
 
 
 
 

 

All agenda items 

in this packet are 

preliminary, until 

approved by the 

Layton City 

Council. 
 



 

ADJOURN:  
Notice is hereby given that: 
•  A Redevelopment Agency (RDA) Meeting will be held at 5:30 PM.  A Work Meeting will be held at 5:30 PM to discuss miscellaneous matters.  
• This meeting will also be live streamed via laytoncitylive.com and facebook.com/Laytoncity 
• In the event of an absence of a full quorum, agenda items will be continued to the next regularly scheduled meeting. 
• This meeting may involve the use of electronic communications for some of the members of this public body.  Elected Officials at remote locations 

may be connected to the meeting electronically. 
• By motion of the Layton City Council, pursuant to Title 52, Chapter 4 of the Utah Code, the City Council may vote to hold a closed meeting for 

any of the purposes identified in that chapter. 
 
Date: ___________________________________________     By: ____________________________________________________ 
                                                                                                                   Kimberly S Read, City Recorder 
 
 
This public notice is posted on the Utah Public Notice website www.utah.gov/pmn/, the Layton City website www.laytoncity.org, and at the Layton City Center. 
 
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, persons in need of special accommodations or services to participate in this meeting shall notify the City at 
least 24 hours in advance at 801-336-3826 or 801-336-3820.  
 

REGULAR MEETING AGENDA OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF LAYTON, UTAH 

 
PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the City Council of Layton, Utah, will hold a public meeting in the Council Chambers of the 
City Center Building, 437 North Wasatch Drive, Layton, Utah, commencing at 7:00 PM on October 3, 2024. 
 
AGENDA ITEMS: 
  
1. CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE, OPENING CEREMONY, RECOGNITION, APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  

A. Minutes of Layton City Council Work Meeting - July 18, 2024 
B. Minutes of Layton City Council Meeting - July 18, 2024 
C. Minutes of Layton City Council Meeting - August 15, 2024 
D. Minutes of Layton City Council Work Meeting - September 5, 2024 

  
2. MUNICIPAL EVENT ANNOUNCEMENTS:  
  
3. VERBAL PETITIONS AND PRESENTATIONS:  

A. Proclamation – Courtney Wayment 
  
4. CITIZEN COMMENTS:  
  
5. CONSENT ITEMS: (These items are considered by the City Council to be routine and will be enacted by a single motion. If discussion is 

desired on any particular consent item, that item may be removed from the consent agenda and considered separately.) 
A. Agreement between Layton City and the Utah Division of Outdoor Recreation to Accept the Federal Highway 
Administration’s Recreational Trails Program Funds for the Kay’s Creek Trail Pedestrian Overpass at the Layton FrontRunner – 
Resolution 24-27 – Approximately 150 South Main Street 
B. Acknowledgment of Termination of Agreement between Layton City, The Layton City Redevelopment Agency, and JL 
Ventures, LLC; Dated January 17, 2008 – Resolution 24-26 – Approximately 3550 North Fairfield Road 
C. Amended Plat – Valley Hi Phase 4 – 2068 East 2900 North 

  
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  
  
7. UNFINISHED BUSINESS:  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

http://www.utah.gov/pmn/
http://www.laytoncity.org/


 

 

Citizen Comment Guidelines 
 

For the benefit of all who participate in a PUBLIC HEARING or in giving PUBLIC COMMENT during 

a City Council meeting, we respectfully request that the following procedures be observed so that all 

concerned individuals may have an opportunity to speak. 

  
 

 

 

 

Electronic Information:  An electronic or hard copy of any electronic information presented to the City 

Council must be submitted to the City Recorder by the end of the meeting.   

 

  

Time: If you are giving public input on any item on the agenda, please limit comments to three (3) minutes.  

If greater time is necessary to discuss the item, the matter may, upon request, be placed on a future City 

Council agenda for further discussion.  

 

  

New Information: Please limit comments to new information only to avoid repeating the same information  

multiple times.  

 

  

Spokesperson: Please, if you are part of a large group, select a spokesperson for the group.  

 

  

Courtesy: Please be courteous to those making comments by avoiding applauding or verbal outbursts either  

in favor of or against what is being said.  

 

  

Comments: Your comments are important. To give order to the meeting, please direct comments to and  

through the person conducting the meeting.  

  

 

 

Thank you.  

  



D  R  A  F  T 

 

Minutes of Layton City Council Work Meeting, July 18, 2024 

MINUTES OF LAYTON CITY 

COUNCIL WORK MEETING  JULY 18, 2024; 5:40 P.M. 
 

MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS 

PRESENT:     MAYOR JOY PETRO, ZACH BLOXHAM, CLINT 

MORRIS, TYSON ROBERTS, BETTINA SMITH 

EDMONDSON, AND DAVE THOMAS 

 

 

STAFF PRESENT:    ALEX JENSEN, CLINT DRAKE, CHAD 

WILKINSON, TRACY PROBERT, STEPHEN 

JACKSON, DAVID PRICE, JOELLEN GRANDY, 

ALLEN SWANSON, WENDY BRIMHALL, MINDY 

HUNSAKER, KARL KUEHN, AND TORI 

CAMPBELL 

 

 

The meeting was held in the Council Conference Room of the Layton City Center. 

 

Mayor Petro opened the meeting.  

 

AGENDA: 

 

MAYOR’S REPORT 

 

Mayor Petro reported North Davis Sewer District (NDSD) would be considering a possible a $2 increase 

beginning July 2025 alternating years. She stated the Board would complete an assessment to determine 

whether the increase was needed prior to each implementation. She provided an update on the Hill Field 

Road project and stated it was on schedule for completion. The grand opening/ribbon cutting for its new 

pump station was scheduled for Wednesday, August 21, 2024 from 1:00-3:00 PM.  

 

The Homeless Task Force was required to submit the County’s plan by Thursday, August 1, 2024. The 

suggested plan, agreed by the task force members would be a mobile plan; therefore, not impacting one 

city. She explained if the plan was approved, large portable tents large enough to accommodate 15-20 

cots. Additionally, it had been proposed to use a large bus which could be converted with numerous 

bunks and personal belongings could be stored in compartments under the bus. She emphasized this was a 

result of Code Blue and nothing had yet been finalized.  

  

COUNCILMEMBER’S REPORT  

Councilmember Smith Edmondson announced a free movie screening, ‘Screenagers’ was planned for 

Thursday, August 22, 2024, 7:00 PM at the Kenley Amphitheater. She explained the movie addressed the 
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effects of vaping and the use of drugs and alcohol in young people in the digital age. She described the 

film as a documentary with youth participants. She mentioned there would be gift card raffles and 

students would have the opportunity to receive citizen credit recovery at the free event.  

 

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

 

David Price, Parks and Recreation Director, expressed appreciation to Staff for past efforts in contributing 

to the City’s Active Transportation Plan. Staff desired to compile and update its bike and trail plans found 

in separate plan elements into one overarching document to be known as the Layton City Active 

Transportation Plan. This new plan element would supplement other General Plan elements to identify 

community opportunities and define goals and policies.   

 

JoEllen Grandy, Parks Planner, announced the Plan was initiated in 2021-2022 and also thanked Staff 

who contributed with finalizing the Plan and presented it to the Council highlighting the following: 

 Goals and objectives of the Plan 

 Planning process 

 Existing conditions analysis 

 Public involvement 

 Recommendations 

 Implementation strategies 

 

Ms. Grandy mentioned the contribution on behalf of Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) and 

emphasized the Plan was intended to serve as a guide to Staff when prioritizing projects and allocating 

funds. She mentioned the participants of the Steering Committee and reviewed the six goals pointing out 

the following objectives: 

 Useful connections 

 Support local economy 

 Promote health and safety 

 Serve a wide variety of people 

 Provide a quality user experience 

 Foster community support 

 

She identified and reviewed the Planning Process associated with the updated Transportation Plan and 

also reviewed existing active transportation facilities. She reported the analysis concluded the critical 

need for the Plan to create connectivity and purposeful connections.  
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She reviewed the public involvement portion of the process identifying those participating individuals on 

the steering committee and reported on the public outreach open houses.  

 

She reported the recommendations and referenced illustrations which reflected a variety of infrastructure 

treatments and explained the definitions of each. She also explained ‘spot’ improvements included with 

the infrastructure treatments. These improvements included 99 miles of newly proposed bikeways and 

trails. The trails needed to provide connectivity to be more useful to residents or individuals using them. 

She also mentioned the Plan included non-infrastructure treatments and identified the policies, programs, 

and initiatives which made it easier to implement active transportation infrastructure and encourage more 

active transportation use.  

 

She briefly referenced the project prioritization illustration and explained how the prioritization was 

determined and identified the top 10 projects moving forward. Connectivity to schools, transit, and higher 

traffic areas were considerations for the long-term high-value projects.  

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson inquired about the safety of bike lanes and Ms. Grandy responded 

only a small amount were designated to have a ‘buffer’ and mentioned those were targeted to be located 

around town centers. Mr. Price also mentioned oftentimes the capability for the ‘buffer’ wasn’t always 

available.  

 

Ms. Grandy reported the consultants had provided cost estimates within the implementation strategies as 

well as potential funding sources such as available grants to help offset costs. Facility design best 

practices was included as a reference. She asked if there were any questions and a discussion followed 

regarding specific projects and which infrastructure treatment would be appropriate. The Council 

expressed agreement regarding the preconceived sense of security associated with bike lanes. A 

discussion took place regarding the increased use of ebikes, small motorcycles, and escooters within the 

City.  

 

The Council expressed appreciation for Staffs’ work on the Plan.  

