
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
  Minutes 
 

Tuesday May 7, 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; Rori Andreason, HR Director/City Recorder; 

Garrett Wilcox, City Attorney; Glen Kennedy, Public Works Director; Nate 
Rockwood, Assistant City Manager; Mariah Hill, Administrative Services 
Director; Elizabeth Arnold, Senior Planner; Jonathan Anderson, Planner II, 
Wendelin Knobloch, Planning Director; Adam Olsen, Community 
Development Director; Cody Hill, Economic Development Manager; Keith 
Ludwig, City Engineer; Chief Randy Thomas, UPD; Chief Brad Larson, 
UFA; and Juan Rosario, Systems Administrator. 

 
6:00 PM – WORKSHOP 

• Bureau of Justice Assistance Grant Program Update 
Vanessa Guevara discussed the Bureau of Justice Assistance Grant the City is applying 
for again this year. The project begins October 1, 2024. 
 
BJA Summary: 
1. BJA (Bureau of Justice Assistance) FY24 - Office of Justice Programs Community Based Violence 

Intervention and Prevention Initiative Site-Based 
2. Award is up to 2 million, no match 
3. Has increased awardees from 8-12 
4. This will be the 3rd consecutive year Midvale City in partnership with SLCo., have applied 
5. Uplift Midvale will be submitting the grant application in the 2-step process: 

a. Registration for the opportunity will be May 30th 

b. Full application submission, deadline June 10th 

6. We received feedback from past applications and will be adjusting our application. For example, it 
will now include finding a ‘Credible Messenger’ to support relevant target populations. These 
credible messengers will provide an active voice in our efforts to remove barriers in accessing 
services and increasing opportunities for populations disproportionally impacted by crime. 

7. Awards will be used for: 
-A Credible Messenger, PTE (20-40 hours/month) 
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8. -40% of the awards will be used In partnership with an organization to provide culturally specific 
programs and interventions within the Midvale geographics area to at-risk youth and young adults. 

a. using a RFP (Request for Proposals) 
9. SLCo. Has our old application and have offered to write and submit our application with 
10. The 36-month project period begins October 1, 2024 
 
Matt Dahl said this will help expand what Vanessa Guevara is doing in the community.  
 
Mayor Stevenson said Magna actually received this grant last year, so they are using it 
now to expand services.  
 

• Strategic Plan Follow-up 
Matt Dahl reviewed the draft Strategic Plan document that was created by the Council 
during the budget retreat in March, 2024. He said he would like to distribute the plan to 
the employees at the all-employee meeting on May 20th. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel said the City website is not working like a new website 
should. He has heard from others that it’s not working well. The Engage Midvale signup 
banner does not go away after it’s been checked. 
 
Matt Dahl said he has heard that some residents are having trouble navigating to the 
correct forms to sign up for utilities 
. 
6:30 PM – REGULAR MEETING 
 
Mayor Marcus Stevenson called the business meeting to order at 6:31 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 FIRE AUTHORITY REPORT  
Chief Brad Larson discussed the first quarter report. The call volume was 888 total 
incidents with 389 emergent incidents requiring a paramedic to respond. Stations 125 
and 126 responded to 98% of calls with 96% of ambulance responses coming from 
Midvale stations with an emergent time of 4 minutes 28 seconds. 
 
He said that just this morning the UFA Board Finance Committee met, and they presented 
their budget to the board. Once that’s approved, they will move onto next year’s budget. 
 
Chief Larson said there are 26 recruits graduating on May 15th. He quickly recapped what 
the recruits were required to do to graduate and how difficult it is to achieve. The captains 
promotional process has concluded, 49 took the written test with 20 moving to the official 
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promotion list. Those 20 will be promoted as openings occur. He said they expect to 
exhaust the final list due to a lot of movement with retirements and other promotions. 
 
The Chief said the Wildland Division is currently in training for two weeks to prepare for 
wildfire response and the fireworks restriction map is ready to post on June 1st. 
 
Chief Larson announced that the City has two new ambulances, one at Station 125 and 
one at Station 126. The crews were able to show off the new ambulance as well as station 
tours during the pancake breakfast. The City also has a new fire engine ready to go at 
Station 125. 
 
The Chief delivered a safety message to the community about possible spring run-off 
issues. He reminds citizens to use caution around fast-moving water, don’t stand near the 
edge of water, do not jump in to rescue a pet or person. The best thing to do is throw 
them something to hold onto and call for help. Additional safety information will be 
available on the City website. 
 
The Chief recognized Police Sargeant Hooser that was killed this last weekend in 
Santaquin. 
 
Mayor Stevenson added his excitement about the new ambulances and fire engine, they 
have been waiting two years for those and everyone is happy to finally have them.   
   
  
II. PUBLIC COMMENTS  
Mike Dansie said one of the planners wants to change the width of an apartment approach 
from 35 ft to 50 ft. They have always had the 35-foot drive and cannot meet the 50-foot 
drive and they are trying to sell their property. He said a month ago he attended another 
meeting and was told the 50-foot requirement would be waived for him, he just wanted to 
make sure it was. 
 
Adam Olsen said this was the discussion on the private vs public streets, which the 
Planning Commission was not in favor of. It is on the agenda for discussion with the 
Council that evening. 
 
Matt Dahl asked Adam Olsen to speak with Mike Dansie after the meeting about the 
difference between existing roads and the effect of future roads. 
 
