
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
  Minutes 
 

Tuesday March 26, 2024 
Council Chambers 

7505 South Holden Street 
Midvale, Utah 84047 

      ______      
 
MAYOR:   Mayor Marcus Stevenson  
 
COUNCIL MEMBERS: Council Member Paul Glover 
    Council Member Bonnie Billings 
    Council Member Dustin Gettel 
    Council Member Bryant Brown 
    Council Member Heidi Robinson 
      
STAFF: Matt Dahl, City Manager; Nate Rockwood, Assistant City Manager; Rori 

Andreason, HR Director/City Recorder; Garrett Wilcox, City Attorney; Glen 
Kennedy, Public Works Director; Mariah Hill, Administrative Services 
Director; Adam Olsen, Community Development Director; Laura Magness, 
Communications Director; Wendelin Knobloch, Planning Director; Jonathan 
Anderson, Planner II; Cody Hill, Economic Development Manager; Kate 
Andrus, RDA Program Manager; Chief Randy Thomas, UPD; Chief Brad 
Larson, UFA; and Matt Pierce, IT Director. 

 
6:00 PM – WORKSHOP 

• Discuss Citizen Survey – [Nate Rockwood, Assistant City Manager] 
Jason Neumeyer, Survey Researcher with Polco, discussed the Midvale Citizen Survey 
recently conducted for the community. 
  
Key findings: 
Economic Health, Overall Feeling of Safety, and Quality of Parks and Recreation 
Opportunities were the top 3 areas of importance for livability for Midvale residents. 
 
Ease of travel by public transportation system and attracting people of diverse 
backgrounds were ranked higher in Midvale than across the nation. 
 
Safety is the top priority for Midvale Residents. 8 out of 10 residents felt very or 
somewhat safe in their neighborhoods during the day and very or somewhat safe in 
Midvale’s Main Street/commercial areas during the day. 
 
The NCS Presenta�on Midvale UT 2024.pptx 

 
7:00 PM – REGULAR MEETING 
 

https://midvalecity.sharepoint.com/:p:/s/City_Council_Meeting/EQ4JlcZUyIJHlu4NX0ZFaZkBGWYBLKMzCHhKeqUMAq3_VQ?e=GSyPzN
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Mayor Marcus Stevenson called the business meeting to order at 7:11 p.m. 
 
I. GENERAL BUSINESS 
 A. WELCOME AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

B. ROLL CALL - Council Members Heidi Robinson, Dustin Gettel, Bryant 
Brown, Bonnie Billings, and Paul Glover were present at roll call.   

 
 C. UNIFIED POLICE AUTHORITY DEPARTMENT REPORT 
Chief Randy Thomas began by going over the February staff report since he was only 
able to deliver a partial report last time. He expressed thanks to UDOT for their response 
to the under-bridge deck lighting issue; they were able to resolve the problem a lot quicker 
than they had initially reported. 
 
The Chief gave recognition to Sergeant Aaron Levin for putting together one of the largest 
multi-agency operations they’ve had; they expected 70 officers and 133 showed up. The 
valley wide operation was very successful and resulted in 69 arrests, 10 stolen vehicles 
recovered, and 33 individuals booked into jail. The goal of these operations is public 
safety. 
 
Chief Thomas reported on a domestic violence incident that occurred at The Station at 
Midvale Apartment complex. Due to circumstances, they had to do a limited evacuation. 
The suspect safely surrendered and has been charged. The Chief wanted to thank the 
apartment manager, Bianca Lopez, for her willingness to help in the situation. 
 
The department will be assisting in a Special Olympic event at Top Golf this Saturday. 
Also, this Friday at 10:15 the Catholic church is doing a Good Friday walk. 
 
Chief Thomas provided the Council with a summary of the officer awards as well as the 
Officer of the Year, Officer Chase Hebert.  
 
Councilmember Dustin Gettel asked for an update on the murder at the massage parlor. 
 
Chief Thomas explained that the suspect is still in California awaiting extradition to Utah, 
and it could be some time before he is extradited; however, he will report as he gets more 
information.   
 

D. UNIFIED FIRE AUTHORITY DEPARTMENT REPORT 
Chief Brad Larson began by reporting on the UFA Camp 57 for new recruits. The recruits 
began training on February 1st and are currently entering week eight of training. He 
reported that the level of fitness required to do this job is eye opening. He encouraged 
the Council to visit the Fire Departments website and social media accounts to see what 
the training entails. He said the department is seeing great physical improvements in the 
short time they’ve been there, and the recruits have successfully completed PPE and 
SCBA competence drills, apparatus familiarization, driving, and hose management skills, 
as well as competence in the confined space maze. They had their first live fire experience 
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last week in the flash over simulation prop and first interior fire experience during a 
controlled burn in a construction burn exercise. They are coming together as a group. 
 
Chief Larson reported that Station 125 is getting a new type 1 engine as well as six new 
ambulances with four-wheel drive. Also, the EMS division is moving CPR certification 
around to service areas to make the training more available. Individuals can signup on 
the UFA website or coordinate through Chief Larson. 
 
He emphasized that the March safety message is on cooking safety, cooking is the most 
common cause of fires in the home, he encourages everyone to visit UFA’s social media 
site as well as Midvale’s website to learn more about fire safety. 
 
The Chief wished Division Chief Steve Ball well in his retirement which began March 1st. 
Chief Ball has been with UFA since 2000 and was instrumental in high quality arson 
training at Unified Fire Authority. 
 
Chief Larson recognized Station 126 for a call they responded to in January that they 
were subsequently presented with a lifesaving award related to their efforts on that call.  
 
Firefighter Trent Martin discussed two cases where fire medics and captains went above 
and beyond in order to save two individual’s lives. Trent expressed that the crew at Station 
126 are always looking for ways to go beyond the standard care protocol to meet and 
exceed the standards already in place. 
  
II. PUBLIC COMMENTS  
Olivia Marron from District 1 asked Midvale City Council to pass a cease fire resolution. 
She expressed that other cities and states have passed a cease fire resolution. She asked 
for a call for a de-escalation and a cease fire. She said that we are 171 days into the 
genocide in Gaza, and the bombing is making it difficult to get medical supplies, fuel, food, 
and water into Gaza. She asked that the City immediately send adequate aid and 
supplies, pause all military aid to Israel and stop the shipment of weapons to the war 
zone, and secure the release of hostages and detained Palestinian prisoners. 
 
Sara Anderson also asked for a resolution for cease fire in Gaza. Sara spoke of the stress 
and hardship mothers in Gaza are experiencing. 
 
Jenna Martin said they are looking for some solidarity from Midvale City Council by 
passing a cease fire resolution. She believes that the money being sent should stay local 
instead of sending it elsewhere. 
 
Megan agreed with the others that had spoken before her and asked for a cease fire. She 
pointed out that Utah was one of the first states to allow women to vote, one of the top 
states for accepting and resettling refugees within the US, and on the international stage 
having hosted the 2002 Olympics and with another Olympic bid. With that national 
exposure, she would like us to be a light on the hill and show our support of Palestine.  
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Sariah VanderVeur echoes her peers’ sentiments. She asked for a declaration for a 
permanent cease fire and an end of US funding to Israel. She believes the city council 
has the voice necessary to influence leaders. 
 