 

ACCEPT A PROPOSAL FOR AN INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN LAYTON CITY 

AND SOUTH WEBER CITY FOR THE PROVISION OF DISPATCH SERVICES – 

RESOLUTION 24-24  
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Allen Swanson, Police Chief, and Karl Kuehn, Communications Manager, presented the Interlocal 

Agreement between Layton City and South Weber City for dispatch services. Chief Swanson reminded 

the Council the City recently began providing dispatch services for Clearfield City and North Davis Fire 

District (NDFD). He reported other entities had inquired as to whether Layton City could also provide 

these same services to them and reported the City currently didn’t have the capability for these larger 

cities; however, South Weber City was small enough that the City could meet the request.  

 

Mr. Kuehn announced the proposed contract with South Weber was similar to those with Clearfield and 

NDFD, including figures specific to the current fiscal year and minus the language specific to the 

Clearfield consolidation. He reported South Weber averaged approximately one call per day and he didn’t 

anticipate any measurable impact to Layton City. He pointed out this would be one more step toward 

consolidation for the northern area of the County and added the Davis County Sheriff’s Department 

would continue to provide law enforcement services.  

 

He asked if there were any questions and a discussion followed regarding dispatch consolidation for 

entities to the south of Layton City. Mr. Kuehn mentioned there wasn’t a designated boundary used to 

determine whether services would be provided by Bountiful or Layton City and explained how Kaysville 

and Farmington had decided to join with Bountiful as of January 1, 2025. He also explained the legality 

of having contiguous geographical boundaries in order to provide dispatch services pointing out Clinton 

City couldn’t request Bountiful provide its dispatch services because of the other cities in between to 

illustrate the point. The discussion continued regarding dispatch consolidation and construction timeline 

for the City’s new facility.  

 

Alex Jensen, City Manager, emphasized Layton City would continue providing the best dispatch services 

for its residents in addition to those which it was contractually agreed to. He continued to emphasize the 

City wouldn’t get involved in a bidding war or provide any type of incentive to persuade an entity to enter 

into contract with Layton City.  

 

Mr. Kuehn pointed out these current contracts reflected replacement dates of December 2026 for new 

documents. He stated once the rate structure formula was established it would be simple to update 

annually for each entity. He also mentioned there would be no representation from South Weber on the 

Oversight Board at this time.  

 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO LAYTON CITY MUNICIPAL CODE, TITLE 19 ZONING, 

CHAPTER 19.06 LAND USE REGULATIONS, TO ALLOW UP TO TWO HIGH-IMPACT 
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HOME OCCUPATIONS OUT OF THE SAME RESIDENCE 

 

Chad Wilkinson, Community and Economic Development Director, informed the Council this agenda 

item was initiated via citizen’s request to accommodate a home occupation business. He reminded the 

Council the City had amended its Home Occupation Ordinance in 2020. As part of that process, Staff 

attempted to create a balance between use of the home as a home occupation at the same time anticipating 

there could be impacts to adjacent neighbors. As a compromise the ordinance currently allowed two home 

occupations; a low-impact home occupation in which clients rarely came to the home, more of a home 

office scenario and neighbors wouldn’t know there was a business. A high-impact home occupation 

would be a situation in which clients regularly visited the home, had employees, and/or equipment and 

materials were stored. These types of businesses tend to have direct impacts to neighbors. 

 

Mr. Wilkinson informed the Council in this particular instance the request was to allow two high-impact 

home occupations at the same residence: the current dog grooming business and a proposed contractor 

type use. The City denied the request made by the applicant on January 17, 2024, and the applicant 

subsequently requested changes to the code, which would require a text amendment to the Municipal 

Code.  

 

The request came before the Planning Commission during its meeting on Tuesday, May 28, 2024, held a 

public hearing to review the proposed amendment and reported there had been considerable discussion on 

the issue. He pointed out the significant challenge with drafting a home occupation ordinance which could 

be universally, equally, and fairly applied throughout the City; not just with this particular request or 

scenario. He clarified the classification of high impact home occupation had been created for contractor 

use because they had a high tendency to expand beyond the initial application.  

 

He announced Staff agreed with the Planning Commission’s recommendation of denial for the request. 

He recalled one of the questions posed during the Planning Commission Meeting was how many of these 

similar requests had the City previously denied. Mr. Wilkinson responded four over the previous four 

years and in every case except this one, alternate business models had been identified which allowed them 

to comply with City ordinances, which he believed justified a change to the Code was not needed.  

 

Additionally, the applicant had suggested re-classifying regulations regarding trailers kept on lots and 

Staff was concerned about interpretation and where that could lead specifically how that could also be 

universally, equally, and fairly applied throughout the City 
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Staff recommended denial of the request and asked if there were any questions. A discussion followed.  

 

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT – MODERATE-INCOME HOUSING PLAN ADDENDUM – 

ORDINANCE 24-23 

 

Mr. Wilkinson stated the General Plan Amendment was in response to the City’s reporting requirements 

to the State in relation to the Moderate-Income Housing Plan. He explained the State had requested the 

City be more specific about its goals and policies, to provide specific timeframes, identified in the last 

report. As the City advanced through this year’s process, the State had directed the City to be less 

specific; not reflecting a date, but using ‘being done an annual basis’ language so as to not have to amend 

the General Plan every year.  

 

He also reported the addendum included minor edits and the removal of Strategy 3.2, which stated the 

City would assist in administering the Weatherization Program and indicated the City had never 

previously been involved with this particular program. He identified this was handled through the 

Department of Workforce Services, Housing Department.  

 

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND REZONE REQUEST – MU-TOD (MIXED-USE 

TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT) TO C-H (PLANNED HIGHWAY COMMERCIAL) – 

ORDINANCE 24-19 AND ORDINANCE 24-20 – 282 NORTH MAIN STREET 

 

Mr. Wilkinson explained the request for a General Plan Amendment and Rezone was submitted by the 

Young Automotive Group, property owner, to facilitate expansion of their presence within the City. He 

identified the location of the parcel on a visual illustration. He also pointed out the parcel was on the 

boarder of the MU-TOD Zoning designation and vehicle dealerships weren’t permitted within this zoning 

designation. He continued to explain the predominant reason for the General Plan amendment was that 

UDOT (Utah Department of Transportation) was requiring drive access for the development 

correspondent with roadway 301 North.  

 

He reminded the Council requests to amend the General Plan were carefully considered and not taken 

lightly; however, there were some factors related to the property which justified the consideration of the 

amendment and identified the following: 

 The State recently adopted requirements for a Station Area Plan; areas within a one-half mile 

radius of a fixed-rail transit station. Mr. Wilkinson clarified the property stopped just short of this 

designation and concluded it wasn’t within the area for a higher density use in a TOD (Transit 
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Oriented Development).  

 Constraints on the property didn’t allow for it to be a good candidate for Mixed-Use development 

given the proximity of an existing cell phone tower. He also spoke to the unique size of the parcel 

which would be more suitable for a different use.  

 

He reported the request had been reviewed by the Planning Commission during its meeting on Tuesday, 

June 11, 2024, and it forwarded an approval recommendation with one dissenting vote based on the 

principal that amendments to the General Plan shouldn’t be taken lightly.  

 

He asked if there were any questions and members of the Council also expressed concern about setting 

precedent with this request to amend the General Plan and rezone, that other requests could follow. Mr. 

Wilkinson responded each request would be carefully considered on an individual basis and reminded the 

Council there were solid findings and situational factors associated with the property which wouldn’t be 

applicable to other parcels and a discussion followed.  

 

Mr. Wilkinson reported Staff had communicated any further expansions within that area wouldn’t be 

considered by the City because it needed to be consistent with State Law regarding the density 

requirements within the half-mile radius.  

 

Councilmember Bloxham inquired whether the property had been recently acquired by the Young 

Automotive Group and Mr. Wilkinson responded Young had been negotiating the purchase for some 

time. Councilmember Bloxham clarified the property was purchased with the knowledge and 

understanding of its current zoning and the discussion continued.  

 

 

The meeting adjourned at 6:53 p.m. 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Tori Campbell, Deputy City Recorder 
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MINUTES OF LAYTON CITY 

COUNCIL MEETING    JULY 18, 2024; 7:00 P.M. 

 

MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS 

PRESENT:     MAYOR JOY PETRO, ZACH BLOXHAM, CLINT 

MORRIS, TYSON ROBERTS, BETTINA SMITH 

EDMONDSON, AND DAVE THOMAS 

 

 

STAFF PRESENT:    ALEX JENSEN, CLINT DRAKE, CHAD 

WILKINSON, ALLEN SWANSON, AND TORI 

CAMPBELL 

 

 

 

The meeting was held in the Council Chambers of the Layton City Center. 

 

Mayor Petro opened the meeting and welcomed the public. Councilmember Bloxham led the Pledge of 

Allegiance and offered the invocation.  

 

MINUTES: 

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson requested a correction to the Work Meeting Minutes from May 2, 2024. 

She stated one line in her update specific to the Communities that Care reflected the organization had received 

permission to show a series of one hour films and clarified the organization had received permission to show 

one film, ‘Screenagers’, from the series of films. She mentioned she had sent an email with the clarifying 

language to Kimberly Read, City Recorder.  

 

MOTION: Councilmember Smith Edmondson moved to approve the following minutes as written:  

 

  Layton City Council Budget Work Meeting – March 20, 2024; and 

  Layton City Council Meeting – May 16, 2024. 

And to approve the amended minutes of: 

  Layton City Council Work Meeting – May 2, 2024. 

 

Councilmember Morris seconded the motion. The vote was unanimous to approve the minutes as written 

and amended. 

 

MUNICIPAL EVENT ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
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Councilmember Smith Edmondson announced the Layton Communities that Care would be hosting a free 

move screening, ‘Screenagers’ in the Kenley Amphitheater on Thursday, August 22, 2024. She explained the 

movie was about the effects of vaping, substance use and abuse in the digital age. She mentioned the entire 

community was invited and reiterated it would be free to the public. She added there would be some raffles, 

snacks, etc. The movie would begin at 7:00 p.m. and although it was a free event RSVP to Megan Hanshaw at 

meganh@dbhutah.org. She suggested students which had U’s carried over to inquire with the guidance 

counselor whether attendance at this event would clear those.  