Shufi Pan, announced a new sushi restaurant opening called Sukiya Sushi Buffett, with 
the goal of becoming Utah’s destination for sushi. They will offer over 40 special rolls, 
Sashimi, and all varieties of fresh fish. There are only a few restaurants in Utah that 
provide sushi similar to the sushi in Japan. The new restaurant is located in Midvale close 
to city hall and will be opening soon in the month of May.  
 
III. MAYOR REPORT 
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Mayor Marcus Stevenson said a pancake breakfast was held at Fire Station 126 on 7200 
South where an earthquake simulation trailer was located that everyone seemed to enjoy. 
The City also officially opened the Jordan Bluff’s Park next to the Zion’s Bank Building off 
7800 South and Center Street. He reported that the Unified Police Department is still in 
negotiations with SLVLESA. The Sheriff’s Office asked for $5.8 million dollars and 
SLVLESA approved $4.4 million, which was less than what they asked for but a 63% 
increase over what they had previously been awarded. The townships now have to cut 
2.5% from their budget to make that work. With that said, they have come to an 
agreement, and it shouldn’t affect Midvale City’s budget.  
 
Mayor Stevenson also talked about the Unified Fire Authority budget retreat, stating that 
the budget has not been approved yet, but they are asking for a 5.5%-member fee 
increase. Kearns wants to add a new ambulance fully staffed with 8 new full-time 
employees and bring in a new fleet mechanic to avoid outsourcing. 
 
IV. COUNCIL REPORTS 
 A. Council Member Bonnie Billings – thanked those in attendance for 
coming to express their opinions. 
 
 B. Council Member Paul Glover – said there is a lot of water this spring and 
the mosquitos are out. He reminded residents to remove any standing water on their 
property to help avoid mosquitos.  
 
  C. Council Member Heidi Robinson – had nothing to report. 
 
  D. Council Member Bryant Brown – said he has noticed that the Axiom 
apartment complex on State Street, dividing Sandy and Midvale, has a commercial 
component in front. The Sandy City side has been built out, but they’ve dumped all the 
dirt on the Midvale side. He would like to discuss a solution to what can be done to help 
develop that area. Midvale code should not allow developers to leave piles of dirt on State 
Street. 
 
Adam Olsen said that code enforcement could go out and cut down the weeds. He said 
there is a site plan currently in process that will address the problem.   
 
  E. Council Member Dustin Gettel – said he attended the Jordan Bluffs Park 
dedication and enjoyed participating in the kite flying and decorating event. He reported 
that the animal services board he serves on is ready to launch a mobile pet clinic that will 
meet at member cities twice a year.  They will provide low-cost spay and neuter services. 
He will let everyone in the community know when it’s available. He also welcomed those 
in attendance at the meeting.  
 
V. CITY MANAGER REPORT 

A. Matt Dahl, City Manager – had nothing to report. 
 
VI. PUBLIC HEARINGS 
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A. CONSIDER REZONE REQUEST TO ADD THE REGIONAL COMMERCIAL 

RESIDENTIAL OVERLAY ZONE TO A PROPERTY LOCATED AT 7001 S. 900 
E. 

Wendelin Knobloch said this application proposes to add the Regional Commercial 
Residential Overlay Zone (RCRO) to a 2.4-acre parcel zoned Regional Commercial (RC) 
that used to contain a medical office building until it burnt down on January 17, 2021. 
 
The parcel is located on the eastern side of 900 E, one tenth of a mile north of the 
intersection with Fort Union Blvd. A one-story office building borders the parcel to the 
north, a fast-food restaurant to the south, and the Essex Court Condominium Community 
to the east. 

 
Originally, the item was placed on the March 13, 2024 Planning Commission agenda until 
the applicant withdrew it and made revisions to the concept. It was then readvertised for 
the April 10, 2024 Planning Commission agenda and received considerable written and 
verbal public comment which is captured in the Planning Commission minutes. Please 
note that verbal comment was captured as part of the minutes for this item, written 
comment was placed at the end of the minutes. The Planning Commission unanimously 
recommended denial of the application after thorough consideration and debate. 
 
The hearing was advertised in the following manner: (1) a sign that was placed on the 
property, (2) a notice posted at City Hall, on the City website, and on the Utah Public 
Notice website, and (3) a notice letter that was sent out to property owners within 500 feet 
of the subject property. The advertising process was conducted for each public meeting 
that showed this application on its agenda, i.e. three times (for the 3/13/2024, 4/11/2024, 
and 5/7/2024 meetings). 
 
Midvale Municipal Code (MMC) Section 17-3-1(E) and the RCRO Zone (MMC 17-7-
12.1.1) outline the criteria and required findings necessary for granting a zone map 
amendment with bold sections added for emphasis; yellow sections are staff responses 
for the March 13, 2024 Planning Commission meeting, and green sections show staff 
responses that refer to the new concept for the April 10, 2024 Planning Commission and 
May 7, 2024 City Council meetings: 
 
MMC Section 17-3-1(E): Amendments to the Zoning Code or Map 
 
E.  Criteria/Required Findings. The city’s zoning is the result of a detailed and 
comprehensive appraisal of the city’s present and future land use allocation needs. In 
order to establish and maintain sound, stable, and desirable development within the city, 
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: 
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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; 
 
Staff Response: While this zone map amendment is not necessary to comply with the 
2016 General Plan because it is not included in the Fort Union Opportunity Area, it would 
contribute to the fulfillment of the community need for housing and commercial 
development through its residential component and stand-alone commercial structure 
shown in the concept plan. Update 4/10/2024: The revised concept internalizes the 
commercial use into the main structure. The current zoning on the property, Regional 
Commercial (RC), allows for high intensity commercial development similar in massing 
and height to the structures allowed in the Regional Commercial Residential Overlay zone 
(RCRO). Update 5/7/2024: The Planning Commission indicates in its 4/10/2024 motion 
that it does not believe that this criterion has been met. 
 
