with the site plan. 

CONCLUSION 

Councilmember Searle moved to  adopt Resolution 20-23 approving the Development 
Agreement with the Property Owners of approximately 19.20 acres zoned R-M (Multi-
Family Residential) and 4.20 acres zoned PZ (Performance Zone) located at 
approximately 2541 North 2000 West. (Parcels 13-490-0028, 13-049-0009, 13-049-0013, 
13-049- 0014, and 13-049-0015) and now the previously provisionally approved 
Resolution 19-23, Ordinance 23-07Z and Ordinance 23-08Z are fully approved and 
effective as of this approval action with changes and action by Council as discussed 
staff , HOA Attorney, Land Use Attorney and Councilmember Dougherty’s 
comments.  Councilmember Gray seconded the motion.  Voting by roll call is as 
follows:  Councilmember Arave, aye; Councilmember Dougherty, aye; 
Councilmember Gray, aye and Councilmember Tyler, aye. 

Approval of Minutes 

Councilmember Arave moved to approve the minutes of the February 13, 2024 City 
Council Meeting.  Councilmember Searle seconded the motion.  Voting is as follows: 
Councilmember Arave, aye; Councilmember Dougherty, aye; Councilmember Gray, 
aye; Councilmember Searle, aye; and Councilmember Tyler, aye. 

Accounts Payable 
Councilmember Searle moved to authorize the payments.  Councilmember 
Dougherty seconded the motion.  Council members’ Arave, Dougherty, Gray, 
Searle and Tyler voted in favor of the motion. 

Planning Commission 
Report The Planning Commission will meet next on March 7, 2024. 

City Manager Reports 
• Received Legal RFP Responses – scored will interview and bring a 

recommendation on March 12. 
• Met with Department Heads regarding budget – budget retreat will be 
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March 22. 
• HR Software 
• The Department Heads will be reviewing personnel policy 
 

Staff reports Recreation is changing up the Easter celebration to a walk on  
March 30. 

Councilmember Arave • Arts Board Events as identified in the newsletter 
• Parks Board will meet in March 

Councilmember 
Dougherty • Communities That Care will meet Thursday, February 29. 

Councilmember Gray 
• West Davis Chamber of Commerce – Business Networking Wednesday, Feb 

28 at 6 pm. 
• Youth Council Dinner for Leadership Conference in Logan is March 1. 

Councilmember Searle • Nothing at this time. 

Councilmember Tyler • Nothing at this time. 

Mayor Stanger 

• VK Lighting is working on solving their  lighting issues. 
• HAFB – Troop 388 has approx. 250 members deployed; will host a spa event 

for spouses.  The Youth Council will participate. 
• Wasatch Integrated – is selling land to Layton City.  An agreement was made 

10 years ago.   
• Construction on 1800 N and 2000 W is beginning. 

Discussion 

Due to an error in noticing of the time for the previous public hearing, Mayor Stanger re-
opened the public hearing at 7:05 p.m. 
 
Sheila Bateman expressed a concern that multi housing units will increase the amount of 
crime in Clinton.  
 
She stated that her husband’s dental practice which is down 1800 N across the street from the 
construction area of the huge storage unit building has already had an impact.  They have had 
a significant amount of graffiti.  She is concerned that Fat Cats will also bring in crime and 
potentially gangs. 
 
Mayor Stanger clarified Clinton has not approved mass housing; they have approved mid-
level housing including town homes but not apartment buildings. 
 
Preston Anderson stated that he appreciates the effort that went into the subdivision ordinance 
and he feels the end product is a look that Clinton deserves. 
 
Mayor Stanger closed the public hearing at 7:19 pm. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Councilmember Gray moved to adjourn.  Councilmember Searle seconded the 
motion.  Council members’ Arave, Dougherty, Gray, Searle and Tyler voted in 
favor of the motion.  The meeting adjourned at 6:50 pm. 
 
Councilmember Gray moved to adjourn.  Councilmember Arave  seconded the 
motion.  Council members’ Arave, Dougherty, Gray, Searle and Tyler voted in 
favor of the motion.  The meeting adjourned at 7:20 pm. 