 

Councilmember Thomas mentioned the 4th of July celebration had been a great success and stated he’d received 

compliments regarding the City’s law enforcement officers. He was very pleased with the outcome. 

 

Mayor Petro expressed agreement and complimented not only Staff from the Parks and Recreation 

Department, but community volunteers and those from the Parks and Recreation Commission.  

 

Councilmember Roberts commented on the following: 

 Remarked 14,000 popsicles and ice cream cones that were distributed along the parade route with 

another 5,000 given to hospitals and assisted living facilities within the City by over 100 volunteers.  

 Pioneer Day activities were planned and highlighted the following:  

o Pioneer Jubilee at the Museum  

o Food Truck Rally in Constitution Circle  

o Free concert by “Riders in the Sky” in the Amphitheater beginning at 7:00 PM  

o Electric light parade beginning at 10:00 PM, starting at the south end of Wasatch 

Drive/Gentile Street, traveling to Constitution Circle  

o Party in Constitution Circle until 11:45 PM 

 Layton F.E.S.T. (Farmers, Entertainment, Shopping, and Trucks) was ongoing every Friday evening 

from 5:30 PM – Dusk.  

 Top Gun, Maverick, would be the Free Friday Film shown in the Kenley Amphitheater.  

 

Mayor Petro announced Young Powersports on Main Street had revealed a large mural on the side of its 

building which tied into Davis County Tourism. She stated ‘Layton’ had been spelled out in large letters and 

the intent was for members of the public to take pictures in front of it. She also mentioned there were several 

items hidden within the mural and shared the story behind the hidden lower-case ‘t’.  

 

PRESENTATIONS: 

 

mailto:meganh@dbhutah.org
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There were no presentations.  

 

CITIZEN COMMENTS: 

Claude Young, 1198 North 100 East, requested consideration be given for placement of a radar trailer or other 

speed enforcement in the area. He described an incident of a speeding vehicle near 100 East/1250 North on 

July 4, 2024. He reminded the Council this wasn’t the first time he had made this request.  

 

Allen Swanson, Police Chief, responded he would make arrangements to place the radar trailer on that 

particular street.  

 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

 

ACCEPT A PROPOSAL FOR AN INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN LAYTON CITY 

AND SOUTH WEBER CITY FOR THE PROVISION OF DISPATCH SERVICES – RESOLUTION 

24-24  

 

Chief Swanson stated Resolution 24-24 would accept a proposal for an agreement between Layton City and 

South Weber City for Dispatch Services. He reminded the Council Layton City had participated in ongoing 

discussions with Davis County, City Administrators, Police Chiefs, and Fire Chiefs since early 2021 about 

the county-wide provision of dispatch services. At that time it was determined that the best system design 

would be for two dispatch centers, one in Bountiful, and one in the north serving the northern portion of the 

county. Following the consolidation of dispatch services between Layton, Clearfield City, and North Davis 

Fire District, South Weber City inquired whether Layton had the ability to provide dispatch services prior 

to completion of the new building. After examining the need, it was determined Layton had enough existing 

space to provide dispatch services for South Weber Fire and EMS (Emergency Medical Services).  

 

The Agreement would benefit both jurisdictions in several ways and it was anticipated the cost-sharing, 

along with the economies of scale, would provide improved service and reduced costs for both jurisdictions. 

Additionally, it prepared the City for future consolidation of dispatch services for other entities.  

 

Staff recommended the Council adopt the resolution.  

 

Councilmember Bloxham requested Chief Swanson speak to how this wouldn’t detract from Layton City 

residents receiving dispatch services at the highest level. 
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Chief Swanson responded a formula based on the total budget of providing dispatch services, taking into 

account call volume and population of the cities and provided statistics specific to South Weber. He pointed 

out mutual aid was already in existence; the City’s Fire Department had already been responding to their 

incidents. He emphasized this Agreement would ease the communication.  

 

Councilmember Morris requested further clarification regarding law enforcement services. Chief Swanson 

responded South Weber contracted with Davis County Sheriff’s Department for those services and indicated 

that would continue.  

 

Councilmember Roberts inquired if there was any more space in the current facility and Chief Swanson 

responded there wasn’t enough space to bring on the remaining cities.   

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson asked about the need to hire additional Staff associated and Chief 

Swanson responded that wouldn’t be needed due to the limited call volume.  

 

AMENDED PLAT – LAYTON INDUSTRIAL PARK SUBDIVISION – 2ND AMENDMENT – 882 

NORTH MARSHALL WAY  

 

Mr. Wilkinson stated the applicant, Blake Madsen representing Liberty Rentals, was requesting a second 

amendment to the Layton Industrial Park Subdivision. He explained the simple amendment involved dividing 

an existing lot in the subdivision into two lots and reported the request met all minimum standards. He added 

the division would create additional developable land for the future.  

 

He shared a visual illustration which reflected the existing lot consisted of 5.19 acres and the proposed 

amendment would create Lot 67, 3.34 acres and Lot 68, 1.85 acres in size. The M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing 

Industrial) didn’t have a minimum lot size or frontage requirement and both lots would meet the M-2 zoning 

requirements. 

 

The Planning Commission reviewed the request during its meeting on June 25, 2024 and unanimously 

recommended approval. 

 

He asked if there were any questions.  

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson requested clarification which lot had the existing building and Mr. 

Wilkinson responded it was located on the larger lot.  
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MOTION: Councilmember Roberts moved to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. Councilmember 

Smith Edmondson seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO LAYTON CITY MUNICIPAL CODE, TITLE 19 “ZONING”, 

CHAPTER 19.06 “LAND USE REGULATIONS”, TO ALLOW UP TO TWO HIGH-IMPACT HOME 

OCCUPATIONS OUT OF THE SAME RESIDENCE  

 

Chad Wilkinson, Community and Economic Development Director, introduced the agenda item and 

informed the Council the requested text amendment was submitted by Jeremy Cook, resident and applicant. 

The requested change was specific to the Home Occupation Standards in the Municipal Code allowing up 

to two high-impact home occupations out of the same residence.  

 

He explained the difference between a low-impact and high-impact home occupation license: high-impact 

were those which required clients to visit the home or that may result in neighborhood impacts if not properly 

managed. Contractor, handy-person, and landscape or yard maintenance contractor-type businesses were 

classified as high-impact occupations. Low-impact were those which were almost invisible to neighbors 

such as a consultant, or other type of work which might require only a laptop, small desk, resulting with 

little impact to the neighbors. High-impact would also include a business which had an employee or client 

which regularly came to the home or had equipment stored on the property. He clarified this would include 

beauticians/barbers or swim/dance lessons.  

 

He reported text amendment changes were made to the Home Occupation Standards back in 2020 which 

allowed for additional home occupations which weren’t previously allowed and at that time discussions took 

place specific to the proper amount of impact which would be acceptable in a residential neighborhood. He 

identified the challenges associated with identifying a reasonable use of someone’s property while not creating 

unreasonable impacts on neighboring property owners. The result was to allow two home occupations in the 

same dwelling: one low-impact and one high-impact, or two low-impact. He further clarified this had allowed 

many residents the opportunity to have additional home occupations.  

 

He reminded the Council the applicant was requesting a text amendment change to allow up to two high-

impact home occupations and reported the request had been reviewed by the Planning Commission during its 

meeting on Tuesday, May 28, 2024, which voted unanimously to recommend the City Council deny the 
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request. Staff supported the Planning Commission’s recommendation.  

 

He reviewed the two main reasons for the denial: first, the impacts to neighboring property owners and 

secondly, Staff had yet to recognize sufficient conflicts with the existing home occupation standards which 

would warrant a change to the ordinance. Since 2020, the City had reviewed only four applications for high-

impact home occupations which had conflicted with the existing high-impact business model; and out of the 

four, all but one applicant had been able to find alternate business models which allowed them to comply with 

City ordinances.  

 

He asked if there were any questions.  

 

Councilmember Bloxham requested clarification whether the current ordinance was based on a quantity of 

clients visiting the high-impact home occupation business or whether there was the possibility of clients. Mr. 

Wilkinson responded in the affirmative it was based on a possibility of clients visiting the business and clarified 

the impact of the clients was considered, pointing out there were also some very specific standards of what 

types of materials were allowed to be stored associated with the contractor high-impact home occupation 

business. He further clarified any home occupation business receiving clients would be considered a high-

impact business.  

 

Councilmember Morris believed the current ordinance struck a good balance with allowing home occupation 

businesses without neighborhoods becoming places of business. He suggested not all high-impact home 

occupation businesses were equal and inquired whether the solution would be to allow the Planning 

Commission the authority to consider all aspects of the high-impact business. Mr. Wilkinson responded in the 

affirmative that had been considered; however, the challenge was creating an ordinance providing an 

appropriate balance of the reasonable use of the home and which could be administered fairly throughout the 

City. He emphasized the importance of not changing the fundamental purpose of the ‘home’ in a residential 

zone and a discussion followed regarding possible unintended consequences with an ordinance which would 

allow approval on a case by case basis.  

 

Clint Drake, City Attorney, expressed agreement with Councilmember Morris’ observation that could be 

problematic. 

 

Mayor Petro opened the public hearing at 7:37 p.m.  

 

Claude Young, resident, implored the Council to consider the ‘Cottage’ style of housing units when 
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contemplating the amendment to City Code. He pointed out the current economy had forced people to consider 

alternative revenue streams and expressed his opinion the home occupation ordinance shouldn’t be too 

restrictive.   

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson expressed appreciation for comments which explained the challenge in 

creating an ordinance which wasn’t specific and the unintended consequences, as well as creating an ordinance 

which was too restrictive that requests for concessions were often received by Staff. She understood the 

Planning Commission’s recommendation of denial for the request. She indicated she had questions for the 

applicant; however, they were not in attendance at the meeting. She also expressed appreciation to City Staff 

for efforts to work with residents regarding their requests.  