Weston Nichols, District 3, is concerned about the ongoing crisis in Gaza. A resolution 
asking for a ceasefire is imperative, but we must act with urgency to ensure a lasting 
peace. He is asking the Midvale City Council to pass a resolution asking for a cease fire.  
 
Mayor Stevenson recapped the meeting he had earlier with the group commenting, he 
didn’t feel like it was a good conversation, he doesn’t want to misrepresent anything that 
was said, he is trying to connect how Midvale City making a resolution is going to make 
a difference for the people in Gaza. The issues surrounding the situation in Gaza aren’t 
his expertise and he feels uncomfortable inserting himself into the subject. He is asking 
the group presenting the information and asking for the resolution to have a conversation 
with members of the Jewish community and ask for their help in drafting a joint resolution 
that can be presented to the different cities. 
 
Council Member Bonnie Billings said she would like to keep an open mind about the 
conversation. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel made it clear that what is going on in Gaza is not 
condoned. He agrees with the New Mexico Resolution; it is well written and to the point. 
 
III. MAYOR REPORT 
Mayor Stevenson said he talked to 70 businesses along 70th South about concerns 
concerning crime in the area. Some feedback was collected, and any business that is 
having a challenge involving crime and homeless residents impacting their business 
should know that the homeless shelter officers will meet with any business owner 
experiencing issues. If the Council is hearing from these businesses, please put them in 
touch with the homeless shelter officers. 
 
Mayor Stevenson announced that he has been appointed to the Utah Homeless Services 
Board representing Midvale City as well as all the other shelter communities in the state. 
 
Mayor Stevenson attended a Unified Fire Authority meeting recently where they were 
evaluating Chief Burchett. Everyone recognized the recent challenges in the organization 
and while everyone didn’t agree on every point, they did agree that Chief Burchett needs 
to take more vacation time. 
 
Mayor Stevenson recounted his experiences while on a ride along with UPD on a 10-hour 
shift. It was a fascinating experience watching the officers enforce the law while treating 
those they encountered with dignity and respect. 
 
IV. COUNCIL REPORTS 
 A. Council Member Paul Glover – had nothing to report. 
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 B. Council Member Bonnie Billings – reported that she met with constituents 
and will be hosting a conversation with the Casa Roja Street neighborhood regarding 
safety. It will be held April 9, at 6:30 pm here at city hall. Mayor Stevenson and Chief 
Thomas will be there as well. 
 
  C. Council Member Dustin Gettel – received calls from residents behind Top 
Golf reaching out regarding the trail at Bingham Junction Park wondering if there is a plan 
to connect to the Jordan River Trail. Further north that trail may be able to connect through 
Murray. He would like to look into the feasibility of connecting the trails and getting back 
to the residents. He would also like to see about drafting a resolution supporting a cease 
fire in Gaza. He is asking if there can be a discussion item added to talk about what that 
resolution might look like using the language from the resolution recently passed in New 
Mexico. Possibly a discussion item on April 2nd agenda and adoption at the April 16th 
meeting. 
 
  D. Council Member Bryant Brown – had nothing to report. 
 
  E. Council Member Heidi Robinson – thanked Public Works for making sure 
the streets are taken care of. A resident near Monroe and Princeton said thank you for 
adding silver lights to stop signs. And the No Parking signs on State Street have made a 
big difference. 
 
V. CITY MANAGER REPORT 

A. Matt Dahl, City Manager – had nothing to report. 
 
VI. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

A. CONSIDER A REZONE REQUEST FOR TWO PROPERTIES LOCATED 
AT 8253 S MAIN ST. IT IS PROPOSED THAT THE PROPERTIES 
CURRENTLY ZONED REGIONAL COMMERCIAL BE REZONED TO 
MULTIFAMILY RESIDENTIAL – MEDIUM TO HIGH DENSITY (R-25). 
INFORMATION REGARDING THE PROPOSED REGULATIONS, 
PROHIBITIONS, AND PERMITTED USES THAT THE PROPERTY WILL 
BE SUBJECT TO IF THE REZONE IS ADOPTED CAN BE FOUND IN 
MIDVALE CITY CODE 17-7-4. 

Wendelin Knobloch said the rezone proposal is to change two parcels from RC to RM-
25. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown said he doesn’t think the parking map shown makes 
sense. 
 
Wendelin Knoblock explained that this is just for the rezone, there is no development 
agreement presented. It’s a concept right now. 
 
 
-REZONE PROCEDURE- 
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Midvale City Code 17-3-1(E.) outlines the criteria necessary for granting a rezone as 
follows: 
 
17-3-1 Criteria/Required Findings. …rezoning of land is to be discouraged and allowed 
only under the limited circumstances herein described. Therefore, the planning 
commission may recommend, and the city council may grant, a rezoning application only 
if it determines, in written findings, that the proposed rezoning is consistent with the 
policies and goals of the general plan and that the applicant has demonstrated that the: 
 
1. Proposed rezoning is necessary either to comply with the general plan proposed land 
use map or to provide land for a community need that was not anticipated at the time of 
adoption of the general plan; 
 
2. Existing zoning was either the result of a clerical error or a mistake of fact, or that it 
failed to take into account the constraints on development created by the natural 
characteristics of the land, including but not limited to, steep slopes, flood plain, unstable 
soils, and inadequate drainage; or 
 
3. Land or its surrounding environs has changed or is changing to such a degree that it 
is in the public interest to encourage redevelopment of the area or to recognize the 
changed character of the area. 
 
The proposed rezone satisfies Goal #1 and #3 listed above. Please see the Reason for 
Rezone provided by the applicant in the attachments. 
 
Public notice has been sent to property owners within 500 feet of the subject parcel. No 
written objections have been received as of the writing of this report. 
 
This proposal has been reviewed by Planning Staff, the City Engineer, the Unified Fire 
Authority, and Public Works for compliance with the respective guidelines, policies, 
standards, and codes. Staff finds the proposed rezone complies with requirements 
outlined in Midvale City Code. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Paul Glover MOVED to open the public comment 

portion of the public hearing. The motion was SECONDED by Council 
Member Heidi Robinson. Mayor Stevenson called for discussion on 
the motion. There being none, he called for a vote. The motion passed 
unanimously. 

 
Mitch Calgreen, McNeill Engineering, said he was representing the owner of the property, 
Darrell T. Smith Plumbing. His vision for the property is to have all the buildings tie 
together with a similar look and provide a legacy for the Smith family to the area. It will be 
called The Legacy Apartments. They considered asking for mixed use zoning, but to keep 
with the owner’s vision of providing housing, they opted for high density residential similar 
to what is already there. The zoning allows for 1000 square feet of neighborhood 
commercial space, and they’d like to develop the ground floor of the north unit as 
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community commercial space. The south building has underground parking, and they’d 
like to do something similar with the new building. There will be green space between the 
buildings. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown said he would like the green space to be usable and not 
just a retention basin. 
 
Kurt Smith, long time Midvale resident and son of Darrell Smith, said he wanted to assure 
the Council that they take pride in their buildings and apartments; they are local, and his 
wife manages the apartments. When they do develop, it will be something the family and 
city can be proud of.  
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to close the public hearing. The 

motion was SECONDED by Council Member Heidi Robinson. Mayor 
Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There being none, he 
called for a vote. The motion passed unanimously. 

