PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
Work Meeting

12:30 PM, Tuesday, June 04, 2024
Frovo Peak Roomn (19 Floor)
= Hybrid meeting: 445 W, Center Street, Provo, UT 84601 or

http s:ffwrwrw youtube, comiprovocityeouncil

The inperson meeting will be held in the Provo Peak Room. The meeting will be available to the public
for live broadcast and on-demand viewing on ¥YouTube and Facebook at: youtube.com/provocitycouncil
and facehook.com/provocouncil. If one platform is unavailable, please try the other. If you do not have
accessto the Internet, you can joinvia telephone following the instructions below.

To listen to the meeting by phone: June 04 Work Meeting: Dial 346-248-7799. Enter Meeting ID 325
0243 1732 and press #. When asked for a participant ID, press #.

Agenda

Roll Call

Approval of Minutes

March 5, 2024 Council Meeting
March 19, 2024 Council Meeting

April 16, 2024 Council Meeting
Business

1 A discussion regarding a resolution authonzing BYT Police to apply to Public Interest
e certain bicycles qualifying as lost or mislaid property or property no longer needed
for evidence (24-053)

2 A discussion regarding an ordmance amending the Zone Map classification of property
at 2662 W Lakeview Plowy from Open Space, Preservation, and Recreation (OSFE)
Zone to Community Shopping Center (3C2) Zone, Provo Bay Neighborhood
(PLR Z20240055)

3 An ordinance amending the Zone Map classification of property, located at 1098 I
Geneva Rd, from the Agricultiral (A15) Zone to the One-Family Residential with
Transferable Development Rights Recewing Overlay (Rl16 - TDR-R) Zone
(PLRZ20230227)



4 An ordinance amending the Zone Map classification of certain properties in the Oak
Hills, Indian Hills, and Sherwood Hills neighborhoods, to add the Transfer of
Development Rights-Sending (TDR-S) Overlay Zone (PLRZ20240127)

5 A discussion regarding an ordinance adjusting the common boundary between Provo
and Orem along 2000 South in Orem (24-019)

6 A discussion regarding an ordinance adjusting the common boundary between Provo
and Orem to accommodate a new residential development near the intersection of
University Avenue in Provo and 800 North in Orem (24-019)

7 A discussion regarding an ordinance concurring with Utah County on the Common
Boundary between Provo and Orem near the intersection of 1030 East in Orem and

2250 North in Provo (24-019)

8 A discussion regarding a resolution approving the Year Five Annual Action Plan
related to Utah Valley HOME Consortium and CDBG funding (24-046)

9 A review of FY24 Year-End Appropriation Requests (24-006)

10 A presentation on the proposed ordinance adopting a budget for Provo City
Corporation for the Fiscal Year beginning July 1, 2024 and ending June 30, 2025 in the
amount of $292,856,761 (24-007)

11 A discussion on picking up required URS member contributions on behalf of Tier II
public safety officers and firefighters (24-054)

12 A presentation of the FY25 tentative budget and council priorities (24-007)
13 A follow-up presentation regarding the FY 2025 Budget: Library (24-007)
14 A discussion regarding the FY25 General Fund (24-007)

13 A presentation regarding FY25 supplemental budget requests (24-007)

Closed Meeting

The Municipal Council or the Governing Board of the Redevelopment Agency will consider a
motion to close the meeting for the purposes of holding a strategy session to discuss pending or
reasonably imminent litigation, and/or to discuss the purchase, sale, exchange, or lease of real

property, and/or the character, professional competence, or physical or mental health of an
individual in conformance with 52-4-204 and 52-4-205 et. seq., Utah Code.

Adjournment

If you have a comment regarding items on the agenda, please contact Councilors at councili@provo.org or
using their contact information listed at: provo.org/government/city-council/meet-the-council




Materials and Agenda: agendas.provo.org
Council meetings are broadcast live and available later on demand at youtube.com/ProvoCityCouncil
To send comments to the Council or weigh in on current issues, visit OpenCityHall.provo.org.

The next Work Meeting will be held on Tuesday, June 18, 2024. The meeting will be held in the Council Chambers,
445 W. Center Street, Provo, UT 84601 with an online broadcast. Work Meetings generally begin between 12 and 4
PM. Council Meetings begin at 5:30 PM. The start time for additional meetings may vary. All meeting start times
are noticed at least 24 hours prior to the meeting.

Notice of Compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)

In compliance with the ADA, individuals needing special accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids
and services) during this meeting are invited to notify the Provo Council Office at 445 W. Center, Provo, Utah
84601, phone: (801) 852-6120 or email rcaron{@provo.org at least three working days prior to the meeting. Council
meetings are broadcast live and available for on demand viewing at youtube.com/ProvoCityCouncil.