 

Councilmember Roberts expressed appreciation to Mr. Wilkinson for his comments specific to balancing what 

was in the best interest of the City as a whole and not for one specific situation. He believed the City’s current 

ordinance encouraged new businesses while at the same time protected residents living in a residential 

neighborhood.  

 

MOTION: Councilmember Roberts moved to deny proposed amendments allowing up to two High-Impact 

Home Occupations operating out of the same residence, as recommended by the Planning Commission. 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson seconded the motion. The motion passed with the following vote: Voting 

AYE – Councilmembers Roberts, Bloxham, Morris, Smith Edmondson, and Thomas. Voting NO – 

None.  

 

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT – MODERATE-INCOME HOUSING PLAN ADDENDUM – 

ORDINANCE 24-23  

 

Mr. Wilkinson presented the General Plan Amendment for the Moderate-Income Housing Plan, which was 

an element within the City’s General Plan document. He informed the Council, the proposed amendments 

were considered ‘housekeeping’ items which resulted from the City’s Annual Report requirements. During 

discussions with Department of Workforce Services (DWS) Staff concerning the City’s reporting 

requirements, the City observed the need to pull back on the specificity identified in the Plan; such as the 

elimination of dates, only referencing ‘annually’ and shared an example.  

 

He identified another modification was to eliminate the Weatherization Program strategy and pointed out 

since this was currently being administered through a State agency, there was no need for it to be included 

as a strategy. He emphasized the City would continue to direct interested individuals to the Housing and 
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Community Development Division of the Department of Workforce Services.  

 

Staff recommended approval of the General Plan Amendment and asked if there were any questions.  

 

Mayor Petro called for public comment. 7:46 p.m. 

 

There were no public comments.  

 

Mr. Wilkinson pointed out this was considered one of the City’s reporting requirements. He stated Staff would 

be presenting the City’s Annual Housing Report to the Council in the near future. He indicated DWS Staff had 

agreed to complete a pre-review to ensure the report was compliant prior to adoption by the Council.  

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson requested clarification about the possibility that some of the items being 

approved during the meeting would need to be changed. Mr. Wilkinson responded these changes resulted from 

closely working with DWS Staff.  

 

MOTION: Councilmember Smith Edmondson moved to approve the General Plan Amendment – Moderate-

Income Housing Plan Addendum – Ordinance 24-23 as presented. Councilmember Morris seconded the 

motion. The motion passed with the following vote: Voting AYE – Councilmembers Thomas, Smith 

Edmondson, Morris, Bloxham, and Roberts. Voting NO – None.  

 

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND REZONE REQUEST – MU-TOD (MIXED-USE TRANSIT 

ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT) TO C-H (PLANNED HIGHWAY COMMERCIAL) – ORDINANCE 

24-19 AND ORDINANCE 24-20 – 282 NORTH MAIN STREET 

 

The applicant for the General Plan amendment and rezone request is Spencer Young, representing the Young 

Automotive Group and ownership of the property.  The proposed requests to change the General Plan from 

Urban District to Commercial and to change the zone from MU-TOD to C-H represent the applicant’s desire 

to combine multiple adjacent parcels and construct a new car dealership.  

 

Mr. Wilkinson introduced the agenda item, shared a visual illustration and oriented the Council to its 

location. He reviewed the uses of the adjacent property. The request was to amend the current zoning and 

spoke to the characteristics which he believed led to the proposed General Plan Amendment.  

 The request was driven by UDOT (Utah Department of Transportation) to align access points  

 The old home which existed on the property when the General Plan was adopted had been 
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demolished 

 The property was just outside the one-half-mile radius from the FrontRunner station, the area 

required by the State for inclusion in a mandated Station Area Plan, which justified consideration 

of amending the General Plan 

 The property was unique, as was discussed during the Work Meeting, and pointed out the constraints 

which made it difficult to consolidate with the properties to the south and it was too small to be 

viable as a Mixed-Use development  

 

He clarified the request wouldn’t result in an island or spot zoning explaining the designation would be the 

same as immediately adjacent parcels which allowed for automobile dealerships and stated this would 

facilitate the expansion of auto dealerships in that area.  

 

He reported the Planning Commission considered the request during its meeting on Tuesday, June 11, 2024, 

which recommended approval. He indicated there was a dissenting vote from one of the Commissioners 

regarding the importance of vetting and considering amendments to the adopted General Plan.  

 

Mayor Petro called for public comment at 7:53 p.m.  

 

There were no public comments.  

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson expressed her opinion that changes to the General Plan required 

considerable thought and consideration. She mentioned discussion from the previous Work Meeting during 

which concern had been expressed whether this would result in other properties within this area also requesting 

similar amendments. She recalled Mr. Wilkinson explaining there wouldn’t be similar compelling reasons to 

consider other requests.  

 

Councilmember Bloxham asked how long the property has been owned by the applicant and Mr. Wilkinson 

indicated he wasn’t aware of that information. Councilmember Bloxham suggested there could be a 

presumption an applicant could purchase the property and then request a General Plan Amendment for its 

intended use and the Elected Officials would be amenable to the request. He expressed his opinion this scenario 

placed undue pressure on the elected body and inquired whether this could be an issue moving forward should 

this request be granted. Mr. Wilkinson expressed agreement the purchaser should be considering the existing 

General Plan designation and zoning. He mentioned a representative from the applicant was in attendance to 

respond to questions of the Council.  
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Mr. Wilkinson further explained acquisition of properties had methodically taken place in order to complete 

an expansion of an existing successful Layton City business and experienced a variety of challenges associated 

with UDOT (Utah Department of Transportation) and this was identified as a solution. He didn’t believe 

approval of the request would set precedent because it would be based on findings and fact which supported 

the request. He mentioned there would be instances in which General Plan amendments needed more time to 

vet the request and reviewed the facts associated with the parcel and the discussion continued.  

 

MOTION: Councilmember Morris moved to close the public hearings at 8:01 p.m. and approve the General 

Plan Amendment and Rezone Request – MU-TOD (Mixed-Use Transit Oriented Development) to C-H 

(Planned Highway Commercial) 282 North Main Street as presented, Ordinance 24-19 and Ordinance 24-20. 

Councilmember Thomas seconded the motion. The motion passed with the following vote: Voting AYE – 

Councilmembers Thomas, Smith Edmondson, Morris, Bloxham, and Roberts. Voting NO – None.  

 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

 

Councilmember Roberts expressed appreciation to the City’s Fire Department Staff for its quick response to 

recent fires within the City mitigating significant damage.  

 

The meeting adjourned at 8:03 p.m. 

 

 

________________________________ 

Tori Campbell, Deputy City Recorder 
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MINUTES OF LAYTON CITY 

COUNCIL MEETING    AUGUST 15, 2024; 7:02 P.M. 

 

MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS 

PRESENT:     MAYOR JOY PETRO, ZACH BLOXHAM, CLINT 

MORRIS, TYSON ROBERTS, BETTINA SMITH 

EDMONDSON, AND DAVE THOMAS 

 

 

STAFF PRESENT:    ALEX JENSEN, CLINT DRAKE, CHAD 

WILKINSON, STEPHEN JACKSON, SCOTT 

MAUGHAN, AND KIM READ 

 

 

 

The meeting was held in the Council Chambers of the Layton City Center. 

 

Mayor Petro opened the meeting and welcomed the public. She offered the invocation and led the Pledge of 

Allegiance.  

 

MINUTES: 

 

There were no minutes submitted for approval.  

 

MUNICIPAL EVENT ANNOUNCEMENTS: 

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson announced the Communities that Care Coalition would be hosting a film 

screening, ‘Screenagers’ which addressed the issue of substance abuse in the digital age. The free community 

event was scheduled for Thursday, August 22, 2024, 7:00 PM at the Kenley Amphitheater. She stated 

information was available on the calendar found on the City’s website and on Davis Behavioral Health’s 

website. Additionally, she would be leaving some small flyers which reflected a QR code to obtain information. 

She mentioned snacks and raffles would be available and pointed out citizenship recovery would be available 

for students attending the free event.  

 

Councilmember Roberts provided a Parks & Recreation update: 

 Layton F.E.S.T. (Farmers, Entertainment, Shopping, Trucks) from 5:30-9:00 PM in Constitution 

Circle every Friday until August 30, 2024.  

 Free Friday Film in the Kenley Amphitheater would be Super Mario Brothers beginning at 7:00 PM.  

 End of Summer Bash at Surf’n Swim was scheduled for Friday, August 30, 2024, 6:45-9:00 PM, $2 

admission per person. 
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 Surf’n Swim would be closed from Saturday, September 7, 2024 through Monday, September 23, 

2024, known as ‘Bubble Week’ for installation of the bubble. Additional time would be needed this 

year for pool maintenance.  

 

Councilmember Thomas informed the Council August 17, 2024, Saturday, had been designated as Jaycee Day 

at the Heritage Museum. He stated live audio historical recordings would be taking place.  

 

Mayor Petro reminded everyone school was back in session and requested drivers slow down, acknowledge 

speed limits on City streets, and be aware of all pedestrians, and watch for school children in crosswalks.  

 

PRESENTATIONS: 

 

There were no presentations.  

 

CITIZEN COMMENTS: 

 

Sandeep Singh, business owner 1971 North Hill Field Road, distributed a packet of photos and other 

documentation specific to his business, as well as other businesses within the City. He informed the Council 

of problems he’s encountered with acquiring a business license. He explained City ordinance required specific 

landscaping requirements: the planting of trees of a certain size and height prior to the business license being 

issued. He requested the Council allow the trees he planted, which weren’t the correct trunk diameter, remain 

in place until next fall and if they didn’t grow to the correct diameter, he would remove the trees and plant the 

correct size trees.  