 
 
 ACTION: Approve Ordinance No. 2024-O-03 Rezoning Properties 

located at 8253 S Main Street from Regional Commercial (RC) to 
Multifamily Residential – Medium to High Density (RM-25). 

 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to Approve Ordinance No. 

2024-O-3 Rezoning Properties located at 8253 S Main Street from 
Regional Commercial (RC) to Multifamily Residential – Medium to High 
Density (RM-25). The motion was SECONDED by Council Member 
Heidi Robinson. Mayor Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. 
There being none, he called for a roll call vote.  The voting was as 
follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings Aye    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 

 
B. CONSIDER A MIDVALE CITY INITIATED TEXT AMENDMENT 

REQUEST TO AMEND SECTION 17-7-4.10(B)(1)(D)(III) F THE 
MULTIFAMILY RESIDENTIAL – MEDIUM TO HIGH DENSITY (RM-25) 
ZONE ALLOWING A MAXIMUM OF 5,000 SQUARE FEET OF 
NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL IN THE MIDVALE CITY MUNICIPAL 
CODE. 

Wendelin Knobloch said that Midvale City requests an amendment to the above-listed 
chapter of the Midvale City Municipal Code. This section regulates Neighborhood 
Commercial in the RM-25 zone. The proposed amendment increases the allowable 
commercial square footage from 1,500 to 5,000 square feet. No other criteria will be 
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changed. Staff feels that due to the higher density of the zone, a larger commercial area 
would be feasible. 
 
Public notice has been sent to affected entities as required in 17-3-9.B of the Municipal 
Code. No comments have been received as of the writing of this report. 
 
-AMENDMENTS TO THE ZONING CODE OR MAP- 
 
Midvale City Code 17-3-1 outlines the criteria necessary for amendments to the zoning 
code or map (Staff responses in bold): 
 
17-3-1.E Amendments to the Zoning Code or Map. 
 
1. Proposed rezoning is necessary either to comply with the general plan proposed land 
use map or to provide land for a community need that was not anticipated at the time of 
adoption of the general plan; Response: The request is not for a rezone; rather, an 
amendment that increases the allowable amount of commercial space for 
Neighborhood Commercial in the RM-25 zone and satisfies ongoing community 
needs.  
 
2. Existing zoning was either the result of a clerical error or a mistake of fact, or that it 
failed to take into account the constraints on development created by the natural 
characteristics of the land, including but not limited to, steep slopes, flood plain, unstable 
soils, and inadequate drainage; or, Response: This criterion is not applicable. 
 
3. Land or its surrounding environs has changed or is changing to such a degree that it 
is in the public interest to encourage redevelopment of the area or to recognize the 
changed character of the area; Response: This criterion is not applicable. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown said he wants to make sure that the developer is tied to 
using the commercial space for commercial uses. 
 
Wendelin Knobloch said that the developer would have to re-apply if they want the zoning 
changed. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Paul Glover MOVED to open the public comment 

portion of the public hearing. The motion was SECONDED by Council 
Member Dustin Gettel. Mayor Stevenson called for discussion on the 
motion. There being none, he called for a vote. The motion passed 
unanimously. 

 
Mitch Calgreen said they are looking for a mixed-use type of development for the area. 
The planning staff suggested that they request mixed use because this is a better fit and 
benefit for the community. 
 



Proceedings of City Council Mee�ng 
March 26, 2024 
 

9 
 

MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to close the public hearing. The 
motion was SECONDED by Council Member Heidi Robinson. Mayor 
Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There being none, he 
called for a vote. The motion passed unanimously. 

 
 ACTION: Approve Ordinance No. 2024-O-04 Approving a text 

Amendment to amend Section 17-7-4. 10(B)(1)(d)(iii) of the Multifamily 
Residential – Medium to High Density (RM-25) zone allowing a 
maximum of 5,000 square feet of neighborhood commercial in the 
Midvale City Municipal Code. 

   
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to Approve Ordinance No. 

2024-O-04 Approving a text Amendment to amend Section 17-7-4. 
10(B)(1)(d)(iii) of the Multifamily Residential – Medium to High Density 
(RM-25) zone allowing a maximum of 5,000 square feet of 
neighborhood commercial in the Midvale City Municipal Code. The 
motion was SECONDED by Council Member Heidi Robinson. Mayor 
Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There being none, he 
called for a roll call vote.  The voting was as follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings Aye    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 

 
 

VII. CONSENT AGENDA 
 A. CONSIDER MINUTES OF March 12, 2024 
 
MOTION: Council Member Paul Gettel MOVED to Approve the Consent Agenda. 

The motion was SECONDED by Council Member Bonnie Billings. 
Mayor Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There being 
none, he called for a roll call vote.  The voting was as follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings Aye    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
VIII. ACTION ITEMS 

A. CONSIDER RESOLUTION NO. 2024-R-16 AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR 
TO EXECUTE THE REVISED AND RESTATED INTERLOCAL 
COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN PUBLIC ENTITIES 
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GOVERNNG THE UNIFIED POLICE DEPARTMENT OF GREATER SALT 
LAKE 

Garrett Wilcox said in 2023, the Utah State Legislature passed HB 374. HB 374 repealed 
statutory language requiring a county sheriff to lead a police interlocal entity in their county 
effective July 1, 2025. It was communicated by the bill sponsor, Rep. Teuscher, that the 
Legislature expected the Unified Police Department Board to remove the Salt Lake 
County Sheriff as its CEO by July 1, 2025. The passage of this bill required the UPD 
Board to consider changes to its governance structure and, consequently, its foundational 
interlocal agreement. 

 
Rather than adopting a tenth amendment to UPD’s foundational interlocal agreement, the 
UPD Board decided to draft a revised and restated agreement. During its existence, 
UPD’s interlocal agreement has been amended nine times. UPD has also had members 
join and leave. Salt Lake County has indicated it will be withdrawing from UPD with the 
Salt Lake County Sheriff’s departure as CEO of UPD. The UPD Board believes, and City 
staff agrees, that a revised and restated interlocal agreement will improve the accessibility 
and functionality of the agreement for its members. 

 
Over the last seven months, the UPD Interlocal Committee met regularly to draft the 
revised and restated interlocal agreement. This Committee was composed of members’ 
elected officials and attorneys. The Committee’s goals were to (1) maintain the existing 
UPD entity, (2) incorporate the previous nine amendments, (3) strengthen UPD 
governance and organization, and (4) provide the framework for future members to join 
UPD. The attached Revised and Restated Interlocal Cooperation Agreement Between 
Public Entities Governing the Unified Police Department of Greater Salt Lake is the 
culmination of the Committee’s efforts. It represents a compromise document that was 
negotiated among its members. It was formally recommended for adoption by the UPD 
Board in a special meeting on March 13, 2024. 

 
Many things remain the same under the revised and restated interlocal agreement. The 
division of precinct and shared services remains the same. Members can expect a 
continuation of the same police service they have been receiving. Member fees, voting 
(including weighted voting), the preliminary budget increase maximum, the merit system, 
and the process for UPD dissolution all remain the same under the revised and restated 
agreement. 