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 Staff Response: The existing zoning is well reasoned 
and does not represent a clerical error or mistake of fact. 
 
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. Staff Response: This parcel of land has clearly 
changed due to the disastrous fire in 2021 and redevelopment is in the public interest, 
however, the concept may not be conducive to the specific goals set in the RCRO Zone 
as detailed below. Update 4/10/2024: The revised concept addresses many of the 
concerns expressed in the first version of the staff report. 
 
Update 5/7/2024: The Planning Commission indicates in its 4/10/2024 motion that it 
does not believe that this criterion has been met. 
 
MMC 17-7-12.1.1 Regional Commercial Residential Overlay To utilize the regional 
commercial residential overlay, it must be demonstrated the proposed development fulfills 
the following goals: 
 
A. Provides critical mass necessary to help facilitate the transition of regional commercial 
shopping centers into vibrant mixed-use developments;  
 
Staff Response: This parcel sits at the outer edge of the shopping center and may 
contribute to the overall health of the area, but it also has residential neighbors that are 
directly impacted by a high intensity use. 
 
B. Creates a consistently high quality urban environment; Staff Response: The attached 
concept plan is not binding and expresses the wishes of the applicant with a seven-story 
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residential structure and a separate drive-through commercial use. The concept does not 
acknowledge the immediate presence of residential neighbors to the east and its 
separated drive-through discourages walkability on this corridor. 
 
Update 4/10/2024: The revised concept shows a structure with an altered footprint that 
internalizes 4500 square feet of commercial square footage into the southwestern corner 
of the building, omits the separated drive-through use and wraps 58 parking stalls around 
the building. Five 2-bedroom dwelling units and a leasing office complete the 900 West 
street frontage. The rear of the structure now includes parking and additional distance 
from the neighboring property. 
 
C. Enhances the investment of those locating within the regional commercial zone; 
 
Staff Response: This proposal may enhance the investment of the current neighboring 
businesses, but it does not contribute as much as it could to the enhancement of the 
corridor into the future and may negatively impact the investment of the residential 
neighbors to the east. Update 4/10/2024: The revised concept moves the building further 
away from the eastern property line and introduces some commercial space on the main 
floor along 900 East. 
 
D. Promotes economic development by increasing the utilization of existing parcels within 
current developments; Staff Response: This proposal increases the utilization of the 
existing parcel because the previous development burnt down, and the parcel is currently 
vacant. 
 
E. Eliminates large, underutilized surface parking areas by utilizing alternate parking 
methods, including but not limited to structured parking and shared parking; 
 
Staff Response: This proposal internalizes the majority of the parking into the podium of 
the structure and lines the western elevation along 900 E with residential units; the north, 
east, and south, however, are not lined and present blank windowless walls. The concept 
plan, as presented, appears to be about 50 spaces short of the required 328 stalls for the 
residential structure. Update 4/10/2024: The revised concept plan appears to come close 
to providing sufficient spaces for the residential and commercial uses, especially if shared 
parking is utilized. 
 
F. Provides compatibility between residential and commercial uses to create a 
comfortable environment for both shoppers and residents; and Staff Response: The 
monolithic nature of the structure shown on the concept plan does not acknowledge the 
residential environment to the east. Update 4/10/2024: The revised concept introduces 
an additional 30-40 feet of setback between the building and the property line to the east. 
 
G. Provides pedestrian connections within and among developments to support 
pedestrian activity in existing auto-oriented developments and encourages pedestrian 
movement. (Ord. 2016-07 § 1 (Att. A (part)) Staff Response: The drive-through restaurant 
use negatively impacts walkability on the site and the overall design does not encourage 
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pedestrian movement because the apartment building does not offer dedicated 
commercial space on the main floor. Update 4/10/2024: The revised concept omits the 
drive-through restaurant use and adds 4,500 square feet of commercial space on the 
main floor. The commercial use and the leasing office make up about 50% of the 900 W 
street frontage with the balance being depicted as 2-bedroom apartments.  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
This application can also be analyzed in context of the currently established RC zone on 
this parcel since both zones allow high intensity development. The current zone (RC) 
allows for a variety of uses that include offices, restaurants, retail, and hotels with a height 
of up to 75 feet. 
 
The proposed RCRO zone allows multifamily and mixed-use developments at a height of 
85 feet to the highest floor plate (with additional height allowance for the roof, elevator 
etc.) with a density cap of 85 units per acre. The concept plan shows a height of 
approximately 83 feet. Therefore, projects in either zone could be quite similar in their 
appearance, height, and massing. 
 
If the City Council believes that satisfying the community need for housing is the main 
consideration in this case and outweighs burdens associated with dense development, 
then, based on MMC 17-3-1 and 17-7-12.1.1, Staff advises that the City Council 
recommend approval of the Zone Map Amendment. 
 
If the City Council believes that adding the RCRO zone would result in burdens that are 
not outweighed by potential benefits of this zone change then, based on MMC 17-3-1 and 
17-7-12.1.1, Staff advises that the City Council recommend denial of the Zone Map 
Amendment. 
 
Potential findings could be as follows: 
 
1. The subject property abuts the northern edge of the Fort Union Opportunity area within 
the 2016 General Plan. 
 
2. The application does/does not fulfill the City Code requirements (MMC 17-3-1 (E), 
MMC 17-7-12.1.1) for a zone map amendment. 
 