 

Daniella Harding, 1506 East 2050 North, informed the Council regarding issues with the City’s Public Works 

Department specific to her neighborhood. She mentioned a water main break was experienced in her 

neighborhood and the water had subsequently been shut-off, which was understandable. She indicated Austin, 

a Public Works employee came to her home and informed her regarding the water shut-off. She was very 

grateful for the warning. She then informed the Council of her encounter with another Public Works employee 

while she was navigating a City street and Staff was working to repair a waterline, which she believed put her 

in danger by blocking the clear view. She also suggested ‘road closed’ signage or flaggers could have 

contributed to a safer intersection.  

 

Jake Garn, 674 Rose Blossom Drive, described a recent event he witnessed regarding interaction with Police 

Officers and some indigent and/or homeless individuals at a local 7-Eleven store on Saturday, July 20, 2024, 
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at approximately 11:00 AM and again at 4:00 PM.  

 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

 

AMEND TITLE 16.04.020 AND TITLE 16.04.080 OF THE LAYTON MUNICIPAL CODE 

ENABLING THE CITY TO RECOVER COSTS RELATED TO HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

EMERGENCIES – ORDINANCE 24-24  

 

Clint Drake, City Attorney, explained the amendments were proposed by the City’s Fire Chief. He explained 

one of the changes was specific to clarify definition language in the ordinance text. He explained the other 

change was the need to address fire suppression equipment to be used for electric vehicles should they be 

involved in a fire. He explained there was significant expense incurred by the City’s Fire Department to 

suppress these fires and the proposed changes would allow the City to recover costs associated with single-use 

expensive items when responding to hazardous material emergencies.  

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson clarified the addition of the single-use blanket equipment and possible 

asphalt replacement costs were only being added to a list of recovery items and Mr. Drake responded in the 

affirmative. He added other entities were also adding the thermal blankets to their respective ordinance because 

it was becoming an issue.  

 

Councilmember Bloxham requested clarification regarding the term ‘gross negligence’ included in the 

ordinance. Mr. Drake shared some examples to illustrate the difference between ‘negligence’ and ‘gross 

negligence’.  

 

Councilmember Morris inquired about the frequency of these types of happenings in which a fire is a result of 

an accident or more of a mechanical issue regarding the operation of the electric car battery. Mr. Drake 

responded to the gross negligence issue related to the battery fire. Scott Maughan, Assistant Fire Chief, further 

explained costs associated when responding to any accident resulting in a fire. He continued to explain 

challenges when responding to fires of electronic vehicles and the need to use the one-use thermal blanket to 

distinguish the fire. He reported the City had only experienced one of these types of fires.  

 

AMENDED PLAT – WYNDOM SQUARE COMMERCIAL SUBDIVISION PHASE 2 – 2ND 

AMENDMENT – 1330 EAST HIGHWAY 193  

 

Chad Wilkinson, Community and Economic Development Director, shared a visual illustration and oriented 
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the Council to the location of the commercial subdivision and briefly reviewed surrounding uses. He shared 

the original subdivision plat and explained the request would further define the units and clarify maintenance 

responsibilities, as well as, establish open space and common areas between the commercial units. He 

referenced the proposed plat which reflected the building farthest north had been divided into two units. The 

other unit included the larger building with the remaining area designated as ‘common area’ which clarified 

the maintenance responsibilities for the business owners’ association.  

 

He reported the Planning Commission reviewed the request during its meeting on Tuesday, July 23, 2024, and 

unanimously forwarded recommendation to the Council. He asked if there were any questions and there were 

none.  

 

APPROVAL OF A QUIT-CLAIM DEED, VACATING A CULINARY WATER LINE EASEMENT 

AT APPROXIMATELY 100 WEST 2675 NORTH – RESOLUTION 24-25  

 

Stephen Jackson, Public Works Director, explained approval of the resolution would authorize vacation of a 

culinary water line easement with Windsor Square Commercial Phase 3 plat. He explained Leadership 

Learning Academy would be expanding and a current water line easement would need to be vacated. He 

explained the water line easement was intended to have a public water line connecting to Rolling Hills Mobile 

Home Park to the north. He reported the water line wasn’t currently connected to Rolling Hills and Staff had 

identified the water line wasn’t necessary; therefore, the water line was currently considered a private fire 

hydrant line for Leadership Learning Academy. It had requested the City vacate the easement in order to 

complete construction of its expansion. Staff was recommending the City abandon that easement since it was 

no longer needed by the City, thus allowing Leadership Learning Academy to complete its project.  

 

Councilmember Roberts clarified the water line currently serviced a fire hydrant within the commercial 

development. Mr. Jackson responded in the affirmative and indicated the fire hydrant would have to be 

relocated to a different location.  

 

Councilmember Roberts asked if there were other situations within the City in which a private water line 

supplied a fire hydrant and Mr. Jackson responded in the affirmative and indicated this was common with other 

commercial developments within the City and identified the separate responsibilities for both the property 

owner and the City. Councilmember Roberts clarified the property owner would be responsible for any 

maintenance with the water line and Mr. Jackson responded in the affirmative.  

 

MOTION: Councilmember Smith Edmondson moved to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. 
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Councilmember Morris seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

 

There were no scheduled public hearings.  

 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

 

There was no unfinished business.  

 

The meeting adjourned at 7:36 p.m. 

 

________________________________ 

Kimberly S Read, City Recorder 
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MINUTES OF LAYTON CITY 

COUNCIL WORK MEETING  SEPTEMBER 5, 2024; 6:00 P.M. 
 

MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS 

PRESENT:     MAYOR JOY PETRO, ZACH BLOXHAM, CLINT 

MORRIS, TYSON ROBERTS, BETTINA SMITH 

EDMONDSON, AND DAVE THOMAS 

 

 

STAFF PRESENT:    ALEX JENSEN, CLINT DRAKE, CHAD 

WILKINSON, LON CROWELL, STEPHEN 

JACKSON, ED FRAZIER, AND KIM READ 

 

 

The meeting was held in the Council Conference Room of the Layton City Center. 

 

 Mayor Petro opened the meeting.  

 

AGENDA: 

 

MAYOR’S REPORT 

 

Mayor Petro requested Councilmember Morris inform the Council of his new appointment.  

Councilmember Morris announced he would be serving on the Board of the Utah League of Cities and 

Towns for a two-year term. He mentioned Councilmember Smith Edmondson had nominated him for the 

appointment. Mayor Petro expressed appreciation for Councilmember Morris’ willingness to serve and 

for the Council’s support of the League.  

 

Mayor Petro provided the following update: 

 Attended the Wasatch Integrated Waste Management District (WIWMD) Board Meeting on 

Wednesday, September 4, 2024, and reported the recycling resolution continued to be modified. 

She announced those cities which had a successful recycling program would now be included 

within the incentivized program. She mentioned green waste had also been mentioned and 

believed it would be discussed during a future meeting.  

 North Davis Sewer District (NDSD) had turned on its new station pump and water was now being 

pumped to the Great Salt Lake.  

 North Salt Lake City had adopted a resolution against the homeless center proposed by the State. 

She explained Switchpoint was interested in purchasing the building and was asked to do so in 

order to be eligible for federal funding. The State Taskforce, not to be confused with the Davis 

County Taskforce, had met and tabled the item to receive public input. It came before North Salt 
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Lake’s City Council on Tuesday, September 3, 2024, and passed the resolution. She indicated 

there was misunderstanding as to who was taking what action and reported members of the 

County’s Task Force had received numerous emails from North Salt Lake residents. She 

mentioned the Davis County Taskforce was waiting for further direction from local legislators.  

 

She announced Councilmember Thomas had experienced a birthday and distributed his birthday treat.  

 

COUNCILMEMBER’S REPORT  

 

Councilmember Smith Edmondson stated she hadn’t been provided a final report regarding the 

Communities that Care (CTC) movie screening. She believed approximately 60-80 had attended the free 

movie screening and many students had signed up to receive credit recovery. She expressed her opinion it 

had been a successful event. She mentioned Latter-Day Saints (LDS) Family Services would be hosting 

an Emergency Preparedness Fair on Saturday, September 7, 2024, from 11:00 AM to 1:00 PM and CTC 

would be tabling at that event as well as the City’s Fire Department Open House on Wednesday, 

September 25, 2024.  

 

She reported she and Councilmember Morris had attended the Utah League of Cities and Towns Fall 

Conference and it had provided housing materials to assist cities with illustrating its contributions toward 

the housing crisis with legislators. She distributed the handouts to Community Development Staff. She 

also provided an update on discussions centered on housing during the League Meeting.  

 

Councilmember Morris added West Jordan had taken its local legislators on a tour throughout its City 

allowing them to witness what it was doing to address the housing crisis.  

 

Councilmember Bloxham mentioned an article he had recently read how the supply in some areas had 

been met and stated he would forward it to Chad Wilkinson, Community and Economic Development 

Director.  

 

A discussion followed regarding the housing discussion from the League Meeting.  

 

Councilmember Thomas reminded the Council the Sub for Santa fundraising concert was scheduled for 

Saturday, September 14, 2024, 7:30 PM in the Kenley Amphitheater. The requested minimum donation 

was $5 and reported all proceeds would go toward those served by the City’s Victim’s Advocate 

Program. He expressed appreciation to the Davis Arts Council (DAC) for its cooperation with the concert.  
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DISCUSSION – 47G 

 

Lon Crowell, Community and Economic Development Deputy Director, introduced Chris Metz of 47G, 

formerly the Utah Aerospace and Defense Association and announced he would be sharing a presentation 

regarding the importance of Advanced Air Mobility (AAM), known as air taxies, or drone delivery of 

goods. He reported this technology had already been in use in Salt Lake and Utah Counties. He 

mentioned Governor Cox’s announcement of the new Air Logistics and Transportation Alliance, known 

as “Project Alta” which included plans to make Utah a major hub for a next generation of innovation in 

air travel. He informed the Council the City had identified a site which could be appropriate if the Council 

determined to move forward.  