 
However, the revised and restated interlocal agreement includes some significant 
differences. Most notable is the governance of UPD. Instead of an independently elected 
sheriff automatically taking the role as CEO of UPD, the UPD Chief/CEO will be appointed 
by and will be directly accountable to the UPD Board. Additionally, UPD’s executive staff 
must be approved by and are subject to removal by the UPD Board. They owe an 
independent duty to report to the Board. Several other notable changes include the 
recognition of member fund balances, the process to amend the interlocal agreement, the 
process to admit new members, and the withdrawal formula. 
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Several members, including Brighton, Copperton, Magna, Kearns, and White City, have 
already passed resolutions stating that they will remain members of UPD. They and other 
members are now in the process of adopting and executing the Revised and Restated 
Interlocal Cooperation Agreement Between Public Entities Governing the Unified Police 
Department of Greater Salt Lake prior to July 1, 2024. 

 
City staff recommended adoption of the Revised and Restated Interlocal Cooperation 
Agreement Between Public Entities Governing the Unified Police Department of Greater 
Salt Lake. After carefully considering the available options, City staff believe that 
remaining a member of the Unified Police Department is in the best interest of the City. 
Residents, businesses, and visitors will continue to receive a high level of service by 
qualified, trained, and experienced officers. The City will receive the support of other 
member communities and specialized officers during emergencies. The City will 
financially benefit from economies of scale of sharing services with other member 
communities. And, with the changes to the governance of the organization, the City will 
benefit from a UPD Chief/CEO that is solely accountable to the UPD Board 
 
Mayor Stevenson thanked everyone involved with getting to this point in the UPD 
Interlocal Agreement. 
 
Council Member Paul Glover asked how the assets are divided and how we really know 
what the costs will be. 
 
Mayor Stevenson explained that the equipment belongs to Midvale. Based on the 
negotiations, he is confident Midvale can stay within the original budget. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel asked for clarification on the role of Chief Jason Mazuran 
and who he actually works for. 
 
Mayor Stevenson explained that Chief Mazuran is a UPD employee. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Heidi Robinson MOVED to Approve the Resolution 

No. 2024-R-16 Authorizing the Mayor to Execute the Revised and 
Restated Interlocal Cooperation Agreement Between Public Entities 
Governing the Unified Police Department of Greater Salt Lake. The 
motion was SECONDED by Council Member Dustin Gettel. Mayor 
Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There being none, he 
called for a roll call vote.  The voting was as follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings Aye    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 
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B. CONSIDER RESOLUTION NO. 2024-R-17 APPROVING AN EVENT 
SPONSORSHIP POLICY 

Matt Dahl said that Midvale City has not regularly sought out sponsorships from 
businesses for city-run events. Currently, Midvale City Code does not prohibit 
sponsorships, however, Midvale City staff are required to come before the City Council 
prior to the acceptance of each monetary donation. 
 
This year, the Harvest Days Festival Committee would like to pursue sponsorships to 
enhance the offerings at the Harvest Days Festival, without additional cost to the 
taxpayers. This also gives Midvale businesses an opportunity to actively engage in the 
Harvest Days Festival, of which businesses have requested more ways to participate. 
The request to sponsor events has been growing for many of Midvale’s city-run events, 
as well as throughout the valley. Many municipalities have adopted policies or procedures 
to allow for event sponsorships. 
 
After reviewing how sponsorships could be beneficial to Midvale, and researching how 
other communities have approached sponsorships, Midvale City staff have drafted a 
sponsorship policy for city-run events. The sponsorship policy authorizes the city 
manager to consider and accept sponsorships that are under $5,000 in value. This policy 
outlines: 

• Accepting a proposed sponsorship is at the discretion of the City. 
• Proposed sponsorships will not be accepted from entities with business before the 

City, that have violated State or Local laws, or that violate community standards. 
• The City reserves the right to terminate sponsorships that violate the sponsorship 

policy.  
• Other terms, as furthered outlined in the attached Event Sponsorship Policy. 

 
Council Member Dustin Gettel asked Matt Dahl if he is the staff member that would make 
the final decision on sponsorship. 
 
Matt Dahl explained that he can approve any sponsorship under $5000. If he feels like 
there is a conflict, he can take it to the Council. He also said that any appeal can be heard 
by the Council. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel asked about allowing political Sponsorship. 
 
Matt Dahl said that political sponsorship will not be approved. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Bonnie Billings MOVED to Approve Resolution No. 

2024-R-17 Approving the Midvale City Event Sponsorship Policy. The 
motion was SECONDED by Council Member Heidi Robinson. Mayor 
Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There being none, he 
called for a roll call vote.  The voting was as follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings Aye    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
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   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 
 

 
C. CONSIDER RESOLUTION NO. 2024-R-18 MODIFYING THE 

AUTHORIZATION OF MITIGATION FUNDS FOR THE ROAD HOME 
Matt Dahl said that the State Homeless Shelter Cities Mitigation (HSCM) Fund was 
established in 2018 through legislation (HB 499) with the objective to alleviate the impact 
of year-round and emergency shelters on the host cities throughout the State. The HSCM 
Restricted Account is funded through sales tax revenue from cities that do not host eligible 
shelters and direct funding from the state. Host cities must reapply for HSCM funds each 
year, and funds awarded must be used within the fiscal year in which they are awarded. 
The Office of Homeless Services (OHS) is responsible for reviewing the applications from 
eligible municipalities to ensure funding requests are directed to eligible services (public 
safety, direct services, or emergency services which mitigate the impacts of the eligible 
shelter on the municipality) and disbursing funds to eligible entities (municipalities and 
designated service providers, like shelter operators) from the Homeless Shelter Cities 
Mitigation Fund, following the guidelines and formula outlined in Utah State Code 35A-
16-4. 
 
This fiscal year, Midvale City received $2,893,318, which was approved to fund the FTE 
for 6 Shelter Resource Officers, 3 patrol officers, 0.5 victim advocate, insurance and 
supplies needed for these FTEs, a weekly clean-up of the 7200 S Corridor, and a sidewalk 
and crosswalk along 700 W (from where the sidewalk ends in front of Pro Storage Midvale 
to Midvale City Hall). 
 
In December, OHS notified Midvale City that more funds than expected were available in 
the HSCM Restricted Account and an additional $228,000 (one-time) would be awarded 
to Midvale City, which must be used by June 30, 2024. Since Midvale City cannot expect 
these funds in future fiscal years, Midvale Staff worked with stakeholders and service 
providers to identify the greatest needs that are non-programmatic (or could be achieved 
through a one-time funding). Midvale City plans to purchase daily bus passes and Narcan 
for our patrol and shelter resource officers to assist homeless individuals when they are 
working in the ½ mile radius surrounding the Midvale Family Resource Center (MFRC). 
 
With the remaining $205,000, Midvale City Council approved Resolution 2024-R-05 on 
January 16, 2024, to authorize OHS to work directly with The Road Home (shelter 
operator for MFRC) to fund specific types of facility improvements and housing programs. 
 