 
Dated this 12th day of March 2024 

          /s/Lisa Titensor, Clinton City Recorder 
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SPECIAL WORK SESSION 

2267 N 1500 W 
CLINTON UT 84015 

 
City Council Members 

Mayor Brandon Stanger 
Council 

Marie Dougherty 
Dane Searle 
Gary Tyler 

Spencer Arave 
Austin Gray 

 

Date of Meeting February 27, 2024        Call to Order 7:22 p.m. 

Staff Present City Manager Trevor Cahoon, Peter Matson and Lisa Titensor recorded the minutes. 

Roll 
Call/Attendance 

Present were:  Mayor Stanger, Councilmembers Marie Dougherty, Dane Searle, Gary Tyler attended 
electronically, Spencer Arave and Austin Gray 

Declaration of 
Conflicts There were none. 

CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION TO DISCUSS ADMINISTRATIVE CODE ENFORCEMENT 

Petitioner Mayor Stanger 

Discussion 

 
Mayor Stanger explained the intent of this discussion is to begin the process of updating the city code 
regarding code enforcement and to establish some tools within the code to enhance enforcement. 
 
Currently Clinton City’s Code Enforcement efforts are largely criminal in nature by virtue of the code. 
The City Council and Mayor has requested that staff modify the ordinance to allow for a civil 
enforcement to provide greater effectiveness at enforcement.  
 
Staff gave the following presentation to provide an overview of the proposed process and an implementation 
timeline based on the new procedure. It is proposed to expand the tool kit available. 

Exhibit A - Further Background 
 

1. Streamlining Processes: Our goal is to resolve issues more swiftly and efficiently, reducing the 
need for lengthy legal procedures. This update allows us to handle violations in a more 
straightforward manner. 

2. Adapting to Different Situations: By introducing a variety of enforcement options, we can 
tailor our approach based on the severity of the violation. This flexibility ensures that minor 
issues can be resolved quickly, while more serious concerns receive the attention they require. 

3. Prioritizing Public Safety: The health and safety of our community are paramount. These 
changes enable us to address violations more effectively, reducing potential risks to our 
residents. 

4. Encouraging Voluntary Compliance: The updated ordinance emphasizes cooperation over 
confrontation. By encouraging property owners to work with us in resolving violations, we 
foster a collaborative community spirit. 

5. Ensuring Fairness: With clear procedures for notices, hearings, and appeals, we ensure that 
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everyone is treated fairly. This transparency builds trust in our enforcement process and 
clarifies the responsibilities of all parties involved. 

 
Criminal Enforcement 
Criminal enforcement is utilized for the most serious violations that pose significant risks to public 
safety, health, or welfare. This type involves violations that are explicitly prohibited by law and are 
punishable by criminal penalties, such as fines, imprisonment, or both. The process typically starts with 
a criminal citation issued by law enforcement officers, followed by a court process where the violator is 
entitled to a trial and legal representation. Criminal enforcement is chosen for egregious violations, 
repeat offenders, or when the violation causes direct harm to individuals or the community. 
 
Civil Citation 
Civil citation is a non-criminal enforcement action used for less severe violations that do not warrant 
criminal prosecution but still require correction. It is a formal notice issued to the violator, outlining 
the specific ordinance or code being violated, the necessary corrective action, and a deadline for 
compliance. Civil citations often come with fines or penalties, which can escalate for repeated 
violations or non-compliance. This enforcement type encourages voluntary compliance while providing 
a mechanism for penalties if the violation is not addressed. 
 
Abatement 
Abatement actions are taken to physically correct a violation, typically when the violator fails to 
comply voluntarily or when the violation presents an immediate danger. This process involves the 
government or authorized entities stepping in to remove, repair, or otherwise correct the violation, with 
the costs often recovered from the violator. Abatement is used for situations where immediate action is 
necessary to protect public health or safety, such as removing hazardous materials or securing unsafe 
structures. 
 
Nuisance 
Nuisance enforcement addresses conditions on a property that negatively affect the safety, health, or 
comfort of the public or community. This can include issues like excessive noise, unsafe buildings, or 
environmental hazards. Nuisance violations are often subjective and require a balance between the 
rights of the property owner and the community's interests. Enforcement typically involves notices to 
the property owner to correct the issue, followed by more severe measures like fines, abatement, or 
legal action if the problem persists. 
Each of these enforcement types serves a different purpose and is chosen based on the nature of the 
violation, the potential impact on the community, and the violator's history and willingness to comply. 
They offer a range of tools for code enforcement officers to ensure compliance with local laws and 
ordinances, protecting public health, safety, and welfare. 
 