 

Mr. Metz stated he enjoyed his association with Layton City and recalled the City had hosted Utah 

Department of Transportation’s (UDOT’s) Aerospace Conference this year, which included a 

demonstration of the capability of vertical take-off and landing (VTOL) incorporating the orchestration of 

sound diminishing headsets to illustrate the benefits of electric vehicles.  

 

He reported 20% of Utah’s economy was aerospace and defense and suggested Layton City was in a 

prime position given its proximity to HAFB (Hill Air Force Base) and to both Salt Lake International 

Airport and Ogden’s Regional Airport. He shared his background in advancing these technologies with 

the Council.  

 

Mr. Metz shared a television report from CBS Sunday Morning. He highlighted the following from the 

television clip: the company Archer was poised to receive certification under current federal air flight 

regulations next year and several VTOL companies were ramping up production lines in order to fulfill 

advanced orders already received. He concluded this technology was no longer projected in the future; it 

was now a reality and would be available.  

 

He reported Governor Cox had announced Project Alta on Thursday, May 30, 2024, and mandated 47G to 

implement this technology prior to the 2034 Winter Olympic Games as an institutionalized transportation 

solution for the Games. He expressed his opinion the industry was ready to make this type of air 

transportation a reality.  

 

He also reported he had attended an FAA (Federal Aviation Administration) symposium with UDOT and 

learned from the panel during the keynote session, it was no longer ‘if and when’ but scale-ability and 
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efficiency associated with advanced air mobility. He shared an update specific to the new technology for 

battery power to allow the aircraft to stay in the air longer as opposed to how far it could travel and 

predicted eight hours of flight time could be a reality by 2034.  

 

He asked if there were any questions and a discussion followed regarding certifications for the various 

types of aircraft. Councilmember Morris inquired what was envisioned with air traffic control and Mr. 

Metz responded this would be a phased approach by introducing operations which wouldn’t interfere with 

commercial air traffic and suggested there was plenty of uncontrolled air space and other available 

solutions available for this type of flight technology. He pointed out the FAA would continue to regulate 

this air travel and emphasized this could safely be accommodated given the City’s proximity to HAFB. 

He clarified the drones would be required to comply with whatever air restrictions were in place.  

 

Mr. Metz referenced the video and pointed out the importance of the network which would be used by the 

aircraft. He continued to explain this justified the need to create partnerships with the Inland Ports of 

Authority, UDOT, airports, and communities, like Layton City, to find the right network for the 

anticipated demand.  

 

Mayor Petro inquired whether the aircraft would be provided by the manufacturers or was it anticipated a 

private company could have a fleet of aircraft it would manage. Mr. Metz responded it could be both 

private and public enterprise and 47G was looking to create a network the operators could utilize and the 

discussion regarding the various operations continued. Mr. Metz continued to share a visual presentation 

regarding charging stations and also identified how the technology was currently being used within the 

State of Utah. He briefly reviewed the proposed timeline and expressed his desire to identify the top 10 

forward-leaning communities to determine where vertiports should be located to contribute with creating 

the network and identified needed requirements and/or property footprint of a vertiport. The discussion 

continued.  

 

Mr. Metz indicated he was familiar with the City’s proposed location near the newly constructed West 

Davis Corridor and expressed his opinion it would be a prime location to be part of a network. The 

discussion continued regarding rooftop capabilities, participation with Rocky Mountain Power, and 

creating an infrastructure making it affordable for any consumer.  

 

Mr. Metz left the meeting at 7:10 PM 

 

CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS THE CHARACTER AND/OR COMPETENCY OF AN 
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INDIVIDUAL(S), PENDING OR REASONABLY IMMINENT LITIGATION, PURCHASE, 

SALE, EXCHANGE, OR LEASE OF REAL PROPERTY, WATER RIGHTS OR SHARES, 

AND/OR DEPLOYMENT OF SECURITY PERSONNEL, DEVICES, OR SYSTEMS AS 

PERMITTED UNDER UTAH CODE §52-4-205 

 

CLOSED MEETING: 

 

MOTION:      Councilmember Smith Edmondson moved to adjourn the meeting and convene in a closed 

meeting at 7:11 p.m. to discuss the Purchase, Sale, Exchange, or Lease of Real Property, Including Any 

Form of a Water Right or Water Shares. Councilmember Roberts seconded the motion, which passed 

unanimously.  

 

MOTION:      Councilmember Thomas moved to open the meeting at 8:32 p.m. Councilmember Smith 

Edmondson seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.  

 

 

The meeting adjourned at 8:32 p.m. 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Kimberly S Read, City Recorder 

 

SWORN STATEMENT 

 

 The undersigned hereby swears and affirms, pursuant to Section 52-4-205(1) of the Utah Code 

Annotated, that the sole purpose for the closed meeting of the Layton City Council on the 5th day of 

September, 2024, was to Discuss the Purchase, Sale, Exchange, or Lease of real property, including nay 

form of a water right or water shares.  

 

 Dated this 19th day of September, 2024. 

 

  ATTEST:  

 

 

_________________________________ ________________________________ 

JOY PETRO, Mayor KIMBERLY S READ, City Recorder 

 

 



 

 

  
LAYTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET 
 
Item Number: 3.A. 
 
Subject:  
Proclamation – Courtney Wayment 
 
Background:  
The Mayor and Council will recognize Courtney Wayment for her representation of Layton City in the 2024 
Paris Olympics.   
 
Alternatives:  
N/A 
 
Recommendation:  
N/A 
 
 
 





 

 

  
LAYTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET 
 
Item Number: 5.A. 
 
Subject:  
Agreement between Layton City and the Utah Division of Outdoor Recreation to Accept the Federal Highway 
Administration’s Recreational Trails Program Funds for the Kay’s Creek Trail Pedestrian Overpass at the 
Layton FrontRunner – Resolution 24-27 – Approximately 150 South Main Street 
 
Background:  
On March 27, 2024, the City submitted a grant proposal through the Utah Division of Outdoor Recreation’s 
Federal Highway Administration’s Recreational Trails Program requesting funds to help construct the Kay’s 
Creek Trail Pedestrian Overpass proposed to span the width of the Union Pacific/FrontRunner railway corridor 
and touch down immediately next to the FrontRunner Station. The overpass proposed will connect the east and 
west alignment of the Kay’s Creek Trail to the FrontRunner Station and the downtown area of the City.   
  
On August 22, 2024, the City was notified they had been awarded $150,000 through the Federal Highway 
Administration’s Recreational Trails Program. A fiscal assistance agreement has been issued by the Utah 
Division of Outdoor Recreation to formalize the awarded monies. 
 
Alternatives:  
Alternatives are to: 1) Adopt Resolution 24-27 authorizing the City Manager to conduct negotiations and execute 
the Agreement between Layton City and the Utah Division of Outdoor Recreation for funding assistance with 
the construction of Kay’s Creek Trail Pedestrian Overpass; 2) Adopt Resolution 24-27 with any amendments 
the Council deems appropriate; or 3) Not adopt Resolution 24-27 and remand to Staff with directions.  
 
Recommendation:  
Staff recommends the Council adopt Resolution 24-27 authorizing the City Manager to conduct negotiations 
and execute the Agreement between Layton City and the Utah Division of Outdoor Recreation for funding 
assistance with the construction of Kay’s Creek Trail Pedestrian Overpass. 
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APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

:;;,, CL�rney DA YID R. PRICE, 
Parks & Recreation Department Director 















































 

 

  
LAYTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET 
 
Item Number: 5.B. 
 
Subject:  
Acknowledgment of Termination of Agreement between Layton City, The Layton City Redevelopment Agency, 
and JL Ventures, LLC; Dated January 17, 2008 – Resolution 24-26 – Approximately 3550 North Fairfield Road 
 
Background:  
On January 17, 2008, the Council adopted Resolution 08-04, executing an Agreement for Development of Land 
between Layton City, (City) The Redevelopment Agency of Layton City, (Agency) and JL Ventures, LLC 
(Agreement) approximately 3550 North Fairfield Road. This Agreement was then recorded at the Davis County 
Recorder's Office on April 10, 2010, creating a permanent record on the property. The main purpose of the 
Agreement was to create the means to provide tax increments and City participation for the extension of North 
Fairfield Road, related utilities, and future construction of what is now Janicki Industries. At this time, all 
obligations in this Agreement have been met, and all debts have been reimbursed to the City, the Agency, and 
to JL Ventures, LLC (Developer). The Developer now requests the City consider terminating the Agreement to 
help facilitate future growth and development of the property. The Agreement will remain as a recorded 
document on the property. However, this Acknowledgment will provide evidence that any related encumbrance 
on the property has been satisfied and that the Agreement has been terminated.  
 
Alternatives:  
Alternatives are to: 1) Adopt Resolution 24-26 approving the Acknowledgment of Termination of Agreement 
between Layton City, The Layton City Redevelopment Agency, and JL Ventures, LLC as submitted; 2) Adopt 
Resolution 24-26 with any amendments the Council deems appropriate; or 3) Not adopt Resolution 24-26 and 
remand to Staff with directions.  
 
Recommendation:  
Staff recommends the Council adopt Resolution 24-26 approving the Acknowledgment of Termination of 
Agreement between Layton City, The Layton City Redevelopment Agency, and JL Ventures, LLC, as 
submitted.  
 