Recently, The Road Home has had an influx of shelter-seeking families who are not 
eligible to receive services funded by the Federal Temporary Assistance for Needy 
Families Program (TANF). TANF is the primary source of funding for MFRC operations. 
The significant number of TANF ineligible families currently receiving services at the 
MFRC will reduce the overall revenue received by the facility. The Road Home is working 
with partners throughout Utah to find alternative temporary housing options for the 
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families that are not eligible for TANF and are seeking to utilize some of the HSCM funding 
transferred to The Road Home, as directed in Resolution No. 2024-R-05, to help in this 
effort. The Road Home is able, according to Utah State Code 35A-16-401(4), to use the 
HSCM funds to cover the costs of temporary housing for these families. To utilize these 
funds for temporary housing, the Midvale City Council would need to modify the eligible 
uses listed in Resolution 2024-R-05. Staff is proposing to adopt a new resolution 
authorizing the transfer of HSCM funds to The Road Home and adding that up to 
$100,000 of the transferred funds may be used for any mitigation efforts allowable under 
35A16-401(4), Utah Code Ann. 
 
Council Member Paul Glover asked if this, being one-time money, will they see us 
allocating it for other uses and not grant the money again. 
 
Matt Dahl stated that he doesn’t believe it will be viewed that way. The legislative sponsor 
agrees with how we are using the money. 
 
Mayor Stevenson added that if we can cover other police-related costs, that leaves us 
with extra funds and we are allowed to use the money for other areas. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Heidi Robinson MOVED to Approve Resolution No. 

2024-R-18 a Resolution Modifying the Authorization of the Mayor to 
direct Additional State Homeless Shelter Cities Mitigation Program 
Funds to The Road Home. The motion was SECONDED by Council 
Member Paul Glover. Mayor Stevenson called for discussion on the 
motion. There being none, he called for a roll call vote.  The voting was 
as follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings Aye    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 
 

 
D. CONSIDER RESOLUTION NO. 2024-R-19 AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR 

TO EXECUTE THE FESTIVAL LIGHTING AND CITY HALL 
IMPROVEMENT CONSTRUCTION ACCESS AND TRANSFER 
AGREEMENT WITH THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF MIDVALE 
CITY 

Kate Andrus said that this spring, the Redevelopment Agency of Midvale City (“Agency”) 
is initiating two significant construction projects within the Main Street Community 
Development Area (CDA): the City Hall Plaza and the Festival Lighting Project. Although 
funding for both projects come from the Agency's budget, they provide improvements to 
property owned and maintained by Midvale City. Therefore, Agency staff are requesting 
City Council approval to enter into the agreement with the Agency. This agreement will 
grant the Agency access to improve the designated City-owned properties. Furthermore, 
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it outlines the transfer of ownership and maintenance responsibility for the improvements 
back to the City upon completion of construction and the warranty period. 
 
ACTION ITEM VIII. D AND E.pptx 
 
MOTION: Council Member Heidi Robinson MOVED to suspend the rules and 

Approve Resolution No. 2024-R-19 Authorizing the Mayor to Execute 
The Festival Lighting and City Hall Improvement Construction Access 
and Transfer Agreement with The Redevelopment Agency of Midvale. 
The motion was SECONDED by Council Member Dustin Gettel. Mayor 
Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There being none, he 
called for a roll call vote.  The voting was as follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings Aye    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 
 

E. CONSIDER ORDINANCE NO 2024-O-05 AMENDING CHAPTER 9.32.09 
OF THE MIDVALE MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDNG ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGES IN PUBLIC PARKS AND PUBLIC PLACES 

Kate Andrus discussed proposed amendments to the Midvale City Municipal Code that 
modify existing regulations concerning the consumption of alcoholic beverages in public 
parks and public places. Currently, Code 9.32.090 prohibits the consumption and 
possession of alcohol on all public property and public right-of-way. The catalyst for this 
code amendment includes the recent ability for restaurant and entertainment businesses 
on Midvale Main to enter use agreements for the use of bulb outs and other publicly 
owned property on Midvale Main to enable outdoor dining. This amendment would allow 
those businesses with appropriate liquor licenses to serve alcohol in these leased areas. 
In addition, it will provide the opportunity for events to host beer gardens or other related 
activities. This will be pivotal in activating Midvale Main through events, creating a 
controlled environment for the consumption of alcohol when appropriate. 
 
The proposed amendment follows models adopted by similar cities, including Salt Lake 
City, Ogden, Park City, and Moab. This amendment provides a framework for allowing 
alcohol consumption in public parks and public places under the following conditions and 
requirements: 
 

1. Approved Site Plan Requirement: The proposed amendment allows the 
consumption and possession of alcoholic beverages in specified public areas if the 
location is included in an approved site plan filed with the City by a licensee. 

 
2. Compliance with State and Local Regulations: The amendment specifies that 
any licensee wishing to allow alcohol consumption must adhere to all state and 
local regulations related to the sale and distribution of alcoholic beverages. If 

https://midvalecity.sharepoint.com/:p:/s/City_Council_Meeting/EbVRN5FFyXBHtIXvP4VkgPUBxgLRKU_w7qhlaLXxGdSijg?e=M99HRa
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approved, this proposed code amendment will enable certain permitted events and 
businesses to serve, sell, and allow the consumption of alcohol on City-owned 
property. This will only be allowed under the conditions and requirements stated 
above. 

 
City staff believes that the proposed code amendment provides an approach that allows 
for controlled and regulated alcohol consumption within specific public areas. It offers 
potential benefits for local businesses and events while maintaining public safety and 
adherence to both state and city regulations. 
 
Council Member Paul Glover stated that he has heard from citizens who are on board 
with alcohol on Main Street but not in public parks, and he shares their concerns. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel said he is also concerned about alcohol in a city park. 
 
Kate Andrus explained that a business would have to present their plan and liquor license 
to DABS to obtain a temporary permit. 
 
Garret Wilcox said that there would be a site plan for the event that the business would 
be getting the temporary permit for, and that site plan would outline where the alcohol 
would be permitted. 
 
Kate Andrus explained that DABS has strict regulations such as the alcohol service and 
consumption must be contained in a fenced in area. 
 
Matt Dahl explained that the City also can approve or reject an application. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel said he assumed that the request to change the ordinance 
was so a vendor could have a beer garden at Harvest Days. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown gave a couple of hypothetical situations of what someone 
may request a permit for. 
 
Garret Wilcox explained that the DABS has strict rules relating to proximity to schools, 
churches, and youth clubs and centers. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel said he would like to see “parks” removed from the 
ordinance completely or table the ordinance until later. 
 
Council Member Bonnie Billings suggested that applications be considered on a case-by-
case basis since we can’t know every single situation before it is requested. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel said he doesn’t understand the point of the change to the 
ordinance yet. 
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Mayor Stevenson said he anticipates alcohol permits being requested as more people 
use Midvale’s open spaces. 
 
Garret Wilcox reminded the Council that any changes to the request as presented cannot 
be made on the spot, the ordinance will have to be tabled and then changes made. The 
State Code states any changes have to be presented in writing. 
 
Matt Dahl said that by leaving the parks in the ordinance, the City has more control over 
what they will and will not allow. 
 
Council Member Heidi Robinson said that the way the ordinance is written, the safeguards 
are in place so the City is protected. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to Table this Ordinance No. 

2024-O-05 pending clarification of questions. The motion was 
SECONDED by Council Member Paul Glover. Mayor Stevenson called 
for discussion on the motion. There being none, he called for a roll call 
vote.  The voting was as follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings No    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson No 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed 3-2 in favor. 
 
Matt Dahl asked if those that voted to table the ordinance just want parks removed or 
other adjustments made. 
 