Wendelin Knobloch reviewed the following: 
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Context: Zoning

RC (Regional Commercial)

• Maximum Height: 75 feet

• Uses:
• Assisted Living
• Carwash
• Financial Institution
• Hotel/Motel
• Office
• Hospital
• Restaurant
• Shopping Center
• Warehouse/Distribution
• Retail & Services
• Etc.

RCRO (Regional Commercial Resident. Overlay)

• Maximum Height: 85 feet (plus roof, elevator etc.)

• Uses:
• Multifamily
• Mixed-Use

Zone Map Amendment Process
Planning Commission Holds

Hearing & Recommends Approval
or Denial to the City Council

(UCA 10-9a-502)

City Council Takes Action
(UCA 10-9a-502)
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Public Comment

•Comments and Planning Commission minutes
were provided to the City Council.

•Several comments were submitted more than
once.

•All comments were negative and addressed
concerns such as traffic, views, height, parking,
property values.

Planning Commission Recommendation

•Planning Commission unanimously recommended
denial of the application.
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Concept
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Council Member Dustin Gettel said residents have said the public hearing was not noticed 
properly. 
 
Wendelin Knobloch reviewed the noticing requirements that were met as well as sending 
out letters through the County. The addresses within the County system are not always 
complete. Essex Court has an address but not unit numbers so many of those letters 
were returned. He explained that Midvale City chooses to notice beyond what the State 
Code requires. 
 
Garrett Wilcox confirmed that the Planning Department met the State noticing 
requirements, he referred to the State Code. 
 
Adam Paul, Developer, said he has been a developer for 25 years. The property owner 
has owned the property for more than 25 years and is planning to continue ownership 
during and after the redevelopment of the property. They would like to provide a more 
active, walkable space for the area. They aim to provide a development that will enhance 
the neighborhood and provide much needed housing to the area with very little negative 
impact on the buildings that are currently there. Adam Paul stressed that they are willing 
to agree to a development agreement and stick to it. 
 
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. 

 

Proposed Amendment-Criteria I

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 changingto such a
degree that it is in the public interest to encourage redevelopmentof
the area or to recognize the changed character of the area.
MMC 17-3-1 (E)
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Dennis Poole, on behalf of KMD Development, began by reading the noticing 
requirements in Midvale City’s Code. He then went over the General Plan and Master 
Plan of Midvale City. He interprets the code to say the zone can be changed if the 
changes were not anticipated and he believes this use was anticipated and studied as 
part of the Master Plan.  If this zone is approved, he urged the Council to look at the 
consequences, they are planning 85 units per acre equaling 200 units. This is not 
consistent with the neighborhood. 
 
Ed Kimball, Essex Court, said he has lived there for 31 years. The homeowners of Essex 
Court are opposed to the rezoning. The Essex Court Community currently has a park-like 
atmosphere, and they believe the most important issue regarding this zoning change is 
the destruction of the tranquility and quality of life established 45 years ago before 
incorporating into Midvale City. There is only one way in and out of the Essex Court 
neighborhood. Adding 264 vehicles to that street will cause traffic congestion. Please 
consider the impact on the existing neighborhood and community. 
 
Matthew Randall, concerned citizen of Midvale, discussed safety issues along 900 East. 
The area has seen multiple tragic accidents, some fatal, with moving vehicles as well as 
vehicles parked on the street. A drunk driver drove off 900 East into his house; he just 
finished repairing the damage. These experiences as well as the many apartments that 
surround the area are why he is opposed to this development. 
 
Arlo Hancock, Essex Court Resident, pointed out that the height limits on the current 
zoning are stated wrong. His concern is about the lack of access that currently exists and 
the utility problems the residents of Essex Court already deal with will get worse. He’s 
worried about another fire.  
 
Raymond Christy, resident of Essex Court, said the traffic is horrendous. A building that 
high will reduce the amount of sunset his property receives in the evenings. Zoning 
changes can’t enhance the life, comfort, and safety that currently exists in Essex Court. 
It’s his home, he urged the Council to please consider the human aspect of where they 
live. The area shouldn’t be rezoned for a larger facility that will add more traffic on 900 
East.  
 
Megan Theorine, Essex Court resident, is a teacher and she knows teenagers. If this is 
allowed to be residential, more traffic will affect the safety of students attending Hillcrest 
High School. The shadow of the building will affect her directly with shade on her property. 
 
Gordon Cook, 19yr resident of Fair Meadows on the West side of 900 East, is concerned 
about crime and the impact on the communities. His community decided to gate their 
community based on cars cutting through the Fair Meadows community. He sees crime 
growing with more people and that will impact and strain on police and fire resources. 
 
Kathy Taufer, chairperson for Fair Meadows homeowners’ association, pointed out that 
her community has two entrance and exit choices; Essex Court does not, they only have 
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900 East. The infrastructure in the area can’t support 200 more units and the grocery 
stores can’t support a resident increase like that.  
 
Sam Kingore, resident of Essex Court, recapped the email comments he sent in. Nothing 
has been provided to show a commercial/residential balance, this project proposal is 
almost all residential. 
 
Jeri Gooding, Fair Meadows resident, stated that an apartment building is currently being 
built down the street where RC Willey used to be. The area doesn’t need another 200 
units. 
 
David McBride, 6947 South 900 East, said he is opposed to the development. He read 
the municipal code, this development will not support or improve pedestrian traffic. There 
are already parking problems for the existing businesses; this will not improve those 
problems. 
 