Notice of Telephonic Communications

One or more Council members may participate by telephone or Internet communication in this meeting. Telephone
or Intemet communications will be amplified as needed so all Council members and others attending the meeting
will be able to hear the person(s) participating electronically as well as those participating in person. The meeting
will be conducted using the same procedures applicable to regular Municipal Council meetings.

Notice of Compliance with Public Noticing Regulations

This meeting was noticed in compliance with Utah Code 52-4-207(4), which supersedes some requirements listed in
Utah Code 52-4-202 and Provo City Code 14.02.010. Agendas and minutes are accessible through the Prove City
website at agendasprovo.org. Council meeting agendas are available through the Utah Public Meeting Notice
website at utah gov/pmn, which also offers email subscriptions to notices.
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

Regular Meeting Agenda

5.30 PM, Tuesday, March 05, 2024

Council Chambers

Hybrid meeting: 445 W. Center Street, Provo, UT 84601 or
https:/fwww.youtube.com /provocity council

Cpening Ceremeony

Rell Call
THE FOLLOWING MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL AND AQMINISTRATION WERE PEESENT:
Councilor Becky Bogdin Councilor Craig Christensen
Councilor Gary Garrett Councilor George Handley
Councilor Travis Hoban Councilor Katrice MacKay
Mayor Michelle Kaufusi Chief Administrative Officer Scott Henderson
Council Executive Director Justin Harrison City Attorney Brian Jones

City Recorder Heidi Allman
Conducting:  Chair Katrice MacKay
Excuzed: Councilor Rachel Whipple

Prayer — Councilor Bogdin
Fledge of Allegiance — Chair MacKay
Public Comment 0.07.08

Chair MacKay read the public comment preamble and opened the public comment period.

Bonnie Shiffler-Olsen, of Frovo, expressed her gratitude for the opportunity to speak about the issue of
homelessness in Frovo. She emphasized that unhoused individuals are equal residents who deserve the
same rights under the U.5. Constitution. Her primary concern is the city's anti-camping ordinance, which
she helieves is unconstitutional based on Supreme Court and other district rulings under the Eighth
Amendment. She argued that sleeping is a basic human necessity, and in the abzence of available
shelters, people should be allowed to camp. She shared her journey from being a businesswoman to
escaping domestic violence and finding herself homeless with four children. She highlighted the
resources availakle in the community that can help individuals rise out of homelessness, using her own
experience as an example. Ms. Olsen expressed her willingness to serve the city and acknowledged the
challenges and sometimes unkind local attitudes toward the unhoused.

Anietie Umoren, of Proveo, inguired about how the council handles voting on items when not all

members are physically present. He specifically asked if the votes of members attending virtually still
count.

Prove City Municipal Council Meeting — March 5, 2024 (DRAFT) Page 1 of 5
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June Welker, of Provo, urged the council to pass a resolution calling for a ceasefire in Palestine. She
highlighted the severe humanitarian crisis, noting that over 30,000 Palestinian civilians have been killed
and that Gaza’s hospitals are no longer fully functional due to the destruction caused by Israel. She
mentioned that children are dying from starvation and lack of medical care because aid is being blocked
from entering Gaza. She pointed out that over 70 cities, including major ones like Chicago, Seattle, San
Francisco, and Detroit, have passed similar ceasefire resolutions. According to polls, 60-70% of
Americans support a permanent ceasefire in Gaza, with strong bipartisan support. She referenced a
resolution by Representative Cori Bush that calls for de-escalation and humanitarian aid, suggesting that
a similar resolution could be adapted for Provo. She emphasized that a ceasefire is the only
humanitarian solution to end the ongoing violence and suffering.

With no other public comments, Chair MacKay closed the public comment period.

Action Agenda

1 An ordinance vacating the public street known as Temple Hill Drive and approving a
related vacation agreement. (24-023) 0:15:08

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-12, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Brian Jones, City Attorney, presented items 1 and 2 together. He reminded the council that this item was
presented in a work session about a month ago. He discussed a proposal from The Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-day Saints concerning the remodeling of the Provo City Temple, soon to be known as the Rock
Canyon Provo Temple. The church has requested the city vacate a public right of way on Temple Hill
Drive, a street that runs between the temple and adjacent fields. If the city approves this action,
ownership of the street will revert to the adjacent property owners, which is primarily the church. The
church also wants to purchase a small piece of this vacated street from the city. Additionally, Jones
explained that there is significant city infrastructure beneath this street, including various water mains
and aqueducts, some of which are over 50 years old and in need of replacement. The church has agreed
to pay for the materials and construction of new water lines, which will be placed in a consolidated
utility easement. The proposal asks the City Council to approve the vacation of the street and the sale of
the city-owned portion to the church at fair market value.