 
 



RESOLUTION 24-26 

 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN 

LAYTON CITY, THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF LAYTON CITY, AND 

JL VENTURES, LLC DATED JANUARY 17, 2008 

 

WHEREAS, the Layton City Council (“City”) has undertaken a program for the development of 

greenfield and greyfield areas in Layton City, including a project known as the “East Gate Economic 

Development Project Area” located in Layton City, Davis County, Utah (“Project Area”); and 

 

WHEREAS, the City has approved through adoption of Ordinance 07-36, the East Gate Economic 

Development Project Area Plan and Budget dated October 18, 2007 and amended July 1, 2010 and March 

7, 2024 (“Development Plan”) providing for the development of certain lands in the Project Area and the 

future uses of such land, which has been filed in the office of both the Recorder of Layton City and the 

Redevelopment Agency of Layton City; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City participated in and executed an “Agreement for Development of Land 

Between Layton City, and the Redevelopment Agency of Layton City, and JL Ventures, LLC 

(“Agreement”), adopted by Resolution 08-04, executed on January 17, 2008, and recorded at the Davis 

County Recorder’s Office on April 27, 2010 (“Agreement”) to become a permanent record of certain land 

owned by the JL Ventures, LLC (“Developer”) (Approximately 3550 North through 3850 North Fairfield 

Road) situated in the Project Area ("Site"); and 

 

WHEREAS, the Developer agreed to develop the Site for and in accordance with the uses specified 

in the Development Plan and as more particularly described in the Agreement, which included certain 

obligations from both the City and the Developer that have been completed; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Developer desires to continue development of the Site for and in accordance with 

the uses specified in the Development Plan and has requested in writing in accordance with the terms of the 

Agreement, that the Agency acknowledge the terms of the Agreement have been fulfilled and the 

Agreement be terminated; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City in order to achieve the objectives of the Development Plan and further 

development within the Project Area in accordance with the Development Plan, finds that the obligations 

of the Agreement have been met and completed and pursuant to the Developer’s request and the Agreement 

with JL Ventures, LLC should be terminated. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF LAYTON, UTAH: 

 

1. That the City Council acknowledges the terms of this Agreement have been met and are 

complete. 

2. That the ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT for the 

entitled “AGREEMENT FOR DEVELOPMENT OF LAND BETWEEN LAYTON CITY, AND THE 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF LAYTON CITY, AND JL VENTURES, LLC”, which is attached 

hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, is approved. 

3. That the Mayor is authorized to execute the Acknowledgement of Termination of 

Agreement and any other documents necessary to accomplish the goals and objectives of this Resolution. 

4. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption by the City Council. 

 

 

  





























































































































 

 

  
LAYTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET 
 
Item Number: 5.C. 
 
Subject:  
Amended Plat – Valley Hi Phase 4 – 2068 East 2900 North 
 
Background:  
The applicant, Chad Thompson, is requesting to amend the Valley Hi Subdivision by combining Lots 1 and 59 
and creating a Phase 4 in the subdivision. The subdivision is surrounded by single-family residential with R-1-
6 zoning to the east and south, R-1-10 zoning to the west, and State Highway 193 to the north.   
  
The applicant owns both lots. An existing home resides on Lot 59 and Lot 1 is currently vacant. Due to a 20-
foot water line and 14-foot sewer line easement that traverses through the middle of Lot 1, it is extremely 
difficult to construct a home on the lot because of the limited buildable area. By combining the lots, the applicant 
has more options for accessory structures to be constructed with the extra space of Lot 1. 
 
Alternatives:  
Alternatives are to: 1) Grant amended plat approval to the Valley Hi Phase 4 subject to meeting all Staff 
requirements as outlined in Staff memorandums; or 2) Deny the proposed amendment to Valley Hi Phase 4.  
 
Recommendation:  
On September 10, 2024, the Planning Commission unanimously recommended the Council grant amended plat 
approval to Valley Hi Phase 4 subject to meeting all City requirements as outlined in Staff memorandums.   
 
Staff supports the recommendation of the Planning Commission. 
 
 
 



COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

PLANNING DIVISION

STAFF REPORT
To: City Council 

From: Kem Weaver, Planner II _____________________

Date: October 3, 2024

Re: Valley Hi Phase 4 Amendment

Location:   2068 East 2900 North

Zoning:  R-1-6 (Single Family Residential) 
 

Description: 
The applicant, Chad Thompson, is requesting to amend the Valley Hi Subdivision by 
combining Lots 1 and 59 and creating a Phase 4 in the subdivision. The subdivision is 
surrounded by single-family residential with R-1-6 zoning to the east and south, R-1-10 
zoning to the west, and State Highway 193 to the north.

Background:  
The applicant owns both lots. An existing home resides on Lot 59 and Lot 1 is currently 
vacant. Due to a 20-foot water line and 14-foot sewer line easement that traverses through 
the middle of Lot 1, it is extremely difficult to construct a home on the lot because of the 
limited buildable area. By combining the lots, the applicant has more options for accessory 
structures to be constructed with the additional space of Lot 1. Any accessory structures will 
need to meet City setback requirements and cannot encroach into the utility easements on 
the lot.

The existing easements and the existing home will remain. By combining the lots and creating 
a fourth phase of the subdivision the lot number becomes 401 for recording and tax 
identification purposes.
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Recommendation:
On September 10, 2024, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to recommend the 
Council approve the amended plat for Valley HI Phase 4 Amendment subject to meeting 
all City requirements. 

Staff supports the recommendation of the Planning Commission.



 
Attention Engineers & Developers:  Please do not resubmit plans until 
you have received comments from Layton City Fire Department, Parks 
Department, Engineering Division and Planning Division.  You may 
expect to receive comments within 15 business days of a preliminary 
submittal and within 20 business days of a final submittal.  Thank you. 

‘ 
 
 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

TO: Chad Thompson; notallchads@gmail.com 
 Brock Butler; info@silverpeakeng.com 
 
CC: CED Department/Fire Marshal/Legal Department 
 
FROM: Shannon Hansen, Assistant City Engineer - Development 
 
DATE: August 22, 2024 
 
SUBJECT: Valley Hi Subdivision Phase 4 
  Combining lots 1 and 59 of Valley Hi AMD 
  2060 East 2900 North 
 
I have reviewed the amended dedication plat, site plan and title report received in Engineering on August 12, 
2024 for the Valley Hi Phase 4 located at 2060 East 2900 North.  The plat has been stamped “Approved as 
Corrected”. The following comments and corrections will need to be addressed on the next submittal.  All 
other comments from City staff with also need to be addressed.   
 
Municipal Code (MC) and Development Guidelines and Design Standards (DG) references are provided in 
parenthesis.   
 

1. The boundary has a failure to close of 0.73’.  This will need to be reduced to be less than 0.015’. (DG 
9.02.B.1) 

2. The interior lengths along the boundary lines to establish the Bureau easement and sewer easements 
will need to be labeled. The lengths and bearings along easement lines will need to be labeled.   

3. A 5-foot wide PU&DE along the east boundary line will need to be added to the lot. (MC 18.25.010 & 
18.25.040; DG 9.02.A.13) 

4. The easements will need to be labeled with the respective easement holders.  A signature block for 
the Bureau of Reclamation will need to be added to the plat.  (DG 9.02.A.4) 

5. The signature block for the Davis County Health Department will need to be removed from the plat. 
6. The language “The improvement plans……. of Layton City, Utah” in the Layton City Engineer signature 

block will need to be removed and the “Signed this ___ Day of _____, 2024 will need to be changed to 
“Approved this ____ day of ______, 2024”. 

7. The leader note for the water lateral disconnect will need to be expanded to be “disconnected at the 
main and the meter box removed”. (DG 1.08. Culinary Water.8) 

8. The sewer lateral disconnect can be done with an interior spot pipe lining to avoid digging within or 
near the Bureau of Reclamation easement. 
 
 



 

• Fire Department • 
   Ci                         Mayor  •  Joy Petro                               Kevin Ward  •  Fire Chief      
                       City Manager  •  Alex R. Jensen                       Telephone: (801) 336-3940    
  Fd                         Fax: (801) 546-0901 
Dawn Fitzpatrick                                                           

 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 
TO: Community Development  
 

FROM:     Gavin Moffat, Deputy Fire Marshal  

 
RE:  Valley Hi Subdivision PH 4- Amendment  
 
CC: 1) Engineering  
                2) Brock Butler, brock@silverpeakengineering.com 
                3) Chad Thompson, notallchads@gmail.com  
                 
 
DATE:    September 4, 2024 
 
I have reviewed the plat submitted on August 12, 2024 for the above referenced project.  The 
Fire Prevention Division of this department has the following comments/concerns. 
 
 

1. The minimum fire flow requirement is 1,000 gallons per minute for 60 consecutive 
minutes for residential one and two family dwellings.  Fire flow requirements may 
be increased to a maximum of 2,000 gallons per minute for residential one and two 
family dwellings with a building footprint equal to or greater than 3,600 square feet, 
or for buildings other than one and two family dwellings. Per the Layton City Water 
Model, the estimated flow to this area is 6,700 gallons per minute. (2021 IFC 

507.3/Appendix B)  
 

2. This property is located within the Wildland Urban Interface and is required to have 
a Severity Assessment conducted by the Fire Department for all buildable lots. This 
note shall be added to the plat. (2006 UWUIC Section 502) 

 

Attention Engineers & Developers:  Please do not resubmit plans until you 

have received comments from Layton City Fire Department, Parks 

Department, Engineering Division and Planning Division.  You may 

expect to receive comments within 15 business days of a submittal of a 

preliminary plan and within 20 business days of a submittal of a final 

plan.  Thank you. 

mailto:brock@silverpeakengineering.com
mailto:notallchads@gmail.com


                                                                                
  

 

  

To:  Brock Butler, Chad Thompson 

CC:  Community Development, Fire, & Engineering  

From:  JoEllen Grandy, Parks Planner – Parks & Recreation 

Date:  August 23, 2024   

Re:  Valley Hi Subdivision PH4 Amendment, Final Approval – 2060 E. 2900 N. 

Review: Review 1 

The Valley Hi Subdivision PH 4 Amendment located at 2060 East 2900 North is within the existing service 
areas of Oak Forest Park and Grey Hawk Park. 
 