Mandy Bird, resident of Fair Meadows, said she sees an issue of foot traffic safety, there 
needs to be more easement for the area to be walkable. Emergency responders will have 
a difficult time getting through with more traffic and residents. More cars will add to the air 
quality issues as well. She doesn’t like the impact the height of the buildings will pose. 
 
Julie Rivera, Essex Court resident, said she was speculating on the number of people 
200 units will bring into the area, which is mind boggling. She bought her home just days 
before the building at the proposed location burnt down. She said wondering what will 
happen with the property has been stressful.  
 
Emy Cordano, Essex Court resident, said she is very opposed to the overlay. The height 
level is of concern to her. The current code only allows up to five stories, and this proposal 
is for seven stories. The building will be a monstrosity for the area. She questioned why 
the developer applied for such a high building; she isn’t as opposed to a shorter building. 
She pointed out that only one side of the property is in a commercial zone, the remaining 
zones are residential. 
 
Mikel Hanni, Essex Court resident, said she is opposed to the height of the building as 
well as the increased traffic and people. She would like to see a legacy style of community 
that would preserve the character and integrity of the neighborhood.   
 
Ida Baghoomian, the property owner of the property in question, said the owners do care 
about the community. She has friends that live in the Essex Court community, and they 
do matter. It was important for the owners to find a developer they could trust to work with 
the community. It matters to them that this becomes a partnership with the community 
where they listen to each other and make accommodations for each other.  
 
The following comments were submitted prior to the Council meeting: 
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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:  Consider Ordinance No. 2024-O-09 Authorizing a 
Zone Map Amendment for Approximately 2.37 Acres Located at 
7001 South 900 East to Add the Regional Commercial 
Residential Overlay Zone. 

 
Council Member Bryant Brown said he would like to see this kind of turnout for any 
development in the city east or west side. 
 
Council Member Paul Glover said he wants to preserve the quality of life and said seven 
stories is too many. 
 
Council Member Heidi Robinson said she does not see this meeting any of the Council 
objectives for mixed use and higher density housing. 
 
Garrett Wilcox informed the Council that one of the recent House Bills makes it easier for 
cities to hold developers accountable to site plans.  
 
Council Member Bryant Brown said he agreed with Council Member Robinson’s thoughts 
about the project not meeting the Council’s objectives. 
 
Mayor Stevenson said Governor Cox wants cities to address the lack of housing in their 
communities. 
 
Council Member Bonnie Billings agreed with Council Member Robinson. She 
understands that they need to be very intentional when they look at new developments. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel agreed with Council Member Billings. He understands that 
everyone wants to see this property developed; however, not the proposed development. 
 
Mayor Stevenson said he hopes that whatever way the vote goes that night, that this is 
not the end of the process. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Bonnie Billings MOVED to Deny Ordinance No. 2024-

O-09 Authorizing a Zone Map Amendment for Approximately 2.37 
Acres Located at 7001 South 900 East to Add the Regional Commercial 
Residential Overlay Zone. With the findings that it doesn’t meet 
qualifications of MMC 17-3-1. 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:  
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   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 recessed at 8:42 p.m. and reconvened at 8:51 p.m. 

 
B. CONSIDER A MIDVALE CITY INITIATED REZONE REQUEST TO REMOVE 

THE 7200 S. OVERLAY FROM THE NORTHEAST AND SOUTHEAST 
CORNERS OF STATE STREET AND FORT UNION BLVD. 

Elizabeth Arnold said throughout 2022, Midvale City, in tandem with a consulting team, 
conducted the Midvale State Street Corridor Study. At the conclusion of the study, 
recommendations were provided to the City with potential changes that could be 
implemented to improve the State Street area by encouraging development that aligns 
with the City’s vision for State Street. One recommendation was to remove the 7200 S 
Overlay from the northeast and southeast corners of State Street and Fort Union Blvd. 
The 7200 S Overlay zone was developed to supplement the Mixed-Use (MU) zone. Given 
that the subject area does not have MU zoning and is zoned for State Street Commercial, 
the 7200 S Overlay is restricting development in ways that are not conducive to the City’s 
goals. 
 
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 request satisfies Goal #2 listed above. As the 7200 S Overlay 
was designed to supplement the MU zone, and there is no MU is this area, this appears 
to be the result of a clerical error. 
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Public notice has been sent to property owners within 500 feet of the subject area. No 
written objections have been received as of the writing of this report. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommended the City Council approve the Rezone request with the following 
findings: 
 

1. Removing the 7200 S Overlay will allow for development that aligns with Midvale 
City’s vision for the State Street area. 

2. The request complies with the rezone procedure outlined in the Midvale City Code 
17-3-1(E). 

 
Planning Commission Recommendation 
Recommended Approval. 
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MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to open the public comment 

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

 
Dave Merrit, property owner on 7100 S State, said he loves Midvale City. He said he 
thinks this proposal is too vague and things like the drugs, prostitution, and homelessness 
in the area need to be addressed first. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to close the public hearing. 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. 

 
ACTION: Consider Ordinance No. 2024-O-10 Rezoning 
approximately 6.78 Acres of Properties located at 7157 S State 
St., 75 E Fort Union Blvd., 25-33 E Fort Union Blvd., 7211 S State 
St., 7227 S State St., and 7263 S State St., Removing the 7200 S. 
Overlay Zone. 

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

2024-O-10 Removing the 7200 S. Overlay from the northeast and 
southeast corners of State Street and Fort Union Blvd, as provided in 
the attachments, with the findings noted in the staff report. 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. 
 