Council Member Paul Glover said he wants parks removed. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel said he doesn’t feel like his questions were sufficiently 
answered and wants more discussion. He wants to hear from residents on whether they 
want alcohol in the park. He also believes that once the City says yes to a group, they 
won’t be able to ever say no. 
 
Garret Wilcox used St. George City as an example, stating that if a group meets all the 
safety requirements to hold a special event, we don’t have grounds to deny the event. 
The alcohol issue is a grayer area with a little more flexibility, but we still don’t have 
unlimited discretion. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to recess to hold the RDA 

meeting. The motion was SECONDED by Council Member Bryant 
Brown. Mayor Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There 
being none, he called for a vote. The motion passed unanimously. 

 
The Council recessed at 10:06 and reconvened at 10:14 p.m. 
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IX. CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS THE PURCHASE, EXCHANGE, OR LEASE 

OF REAL PROPERTY 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to go into a closed session to 

discuss the purchase, exchange, or lease of real property. The motion 
was SECONDED by Council Member Bonnie Billings.  Mayor 
Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. There being none, he 
called for a roll call vote.  The voting was as follows:  

   Council Member Bonnie Billings Aye    
   Council Member Paul Glover  Aye 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The Council went into closed session at 10:16 p.m. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to reconvene into open 

session. The motion was SECONDED by Council Member Heidi 
Robinson. Mayor Stevenson called for discussion on the motion. 
There being none, he called for a vote. The motion passed 
unanimously. 

The Council reconvened into open session at 11:08 p.m. 
 
X. ADJOURN 
 
MOTION: Council Member Paul Glover MOVED to adjourn the meeting and re-

enter the Redevelopment Agency meeting. The motion was 
SECONDED by Council Member Dustin Gettel. Mayor Stevenson 
called for discussion on the motion. There being none, he called for a 
vote. The motion passed unanimously. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 11:08 p.m. 
 
 
 
      
Rori L. Andreason, MMC 
H.R. DIRECTOR/CITY RECORDER 
 
Approved this 16th day of April, 2024 
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The National Community Survey in Midvale

The NCS for Midvale, UT

● 1st time conducting The NCS 

● Survey conducted from January 11, 2024 – February 22, 2024

● Mailing approach employed:

● Probability-based sample of 3,000 randomly selected households

● 223 total responses received

● 8% overall response rate

● Non-probability, open-participation survey: 64 responses

● Results statistically weighted to reflect Midvale overall

● 95% confidence interval with a +/- 6.6% margin of error



Polco’s Benchmarking Database

More than 
500

comparison 
communities 
across the 

nation.

Representing 
the opinions 
of more than 
50 million 
residents.



Overview of 
Survey Results



Facets of Community Livability: Quality 
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Facets of Community Livability: Importance 
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Balancing 

Quality and 

Importance



Comparisons 

to National 

Benchmarks

2 received higher ratings

72 received similar ratings

49 received lower ratings



Comparisons 

to Custom 

Benchmarks

0 received higher ratings

67 received similar ratings

56 received lower ratings



Key Findings



Safety is a 

top priority 

for Midvale 

residents.



Feelings of Safety in Midvale

About

7 in 10 
residents gave excellent or good ratings to:

• Feeling safe from fire, flood, or other natural disaster

8 in 10 residents

• Felt very or somewhat safe 
in their neighborhoods during 

the day

• Felt very or somewhat safe 

in Midvale’s Main 
Street/commercial areas 

during the day
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Custom Question: Quality of Services

How would you rate the quality of the services provided by 

the Unified Police Department in Midvale City? 
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Fair
24%

Poor
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Custom Question: Rating Police Interactions

Based on your most recent interaction with a member of the 

Unified Police Department, please rate each of the following 

aspects of the last employee with whom you had contact. 
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The Economy in Midvale
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Residents identify 

opportunities for 

improvement in 

the local natural 

environment and 

recreational 

opportunities.



Natural Environment in Midvale
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Parks and Recreation in Midvale
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Mobility in Midvale
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Custom Question: Mobility

Please indicate how likely or unlikely you would be to use each of the 

following if they were available.



Summary of 

Conclusions

1. Safety is a priority for Midvale residents.

2. Midvale’s economy is a community strength, 

with a few areas of opportunity.

3. Residents identify opportunities for 

improvement in the local natural environment 

and recreational opportunities.

4. Alternative transportation shines in Midvale.



Next Steps: ENGAGE With Community Members

Customizable 

surveys and polls 

created by survey 

scientists at 

Polco.

Included in Current Subscription Optional Add-on



Next Steps: TRACK Midvale’s Data

Included in Current Subscription Optional Add-on



Additional Offerings: Continue to ASSESS 

Included in Current Subscription Optional Add-on



Thank you!
Jason Neumeyer
Survey Researcher

Polco/National Research Center

jason.neumeyer@polco.us

Questions?



Rezone Request

Vicinity of 8253 S Main St



Vicinity Map

7500 South

Vicinity Map



Vicinity Map

7500 South

Rezone RC to RM-25



Vicinity Map

7500 South

Potential Development Concept



Rezone Criteria

Rezone Criteria
 

1. Proposed rezoning is necessary either to comply with the general plan proposed land 

use map or to provide land for a community need that was not anticipated at the time of 

adoption of the general plan; 

2. Existing zoning was either the result of a clerical error or a mistake of fact, or that it failed

   to take into account the constraints on development created by the natural characteristics 

   of the land, including but not limited to, steep slopes, flood plain, unstable soils, and

   inadequate drainage; or 

3. Land or its surrounding environs has changed or is changing to such a degree that it is

    in the public interest to encourage redevelopment of the area or to recognize the

   changed character of the area. 



Recommended Motion

“I move that we approve the rezone located at 8253 
S Main St with the findings noted in the staff 
report.” 
 



Amend RM-25 Zone

Allow a maximum of 5,000 
square feet of neighborhood 

commercial



RM-25 Amendment

Amendment
 

1.  Conditional Use. 

d.  Neighborhood Commercial Uses. Each application for a neighborhood commercial use shall demonstrate that the proposed use:

i.  Is pedestrian oriented and shall primarily serve the neighborhood in which it is located;

ii.  Is located on a lot at the intersection of two surface streets, each with a minimum right-of-way width of fifty feet;

iii.  Is limited in size to a maximum footprint of one thousand five thousand square feet;

iv.  Has a maximum of four on-site parking spaces that shall be located in the rear of the building;

v.  Is architecturally compatible with the underlying zone;

vi.  Shall operate no earlier than seven a.m. and no later than nine p.m.;

vii.  Includes no outdoor storage nor an outdoor display of merchandise, but may include outdoor dining;

viii.  Includes a delivery plan which adequately mitigates its impact on the residential neighborhood in which it is located;



Recommended Motion

“I move that we approve to increase the 
Neighborhood Commercial square footage in the 
RM-25 Zone from 1,000 sq.ft. to 5,000 sq.ft., with 
the finding noted in the staff report.”

 





Consideration 

of Resolution  
2024-R-16: 

Approval of the 

Revised and 
Restated UPD 

Interlocal 
Agreement

Garrett Wilcox
City Attorney

Presented on March 26, 2024



Background

2023 HB 374 County Sheriff Amendments
HB 374 repealed language requiring a county sheriff to lead a police interlocal entity in their county, 

effective July 1, 2025. It was communicated by the sponsor, Rep. Teuscher, that the Legislature 

expected UPD to remove the Salt Lake County Sheriff as their CEO by July 1, 2025.