Collection of Fines and Recordation on Property 
 
Collection of Fines: 

• The enforcement process emphasizes the importance of recovering costs incurred by the City in 
ensuring compliance with ordinances. This includes the actual costs of abatement, re-inspection 
fees, filing fees, attorney fees, hearing officer fees, title search, and any other actual costs 
incurred for each case. 

• The City has the authority to assess these costs against the responsible person. Once a notice of 
violation has been issued, the property is subject to one inspection upon request. Additional 
inspections incur re-inspection fees according to the City fee schedule. 

• Notification of assessment and collection of re-inspection fees is included in the notice of 
violation. Failure to pay assessed costs by the specified deadline results in a late fee. The City 
is also authorized to assess administrative fees for costs related to the code enforcement 
program, including the investigation of violations, preparation for hearings, and the collection 
process. 
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Recordation on Property: 
• To enforce violations related to real property, the City records notices of violation and Hearing 

Officer Orders with the County Recorder. This action does not encumber the property but 
notifies future interested parties of any continuing violation. 
 

• If a property remains in violation after the deadline established in the notice or if no request for 
an administrative hearing has been filed following an administrative citation, the Code 
Enforcement Coordinator records a notice of violation. Similarly, if an administrative hearing 
results in an order in the City's favor, the order is recorded. 

 
• The recordation includes the property owner's name, parcel number, legal description, a copy 

of the notice or order, and any other relevant information. 
 

• Upon correcting the violations, the responsible person or property owner can request an 
inspection for compliance. A notice of compliance is served if the violations have been 
corrected, which includes correcting all violations listed, issuing and finalizing all necessary 
permits, and paying all assessed fines, costs, and administrative fees. The issuance of 
municipal permits and business licenses may be withheld until a notice of compliance is issued. 
Once compliance is achieved and documented, a notice of compliance is recorded, effectively 
canceling the previously recorded notice of violation or order but not affecting any outstanding 
fines, fees, or costs. 

 
Category Criminal Civil (Citation) Civil (Abatement) Nuisance 
Criteria - Prior violations 

- Causes injury 
- Multiple violations 
in single episode 

- Single violation 
- No abatement or 
remedial action 
required 

- Violation will 
continue to exist 
without abatement or 
remedial action 

- Often involves 
conditions on real 
property 
- Violation is a threat 
to public health, 
safety, welfare, or 
obstructs, injures, or 
interferes with the 
reasonable or free 
use of property 

Available 
Penalties 

Class B 
misdemeanor 
($1,000 fine and/or 
six months 
imprisonment) 

- Fees ($100 for 1st 
violation; $200 for 
2nd; $400 for 3rd or 
more) 
- Civil penalties ($100 
min; $1,000 max/day) 

- Fees 
- Abatement 
- Civil penalties ($100 
min; $1,000 max/day) 

- Fees 
- Abatement 
- Civil penalties ($100 
min; $1,000 max/day) 

Issuing 
Authority 

Davis County Sheriff Code Enforcement 
Officer 

Code Enforcement 
Officer 

Code Enforcement 
Officer 

Enforcement 
Body 

Justice Court Appeal Authority Appeal Authority Appeal Authority 

Issuing 
Process 

Criminal Citation Notice of Violation 
w/ at least ten (10) 
days to cure 

Notice of Violation 
w/ at least ten (10) 
days to cure 

Notice of Violation 
w/ at least ten (10) 
days to cure 

Enforcement 
Process 

Criminal Trial Hearing before 
Appeal Authority 

Civil penalties accrue 
daily; abatement 
available after cure 
period expires 

Civil penalties accrue 
daily; abatement 
available in some 
circumstances 

Due Process 
Rights 

Trial before Justice 
Court Judge 

Hearing before 
Appeal Authority 

Hearing before 
Appeal Authority 

Hearing before 
Appeal Authority 

Record 
Against 
Property 

NO NO Yes, but may not be 
converted into lien 
without District Court 
order 

Yes, and abatement 
costs may be 
converted into a tax 
lien administratively 
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ADJOURNMENT 
Councilmember Searle moved to adjourn.  Councilmember Gray seconded the 
motion.  Councilmember’s Arave, Dougherty, Gray, Searle and Tyler voted in 
favor.  The meeting adjourned at 8:30 pm. 
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