 

C. CONSIDER A MIDVALE CITY INITIATED REQUEST TO AMEND SECTIONS 17-
7.1, 17-7-7.4, 17-7-7.5, AND 17-7-7.8 OF THE STATE STREE (SSC) ZONE OF 
THE MIDVALE CITY MUNICIPAL CODE. 

Elizabeth Arnold said throughout 2022, Midvale City, in tandem with a consulting team, 
conducted the Midvale State Street Corridor Study. At the conclusion of the study, 
recommendations were provided to improve the State Street area by encouraging 
development that aligns with the City’s vision for State Street. The Study explored land 
use concepts that addressed streetscape, building frontage, development type and form, 
and rear-yard development. The proposed text amendments will encourage enhanced 
building frontages and increased activation of outdoor spaces. 
. 
Public notice has been sent to affected entities as required in 17-3-9.B of the Municipal 
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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 
addresses streetscape, building frontage, development type and form, and 
rear-yard development in the SSC 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. 

 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommended the City Council approve the text amendment with the following 
finding: 
 
1. The amendment complies with Midvale City Code 17-3-1(E)(1). 
 
Planning Commission Recommendation 
Recommend Approval. 
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Council Member Paul Glover expressed his concern about parking. There’s not enough 
room to add parking. It forces him to stay where he’s at and he cannot remodel or expand. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel asked if existing businesses can be grandfathered in. 
 
Elizabeth Arnold stated that they would be grandfathered in unless they choose to 
remodel or make improvements. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown said that the buildings with parking right on State Street 
do not add to the aesthetics of the area and impede the walkability. 

 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel 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. 

 
There were no public comments. 
 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to close the public hearing. The 

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

 
ACTION: Consider Ordinance No. 2024-O-11 Amending 
Sections 17-7-7.1, 17-7-7.4. 17-7-7.5, and 17-7-7.8 Relating to the 
Purpose, Lot and Development Standards, Architectural 
Standards, and Parking in the State Street Commercial Zone of 
the Midvale City Municipal Code. 

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

2024-O-11 Amending Sections 17-7-7.1, 17-7-7.4, 17-7-7.5, and 17-7-7.8 
tape. The motion was SECONDED by Council Member Bryant Brown. 
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  No 
   Council Member Heidi Robinson Aye 
   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion 4-1 in favor. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown asked staff to consider passing the Ordinance and look 
into the specific parking issues some of the current businesses are having. 
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D. CONSIDER A MIDVALE CITY INITIATED AMENDMENT THAT CREATES 

CHAPTER 17-6 SUPPLEMENTARY REGULATIONS WITHIN THE MIDVALE 
MUNICIPAL CODE ADOPTNG THE JORDAN VALLEY WATER 
CONSERVANCY DISTRICT WATER EFFICIENCY STANDARDS. 

Wendelin Knobloch said this city-initiated request to amend the Midvale City Municipal 
Code provided in Exhibit A creates Chapter 17-6 and will be entitled “Supplementary 
Regulations”. The purpose of this chapter is to consolidate supplementary regulations 
that have general applicability across multiple zones into one location within the code. 
 
One of these supplementary regulations with general applicability across multiple zones 
concerns Water Conservation Standards which are administered through the Jordan 
Valley Water Conservancy District (JVWCD). 
 
Midvale residents are eligible for full landscaping conversion incentives through JVWCD 
as soon as the City adopts the above linked document. The following cities have already 
adopted the JVWCD Water Conservation Standards, leaving Midvale as one of the few 
holdouts: Bluffdale, Draper, Herriman, Kearns, Magna, Riverton, South Jordan, 
Taylorsville, West Jordan, West Valley City, White City. 
 
The standards are not in conflict with Midvale’s zoning requirements; they simply add 
recommendations and requirements that emphasize the responsible use of water, 
especially with regard to the use of turf. 
 
Public notice has been sent to affected entities as required in Section 17-3-9 of the 
Midvale Municipal Code. At the time of this writing no public comment has been received. 
 
Midvale City Code 17-3-1 outlines the criteria necessary for amendments to the zoning 
code or map: MMC Section 17-3-1(E): Amendments to the Zoning Code or Map 
 
E. Criteria/Required Findings. The city’s zoning is the result of a detailed and 
comprehensive appraisal of the city’s present and future land use allocation needs. In 
order to establish and maintain sound, stable, and desirable development within the city, 
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; 
 
Staff Response: This criterion is not applicable because the request is not for a rezone; 
rather, an amendment to the municipal code. 



Proceedings of City Council Meeting 
May 7, 2024 
 

73 
 

 
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 
 
Staff Response: This criterion is not applicable because the request is not for a rezone; 
rather, an amendment to the municipal code. 
 
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. 
 
Staff Response: This criterion is not applicable because the request is not for a rezone; 
rather, an amendment to the municipal code. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Based on the requirements of Section 17-3-1.E of the Midvale City Municipal Code and 
the City’s wish to conserve water resources and for its residents to be eligible for 
landscaping conversion incentives, Staff recommends adoption of the amendments 
shown in Exhibit A with the following finding for your consideration: 
 

- Adopting the JVWCD Water Conservation Standards emphasizes the need to 
conserve water and provides the citizens of Midvale the opportunity to be eligible 

 for landscaping conversion incentives. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel 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. 

 
Jamie Morris said conserving water is very important; however, she lives on an acre 
property and likes to grow her own vegetables and has an orchard. How do you justify 
penalizing those who water their crops?  
 