Anticipated Salt Lake County Withdrawal

The Salt Lake County Sheriff has indicated that she will be ending her role as its CEO on July 1, 2024. 

Salt Lake County has indicated that it will be withdrawing from UPD.

UPD Membership Changes

Several communities have joined, and several communities have left UPD since its formation.

Numerous Amendments
The original UPD interlocal agreement has been amended 9 times.



Goals

Unified Police Department is Not Dissolving and Reforming
UPD will be the same interlocal entity on July 1, 2024, as it was on June 30, 2024.

Put the Amendments in One Agreement

After 9 amendments, it is time to restate the agreement with all of the changes in one place.

Strengthen UPD
The changes to governance of UPD permit an opportunity to strengthen the organization and learn 

from past mistakes and issues.

Provide the Framework for Future Members
Changes should improve the attractiveness of partnering with UPD member entities and provide for 

the organization’s stability during periods of growth.



Process

UPD Interlocal Committee
The UPD Interlocal Committee met six times 

between the beginning of August through this 

morning. Harry Souvall, UPD’s Chief Legal 

Counsel, used the UFA interlocal as a framework 

and integrated the existing UPD agreement and 

amendments. In each meeting, members of the 

committee and representatives of member 

entities discussed at length the contents of the 

revised and restated agreement. This document 

contains compromises that all of the 

representatives present believed their 

communities could live with.



Scope

❑ Name of Interlocal Entity

❑ Summary of Services

❑ Service Delivery (Precinct vs. Shared)

❑ Member Fee

❑ Fiscal Year and Budget Deadlines

❑ Department and Member Fund Balances

❑ Preliminary Budget Increase Max. Override

❑ Enhanced Services

❑ Governance and Administration

❑ Board

❑ Voting

❑ Executive Staff

❑ Policies

❑ Facilities

❑ Employees

❑ Merit System

❑ Reports, Audits, and Performance Measures

❑ Indemnification

❑ Term

❑ Admission of New Members

❑ Withdrawal

❑ Coverage Area

❑ Remittance

❑ Breach or Failure to Pay

❑ Termination

❑ Dissolution

❑ Amendment

❑ Other boilerplate provisions



Same

Precinct Services
• Patrol officers

• Traffic enforcement

• Community-oriented policing

• Property crimes investigations

Shared Services
• Administrative services

• Crime prevention services

• Investigative services

• Training services

• Logistics services

• Special operation services



Same

Member Fees
The method for determining the member 

fee is unchanged in the proposed revised 

and restated interlocal agreement. The 

revised and restated interlocal agreement 

explicitly provides that a member fee 

consists of the member’s precinct costs 

and its portion of the shared services costs. 

The UPD Board determines the shared 

services formula.



Same

Weighted Voting
For governance matters, each member of 

the board receives one vote. For budgetary 

matters, two board members may request 

a weighted vote. Each member entity’s 

weighted vote is determined as follows:

A vote passes with 60% or more of the 

total weighted vote.

(
𝑀𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑃𝑜𝑝𝑙𝑢𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛

𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑈𝑃𝐷 𝑃𝑜𝑝𝑢𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛
 x .5) + (

𝑀𝑒𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝐹𝑒𝑒

𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑈𝑃𝐷 𝐹𝑒𝑒𝑠
 x .5) 

= Weighted Voting Percentage



Same

Preliminary Budget Increase Maximum
The UPD administration, prior to budgeting for a fiscal 

year, proposes a preliminary budget increase maximum 

(PBIM). Once the UPD Board has adopted a PBIM, the 

administration develops a budget in line with PBIM. If the 

administration brings back a budget that exceeds the 

PBIM, the Board may only adopt the budget with a 75% 

weighted vote.



Same

Merit System
Even though the existing merit system will no 

longer be required after UPD separates from the 

Sheriff, UPD will continue the existing merit 

system for its officers and civilian staff.



Same

Dissolution
In the event UPD dissolves by unanimous 

consent of its members, assets that were 

contributed by a member and are still 

identifiable will be returned to the 

contributing member. All other assets and 

liabilities will be distributed proportionately 

to the members based on their respective 

member fee.



Different

Governance
Current Proposed

UPD Board
Salt Lake 

County Voters

SLCO Sheriff

Executive Staff

Precinct Chiefs
Shared Services 

Chiefs

Officers & StaffOfficers & Staff

UPD Board

UPD Chief/CEO

Executive Staff

Precinct Chiefs
Shared Services 

Chiefs

Officers & StaffOfficers & Staff



Different

Governance
Under the proposed interlocal, the CEO/UPD Chief will be appointed by the UPD Board. The CFO 

and CLO must be approved by the Board. They will also report to and may be removed by the UPD 

Board. While supervised by the CEO/UPD Chief, they explicitly have an independent duty to report 

to the UPD Board.



Different

Precinct Chiefs
Under the proposed interlocal, precinct chiefs will be appointed by the UPD Chief with the approval 

of the Board and the affected member(s). Both the UPD Chief and affected member(s) may request 

that the precinct chief be reassigned. If there is a disagreement about a request, the UPD Board will 

make the final decision.



Different

Member Fund Balances
Member fund balances are recognized in the 

revised and restated interlocal agreement. 

Existing balances will be carried over. The 

member may use their fund balance to pay for 

their member fee or request that it may be 

returned. The fund balance will also be paid out 

to a vested departing member. The UPD Board 

will have the ability to adopt policies that limit or 

eliminate member fund balances moving 

forward.



Different

Amendments
Under the current interlocal, the UPD Board can vote to amend the interlocal agreement with a 2/3 

vote. Each member entity is then required to execute the amendment. Under the proposed 

interlocal, an amendment will follow the process laid out below:

If a member fails to ratify an approved amendment, it will be considered a notice to withdraw.

Proposed 
Amendment

Consideration 
by UPD Board

2/3 Vote of Board 
Present

Member Entity 
Review 

60 Days 

Consideration 
by UPD Board

2/3 Vote of Entire 
Board

Member Entity 
Ratification

30 Days



Different

Admission
Under the current interlocal agreement, new 

members may be added by a majority vote of the 

UPD Board. Under the proposed revised and restated 

interlocal, UPD staff will first conduct a feasibility 

study to evaluate the effect of adding a new member. 

The feasibility study will look at the employees, 

assets, liabilities, population, growth, and other 

factors. The UPD Board can require a separate 

agreement requiring a minimum period of 

membership. A 2/3 vote by the UPD Board is required 

to add a new member and ratification by the 

member entities’ respective councils.



Different

Withdrawal
Under the current interlocal, a member was entitled 

to its proportional share of assets and liabilities as 

determined by a withdrawal formula set by the UPD 

Board. This formula has changed numerous times 

over the years. Under the proposed interlocal, a 

withdrawing member who has met their minimum 

term is entitled to receive their precinct-level 

inventory, vehicles, and equipment. The withdrawing 

member is also required to engage in an employee 

selection process for UPD personnel before opening 

their recruitment generally. Hired UPD officers may 

take their PPE with them.