The Parks & Recreation Department has reviewed the plans submitted on August 12th and has no comments 

or concerns regarding the Valley Hi Subdivision PH 4 Amendment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Attention Engineers & Developers:  Please do not resubmit plans until you have received comments from 
Layton City Fire Department, Parks Department, Engineering Division and Planning Division.  You may expect 
to receive comments within 15 business days of a preliminary submittal and within 20 business days of a 
final submittal. Thank you.  

 

Parks & Recreation Department     465 N. Wasatch Dr.     Layton, Utah 84041     (801) 336-3900     FAX: (801)336-3909 

 

 Parks & Recreation Department      
JoEllen Grandy  City Landscape Architect 

Telephone: 801.336.3926 
Email: jgrandy@laytoncity.org 
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I, BROCK R. BUTLER DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I AM A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR IN THE STATE OF BROCK R. BUTLER DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I AM A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR IN THE STATE OF  DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I AM A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR IN THE STATE OF UTAH, AND THAT I HOLD LICENSE NO. 12552450 IN ACCORDANCE WITH TITLE 58 CHAPTER 22, OF THE 12552450 IN ACCORDANCE WITH TITLE 58 CHAPTER 22, OF THE  IN ACCORDANCE WITH TITLE 58 CHAPTER 22, OF THE PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS AND LAND SURVEYORS LICENSING ACT; I FURTHER CERTIFY THAT BY AUTHORITY OF THE OWNER(S) I HAVE COMPLETED A SURVEY OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED ON THIS PLAT IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 17-23-17, HAVE VERIFIED ALL MEASUREMENTS, AND HAVE SUBDIVIDED SAID TRACT OF LAND INTO LOTS, TOGETHER WITH EASEMENTS, HEREAFTER TO BE KNOWN AS VALLEY HI VALLEY HI SUBDIVISION PHASE 4, AND THAT THE SAME HAS, OR WILL BE CORRECTLY SURVEYED, STAKED, AND , AND THAT THE SAME HAS, OR WILL BE CORRECTLY SURVEYED, STAKED, AND MONUMENTED ON THE GROUND AS SHOWN ON THIS PLAT, AND THAT THIS PLAT IS A TRUE AND CORRECT REPRESENTATION OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIPTION OF LANDS. BROCK R. BUTLER, UTAH PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR LICENSE NO. 12552450                           

AutoCAD SHX Text_68
THE UNDERSIGNED OWNER(S) OF THE HEREON DESCRIBED TRACT OF LAND HEREBY SET APART AND SUBDIVIDE THE SAME INTO LOTS, TOGETHER WITH EASEMENTS AS SHOWN ON THIS PLAT, HEREAFTER TO BE KNOWN AS VALLEY HI SUBDIVISION PHASE 4, AND HEREBY DEDICATE, GRANT AND CONVEY TO LAYTON VALLEY HI SUBDIVISION PHASE 4, AND HEREBY DEDICATE, GRANT AND CONVEY TO LAYTON , AND HEREBY DEDICATE, GRANT AND CONVEY TO LAYTON LAYTON CITY AN EASEMENT FOR THOSE CERTAIN STRIPS DESIGNATED HEREON AS PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS  AN EASEMENT FOR THOSE CERTAIN STRIPS DESIGNATED HEREON AS PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS (P.U.E.), THE SAME TO BE USED FOR DRAINAGE PURPOSES AND THE INSTALLATION, MAINTENANCE, AND OPERATION OF PUBLIC UTILITIES AS MAY BE AUTHORIZED BY LAYTON CITY WITH NO BUILDINGS OR LAYTON CITY WITH NO BUILDINGS OR  WITH NO BUILDINGS OR STRUCTURES BEING ERECTED WITHIN SUCH EASEMENTS; AND FURTHER DEDICATE, GRANT AND CONVEY ANY OTHER EASEMENTS AS SHOWN AND/OR NOTED ON THIS PLAT TO THE PARTIES INDICATED AND FOR THE PURPOSES SHOWN AND/OR NOTED HEREON. SIGNED THIS ____ DAY OF ______________, 2024. 2024. . __________ ________________________  _____________________________________ ________________________  _____________________________________ _____________________________________ CHAD THOMPSON        ELIZABETH A. WHEELER ELIZABETH A. WHEELER 
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STATE OF UTAH           )        SS COUNTY OF _________)  ON THIS ________ DAY OF ______________, 2024, CHAD THOMPSON AND ELIZABETH A. WHEELER AS 2024, CHAD THOMPSON AND ELIZABETH A. WHEELER AS , CHAD THOMPSON AND ELIZABETH A. WHEELER AS CHAD THOMPSON AND ELIZABETH A. WHEELER AS JOINT TENANTS PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME, THE UNDERSIGNED NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR SAID  PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME, THE UNDERSIGNED NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR SAID STATE AND COUNTY, WHOSE IDENTITY IS PERSONALLY KNOWN TO ME (OR PROVED ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE) AND WHO BY ME DULY SWORN, ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT THEY SIGNED THE OWNER'S DEDICATION FREELY, VOLUNTARILY AND FOR THE PURPOSED THEREIN MENTIONED. RESIDING AT: ____________________          ______________________ ______________________                                                                 NOTARY PUBLIC (PRINT NAME) NOTARY PUBLIC (PRINT NAME) COMMISSION NUMBER:_______________ MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: ____________          ______________________ ______________________                                                                 NOTARY PUBLIC SIGNATURE                                          NOTARY PUBLIC SIGNATURE                                          
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ALL OF LOTS 1 AND 59 OF THE VALLEY HI SUBDIVISION (AMENDED), RECORDED AS ENTRY NUMBER 663999, BOOK 978, PAGE 99, ON FEBRUARY 8TH, 1984 IN THE OFFICE OF THE DAVIS COUNTY RECORDER. LOCATED IN THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, AND THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 4 NORTH, RANGE 1 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE & MERIDIAN, U.S. SURVEY, LAYTON CITY, DAVIS COUNTY, UTAH, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, SAID POINT ALSO BEING ON THE SOUTHEASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF STATE ROAD 193, LOCATED NORTH 89°01'44" EAST 679.58 FEET ALONG THE NORTH SECTION LINE OF SAID SECTION 11 AND SOUTH 45.69 FEET FROM THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION;  RUNNING THENCE NORTH 62°49'17" EAST 171.82 FEET (173.00 FEET BY RECORD) ALONG SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY TO AN INTERSECTION POINT WITH THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF 2900 NORTH STREET; THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES: (1) ALONG THE ARC OF A 164.16 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT A DISTANCE OF 116.83 FEET, HAVING A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 040°46'39", LONG CHORD BEARS SOUTH 47°40'06" EAST 114.38 FEET; (2) SOUTH 68°03'26" EAST 13.84 FEET (13.71 FEET BY RECORD) TO THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 59; THENCE SOUTH 21°39'42" WEST 141.24 FEET (SOUTH 21°56'34" WEST 141.92 FEET BY RECORD) ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT TO A FOUND LARGE SQUARE HEAD BOLT MARKING THE SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT; THENCE NORTH 73°12'00" WEST 159.23 FEET (159.42 FEET BY RECORD) TO A FOUND 3/4 INCH REBAR MARKING AN ANGLE POINT ON THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTH 27°10'43" WEST 100.00 FEET ALONG THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. CONTAINING 31,289 SQUARE FEET OR 0.718 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND 1 LOT. FOR NAD 83 STATE PLANE UTAH NORTH ZONE BEARINGS, APPLY A COUNTER-CLOCKWISE ROTATION OF 00°21'48"
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NORTHWEST CORNER SEC. 11, T4N, R1W, S.L.B.&M. (FOUND PK NAIL)
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NORTH 1/4 CORNER SEC. 11, T4N, R1W, S.L.B.&M. (FOUND BENT REBAR - HELD DAVIS CO. COORDINATES)
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WEST 1/4 CORNER SEC. 11, T4N, R1W, S.L.B.&M. (FOUND DAVIS CO. BRASS CAP)
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(S52°39'15"E) S52°38'44E

AutoCAD SHX Text_75
202.77'  (202.75')
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FOUND MAG NAIL AT CURVE P.I.
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FOUND 2IN MON. IN RING & COVER AT INTERSECTION OF 2900 NORTH AND 2150 EAST STREETS
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(SEC. COR. TO SEC. COR.) N89°01'44"E  2646.92'
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S00°14'29"W  2609.06'

AutoCAD SHX Text_80
FOUND REBAR /  MARKER
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FOUND CURB NAIL
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1. PUBLIC UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENTS ARE 7 FEET WIDE PER VALLEY HI SUBDIVISION (AMENDED) PLAT 2. THE VALLEY HI SUBDIVISION (AMENDED) PLAT SHOWS THE SEWER EASEMENT BEING 14 FEET WIDE. HOWEVER, ACCORDING TO LAYTON CITY EASEMENT AGREEMENT ENTRY NO. 452774, THE SEWER EASEMENT IS 20 FEET WIDE. THE EXTENTS OF SAID EASEMENT SHOWN HEREON ARE BASED ON A CENTERLINE BETWEEN FIELD LOCATED SEWER MANHOLES.  3. THE VINYL FENCE NEAR THE SOUTH WESTERLY CORNER OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY, ENCROACHES BY APPROXIMATELY 2.6 FEET.                  
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C1

AutoCAD SHX Text_84
C2
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C3
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10°39'24"

AutoCAD SHX Text_87
29°21'24"
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11°25'15"
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573.69'

AutoCAD SHX Text_90
164.16'
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164.16'
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106.70'
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84.11'
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32.72'
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106.55'
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83.19'
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32.67'
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S87°46'36"E
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S41°57'29"E
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S62°20'48"E
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SETBACK LINE
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EASEMENT (AS NOTED)
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VINYL FENCE
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WIRE FENCE
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