Wendelin Knobloch said there is a carve out in the requirements for that type of use. The 
requirements go towards watering turf. 
 
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: Consider Ordinance No. 2024-O-12 Creating Chapter 
17-6 Supplementary Regulations within the Midvale Municipal 
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Code adopting the Jordan Valley Water Conservancy District 
Water Efficiency Standards. 

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

2024-O-12 Creating Chapter 17-6 Supplementary Regulations within 
the Midvale Municipal Code adopting the Jordan Valley Water 
Conservancy District Water Efficiency Standards. 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. 
 
 

E. CONSIDER A PUBLIC HEARING TO RECEIVE PUBLIC COMENT REGARDNG 
THE FY225 TENTATIVE BUDGET FOR MIDVALE CITY BEGINNING JULY 
1,2024 AND ENDING JUNE 30, 2025. 

Mariah Hill Said the process of adopting the fiscal year 2025 budget requires several 
steps that you, as a City Council, are required to take to be compliant with state statute. 
UCA 10-6-111(1) requires the Budget Officer to present a tentative budget for each fund 
within the City. The budgets must be submitted no later than the first regularly scheduled 
meeting in May. I will present budgets for each fund on Tuesday, May 7th on behalf of 
the Budget Officer (City Manager). At that time, I will brief you on fiscal year 2024 revenue 
estimates, provide a brief overview of expenditures, and present budget highlights along 
with any proposed program changes. 
 
UCA 10-6-111(3) further requires the City Council to adopt the tentative budget at this 
meeting. The Council will then review and amend, if necessary, the budgets prior to their 
final adoption. As a reminder, the purpose of a tentative budget is to have a working tool 
from which we can start the formal adoption process. The budget document can be 
amended prior to final adoption. At the time of final adoption, all budgets must be balanced 
with expenditures equaling revenues. 
. 
PLAN COMPLIANCE: N/A 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
The tentative budget provides a starting point to discuss the operating budget for Fiscal 
Year 2025 prior to final approval. 
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MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to open the public comment 

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

 
There were no public comments 
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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: Consider Resolution No. 2024-R-21 Adopting the 
FY2025 Tentative Budget of Midvale City beginning July 1, 2024, 
and ending June 30, 2025. 

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

2024-R-21 Adopting the FY2025 Tentative Budget of Midvale City 
beginning July 1, 2024, and ending June 30, 2025. 
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. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to discuss Discussion item A. 

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. 

 
 
VII. DISCUSSION ITEM 

A. DISCUSSION ON AMENDING PRIVATE STREET STANDARDS TO MEET 
PUBLIC STREET STANDARDS  

Adam Olsen said private streets in Midvale require a right-of-way width of 35’ (20’ 
pavement width). Public streets require a right-of-way width of 50’ (25’ pavement width). 
Sidewalks may be placed on one side or both sides of a private street; whereas, on a 
public street, they must be placed on both sides. Private streets have been proposed and 
approved for various infill developments throughout the City. 
 
Staff recommended amending private street standards to match public street standards. 
This does not remove the option to provide private streets; rather, it requires private 
streets to match public street standards. This ensures that if private streets are one day 
turned over to the City—requested by property owners due to upkeep cost, for example—
the City can more easily take over maintenance responsibilities. 
 
The item was discussed at the April 10th Planning Commission meeting. Many Planning 
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Commissioners felt the current reduced-width standards for private streets should remain, 
as it allows greater flexibility for infill development. However, they also understood staff’s 
concern that, if the City takes over private streets in a development, having those streets 
constructed to public street standards would ensure a smoother transition. 
 
If the Council is amenable to amending the standards, staff will return with an ordinance 
reflecting such change. 
 
 
16.02.050 Design standards. 
E. Private Streets. The applicant may propose private streets within the subdivision so 
long as the proposed street(s) match the standard right-of-way and cross section of a 
public street as provided in Title 18. include a right-of-way width of thirty-five feet, with 
twenty feet of pavement installed to city specifications and fire code, two and one-half 
feet of curb and gutter on each side and either a five-foot sidewalk adjacent to the curb 
on both sides or a four-foot sidewalk and a five-foot park strip on one side. 
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Mayor Stevenson asked if this would apply to new streets or current streets. 
 
Adam Olsen said it would just be for new developments. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to open the public comment 

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

 
Mike Dansie explained that the roads are too narrow for cars to park on the street and for 
cars to get down the street. The snowplows are unable to get down the street and often 
avoid plowing the street if they see cars parked anywhere. 
 
Ken Jackson, living at 6760 S 300 E, said he is trying to sell his property and this proposal 
has already lost him over $400,000 in offers. He opposed the proposal as it is proposed.  
 
MOTION: Council Member Paul Glover MOVED to close 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. 

 
Council Member Dustin Gettel said the City shouldn’t be required to take back any private 
street unless it meets the 50 ft requirement. 
 
Keith Ludwig said the City hasn’t had a request to take over a private street for years, and 
requests are typically denied. However, he did get a request yesterday. Taking over a 
private street does present a lot of issues like maintenance and snow plowing, even if no 
improvements are made to the street the City still has to take on that expense. Over the 
years, the City has had to deal with private streets, for instance the avenues. The City 
used CDBG funds to improve the avenues, and rebuild the streets, but those 
improvements were needed for the City to maintain them. He said he likes the idea of 
going forward with this amendment if the City wants to be able to take over maintenance 
of the streets in the future. 
 