Different

Failure to Pay/Budget
Under the proposed revised and restated 

interlocal, if an entity does not pay its 

member fee, it will be given 30 days to pay 

the fee. If it still has not paid its fee, it will 

be considered in default and UPD will 

proceed with legal action to collect its fee 

and any costs. If a member fails to budget 

for its member fee, it will be required to 

exit UPD and forfeit its fund balance, 

vehicles, and equipment.  It may also be 

subject to additional legal consequences 

and fees.



Questions?



Recommended Motion

I move to adopt Resolution 2024-R-16 Authorizing the Mayor to 

Execute the Revised and Restated Interlocal Cooperation 

Agreement Between Public Entities Governing the Unified Police 

Department of Greater Salt Lake.



Midvale City

Event 
Sponsorship

Policy

March 26, 2024



Sponsorship Process & Harvest Days

• Current Sponsorship Process

• Midvale may receive sponsorships, but is required to have them approved by City 

Council.

• Midvale has not had a specific policy regarding sponsorships or a strategy for 

seeking private support of events.

• Harvest Days

• Harvest Days Committee has requested permission to pursue sponsorships to enhance 

event offerings and to provide an opportunity for local businesses to participate.



Shaping Sponsorship Policies for 
Midvale

Staff researched how other municipalities approached sponsorships for events.

• Many municipalities have adopted policies or procedures to allow for event sponsorships, including: 

Millcreek City, Draper City, Murray City, Herriman City, and West Valley City. These policies consider:

• Conflict of interest, 

• The best interest of the city, 

• Government speech, 

• City’s right to accept, reject, or cancel sponsorships,

• Reciprocity. 

Staff sought Midvale City Council direction. City Council provided staff the following feedback:

• Sponsorships under $5000 fall under the discretion of the City Manager,

• Make good faith effort to prioritize businesses owned and operated in Midvale,

• Have clear conflict of interest guidelines,

• Limit value-based criteria for acceptance.



Proposed Policy for Midvale

Midvale City staff developed the Midvale City Event Sponsorship Policy, which includes: 

• The City Manager is authorized to accept sponsorships and monetary donations up to $5,000 on 

behalf of the City, anything valued above $5,000 requires City Council approval.

• Accepting a proposed sponsorship is at the discretion of the City. 

• Proposed sponsorships will not be accepted from entities with business before the City, that have 

violated State or Local laws, or that are not appropriate for all audiences.

• The City reserves the right to terminate sponsorships that violate the sponsorship policy.



Staff Recommendation

RECOMMENDED MOTION: I move to approve Resolution No. 2024-R-17

Approving the Midvale City Event Sponsorship Policy.



Questions
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The State Homeless Shelter Cities Fund

The State Homeless Shelter Cities Mitigation (HSCM) Fund was established in 2018 

through legislation (HB 499) with the objective to alleviate the impact of year-round and 

emergency shelters on the host cities throughout the State. 

• Each year HSCM funds are awarded to cities hosting eligible shelters to reduce the impact 

of the shelter in three ways: public safety, emergency services, and direct services.

• The HSCM Restricted Account is funded by cities who do not have an eligible shelter and 

direct funding from the State.

• The amount awarded each year is based on funds available and distributed by the formula 

outlined in Utah State Code 35A-16-4.

• The Office Of Homeless Services (OHS), a department within Utah’s Department of 

Workforce Services is responsible for the distribution and oversight of the HSCM program.



Funds Awarded to Midvale City FY 2023-24

This fiscal year, Midvale City received $2,893,318 of HSCM funds, these funds were 

approved for:

• FTE of 6 Shelter Resource Officers,

• FTE of 3 Patrol Officers,

• FTE of 0.5 Victim Advocates,

• Insurance and supplies needed for these FTEs,

• A weekly clean-up of the 7200 S Corridor, and

• A sidewalk and crosswalk along 700 W (from where the sidewalk ends in front of Pro 

Storage Midvale to Midvale City Hall).



Additional Funds Awarded in Second 
Half of 2023-24 Fiscal Year

In December, OHS notified Midvale City that more funds than expected were available 

in the HSCM Restricted Account and an additional $228,000 (one-time) would be 

awarded to Midvale City. On January 16, 2024, Midvale City Council approved 

Resolution 2024-R-05 recognizing the following uses for the funds:

• Daily bus passes from UTA (for Shelter Resource Officers and shelter staff to hand to folks 

who need them),

• Narcan for our patrol and Shelter Resource Officers (to administer to folks experiencing 

opioid overdoses),

• Property improvements for Midvale Family Resource Center:

• Kitchen Renovation and Appliances 

• Facility improvements 

• Permanent Flexible Housing for Midvale Family Resource Center Families 



HSCM Funding Transfer

The Road Home is seeking to use part of the HSCM funds transferred to them from the 

City to help fund alternative housing for TANF ineligible families. For The Road Home 

to utilize HSCM funds, Midvale City Council would need to modify the eligible uses 

listed in Resolution 2024-R-05.

• Using HSCM funds for alternative housing is allowed under State law and has received a 

pre-approval by the Office of Homeless services.

• Staff is proposing to adopt a new resolution authorizing the transfer of HSCM funds to The 

Road Home, but adds that up to $100,000 of the transferred funds may be used for any 

mitigation efforts allowable under Utah Code Ann. § 35A-16-401(4).



Recommended Motion

Recommended Motion: I Move that we Approve Resolution No. 2024-R-18 A Resolution 

Modifying the Authorization of the Mayor to Direct Additional State Homeless Shelter 

Cities Mitigation Program Funds to The Road Home.



Questions
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Midvale City 
Council

Festival Lighting and
City Hall Improvement 

Construction Access and 

Transfer Agreement with 

The Redevelopment

Agency of Midvale City



Summary

This spring, the Redevelopment Agency of Midvale City (“Agency”) is funding and managing 
two significant construction projects taking place within Midvale Main:
1. The City Hall Plaza and Streetscape Improvements
2. Festival Lighting Project

However, both projects are taking place on City-owned property.

This agreement will grant the Agency access to improve the designated City-owned 
properties. Furthermore, it outlines the transfer of ownership and maintenance 
responsibility for the improvements back to the City upon completion of construction and 
the warranty period.



Recommended Motion

“I move that we suspend the rules and adopt Resolution No. 
2024-R-19 authorizing the Mayor to execute the Festival Lighting 
and City Hall Improvement Construction Access and Transfer 
Agreement with the Redevelopment Agency of Midvale City.” 



Midvale City 
Council

Amendments to Chapter 
9.32.090



Chapter 9.32.090 of the Midvale 
Municipal Code currently prohibits the 
consumption and possession of alcohol 
on all public property and public right of 
ways.  

This amendment would allow the 
consumption of alcohol on public 
property and public right of ways under 
certain regulations and conditions as 
follows:

Summary of 
Amendment



Summary of 
Amendment

Approved Site Plan Requirement: The proposed amendment allows the consumption and 
possession of alcoholic beverages in specified public areas if the location is included in DABS 
approved site plan filed with the City by a licensee. 

Compliance with State and Local Regulation: The amendment specifies that any licensee 
wishing to allow alcohol consumption must adhere to all state and local regulations.



Recommended Motion

“I move that we approve Ordinance No. 2024-O-05 Amending 
Chapter 9.32.090 of the Midvale Municipal Code Regarding 
Alcoholic Beverages in Public Parks and Public Places”
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