Mayor Stevenson said he would like to have a City standard and policy in place to help 
with future decisions on street adoption and maintenance take over. 
 
Garrett Wilcox explained that any future Council could make changes to any decision 
made that night, and the HOA of a community can also make changes or go defunct, 
which would affect any decision now or in the future. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown asked if the City could put a cap on the size of area the 
City would consider taking over. 
 
Garrett Wilcox said the State law does not mention private streets. The City can set the 
standards as a local government. 
 
Council Member Dustin Gettel said he would like to leave this the way they currently are 
and let the private communities deal with the issue. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown said he sees ADA issues with no sidewalks. 



Proceedings of City Council Meeting 
May 7, 2024 
 

97 
 

 
Adam Olsen said he senses the hesitancy to make a change, but if the City is planning 
to take over a street, the Council would want the street to be up to current standards. 
 
Matt Dahl asked for a consensus of how many want 1. A policy of not changing the current 
standards and the City doesn’t take over private roads that do not meet those standards. 
Or 2. The standard changes and requires future projects to build to City standards, 
recognizing that a future situation may require the City to make concessions, but the 
policy is that the City does not take over private roads.  
 
The Council was split on what they wanted to do. 
 
Council Member Bryant Brown and Council Member Paul Glover said they would like to 
cap the size of the community that would be considered. 
 
Ken Jackson, Midvale resident, said he feels like he is being punished as a property 
owner due to the timing of this amendment coinciding with his property sale. He asked 
about the timeline for this decision. 
 
Keith Ludwig said he would like to see the City say they are not interested in taking over 
any private streets that do not meet our minimum standards. The Council will then have 
time to make a final decision, and then the requestor can re-apply in the future.  
 
Matt Dahl said he understands the decision to be that new developments over a certain 
size would have to meet City standards and the City will not take over roads that do not 
meet the standards. 
 
Garrett Wilcox explained that nothing will be decided that night, and this will need to be 
brought back as an action item at a future meeting. 
 
 
VIII. CONSENT AGENDA 

A. CONSIDER MINUTES OF April 16, 2024 
 

B. SET DATE AND TIME [MAY 21, 2024, AT 7:00 PM] FOR A PUBLIC 
HEARING TO CONSIDER ADOPTION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2025 
BUDGET FOR MIDVALE CITY BEGINNING JULY1, 2024 AND ENDING 
JUNE 30, 2025. 

 
MOTION: Council Member Paul Glover MOVED to approve the Consent Agenda. 

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 
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   Council Member Bryant Brown  Aye 
   Council Member Dustin Gettel  Aye 
  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
IX. ACTION ITEMS 

A. CONSIDER RESOLUTION NO. 2024-R-22 AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR 
TO SIGN A LETTER OF CONCURRENCE WITH WASATCH FRONT 
REGIONAL COUNCIL (WFRC) FOR A PARKS AND OPEN SPACE PLAN 

Adam Olsen said Midvale City was awarded financial assistance through a Transportation 
and Land Use Connection (TLC) grant for a Parks and Open Space Master Plan. The 
Parks and Open Space Master Plan will be the first of its kind for Midvale, providing a 
comprehensive analysis and recommendations for the City’s existing and future parks 
and open space network, including preparation of an Impact Fee Facilities Plan (IFFP), a 
required step in the preparation and implementation of a Parks and Open Space Impact 
Fee Analysis for the collection of development impact fees for improvement and 
expansion of the City’s open space areas. 
 
The scope of the project includes, among other things, an analysis of existing conditions, 
future needs analysis, an implementation plan, and an Impact Fee Facilities Plan (IFFP). 
Opportunity for public input and project updates to Planning Commission and City Council 
are included in the scope. 
 
The City’s required match is $40,000. This amount was included in the FY 24 budget and 
carried over to the FY 25 budget, in anticipation of the plan. 
 
The plan and associated IFFP will ultimately be approved by the City Council. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to approve Resolution No. 

2024-R-22. Authorizing the Mayor to Sign a Letter of Concurrence with 
Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) for a Parks and Open Space 
Plan. 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. 

 
 
B. CONSIDER RESOLUTION NO. 2024-R-23 AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR 

TO SIGN A LETTER OF CONCURRENCE WITH WASATCH FRONT 
REGIONAL COUNCIL (WRFC) FOR THE PORTER ROCKWELL TRAIL 
PLAN. 
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Jonathan Anderson said Midvale City was awarded financial assistance through a 
Transportation and Land Use Connection (TLC) grant for the Porter Rockwell Trail Plan. 
The project would be to determine the feasibility of connecting to and continuing the Porter 
Rockwell trail from our southern border at Sandy, to the northern border with Murray City. 
This trail is identified as #142 in the Mid Valley Active Transportation Plan, and on 
WFRC’s Regional Transportation Plan as a planned connection. This would be an 
important connection for a regional active transportation facility. Members of the Trails 
Division at UDOT suggested pursuing this to complete the northern portion of the Porter 
Rockwell trail. 
 
The City’s required match is $10,000. This amount has been included in the FY 25 budget. 
 
MOTION: Council Member Dustin Gettel MOVED to Approve Resolution No. 

2024-R-23. Authorizing the mayor to sign a Letter of Concurrence with 
Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) for The Porter Rockwell Trail 
Plan. 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. 
 
X. ADJOURN 
 
MOTION: Council Member Paul Glover MOVED to adjourn the 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 10:58 p.m. 
 
 
 
      
Rori L. Andreason, MMC 
H.R. DIRECTOR/CITY RECORDER 
 
Approved this 4th day of June 2024 
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