Chair MacKay asked for clarification on the easements that would be part of the agreement.

Mr. Jones explained two key actions for this ordinance. He said the first is a vacation that approves both
the vacation of Temple Hill Drive and a related agreement between the city and The Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints. Under this agreement, the church will handle all necessary construction, and
the city will connect the infrastructure after the work is done. Current easements will be relinquished,
and new easements will be established, detailing what can be built over city facilities, such as grass and
sidewalks, which are automatically allowed. More significant structures, like walls and water features,
require written consent to ensure they do not interfere with maintenance. Additionally, the agreement
specifies who is responsible for replacing any structures if maintenance work necessitates their removal,
ensuring the city is not liable for replacing high-value items like exotic trees planted over the lines.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — March 5, 2024 (DRAFT) Page 2 of 5
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Chair MacKay asked about the building adjacent to the water tanks and if it would remain on Provo’s
property.

Gary Calder, Public Works Division Director of Water, explained the warehouse is container where well
water and spring water are collected before moving into the main water lines. He added that it would
remain within Provo’s parcel of land.

With no council discussion, Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 6:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, and MacKay in favor. Councilor Whipple excused.

2. A resolution placing a 0.366 acre parcel of ground in the vacated right-of-way of Temple
Hill Drive on the surplus property list and approving the sale to The Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-day Saints. (24-030) 0:25:14

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Resolution 2024-13, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Mr. Jones reminded Chair MacKay that a public comment period was needed for these items.

Chair MacKay opened public comment for both items. With no public comments or council discussion,
she called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 6:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, and MacKay in favor. Councilor Whipple excused.

3. An Ordinance Text Amendment for the adoption of a Transferable Development Rights
{TDR) Overlay Zone. Citywide Application. (PLOTA20230219) 0.26:32

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-13, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Aaron Ardmore, Planning Supervisor, presented. He discussed the city's interest in protecting sensitive
areas on Provo's east bench, which are zoned for single-family homes but are risky for development due
to landslides, steep slopes, fault lines, and rock fall hazards. To address this, the city has proposed a
Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) ordinance. Staff researched examples from Mapleton and Park
City to create effective code and consulted with developers to ensure marketability. He said the
ordinance aims to allow property owners in these risky areas to sell their development rights to other
developers in safer areas. Once a transaction occurs, a conservation easement is placed on the original
property to prevent future development. Each sending site would undergo a staff-initiated rezone for
the overlay, while receiving sites would follow the standard rezone application process with a concept
plan and feasibility assessment.

Chair MacKay opened the item for public comment.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — March 5, 2024 (DRAFT) Page 3 of 5
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Mr. Chris Bramhall, a Farmington resident, expressed his support for the proposed Transfer of
Development Rights (TDR) ordinance. He mentioned owning a lot in one of the affected zones, inherited
from his wife's father, which they cannot sell or build on. He thanked the city for their efforts to find
solutions to help these property owners.

Chair MacKay closed public comment and brought the discussion back to council.

Councilor Bogdin shared her support for this ordinance if they were able to be split amongst all areas of
the city. She said she would be concerned if all of these were to be on the west side.

Councilor Handley clarified that the Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) ordinance would not lead to
any violations of existing plans for the west side of Provo. He explained that any development would still
conform to the designated density levels shown on the map. Therefore, units transferred from other
properties to the west side would not exceed the planned density, ensuring that the west side's
appearance and structure remain consistent with current plans.

Chair MacKay asked if the item would be brought back to council to vote on.

Mr. Ardmore confirmed that the developers would still be held to general plan standards and said that
these would come back to the council for approval. He added that the council would have control over
where they would end up.

Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 5:1 with Councilors Christensen, Garrett, Handley, Hoban,
and MacKay in favor. Bogdin opposed. Whipple excused.

4, An ordinance amending Provo City Code regarding tenant identification wall signs.
Downtown Neighborhood Application. (PLOTA20240014) 0:35:39

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-14, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule,

Mary Barnes, City Planner, presented. She explained this was an application to increase the number of
tenant identification wall signs allowed in downtown zones from two to three for buildings with five or
more stories. Using the Wells Fargo Building as an example, she explained that it currently has a building
identification sign and two tenant signs, requiring an ordinance amendment to add a third tenant sign.
She also addressed questions about lower-level signs, identifying them as projecting signs. She clarified
the classifications of the various signs on the building, indicating which are for building identification and
which are for tenant identification.

Chair MacKay opened the item for public comment. With none, she brought the discussion back to
council.

Councilor Bogdin shared her concern for how many signs are allowed on one building and said she
would be voting against this change.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — March 5, 2024 (DRAFT) Page 4 of 5
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With no other council discussion, Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 5:1 with Councilors Christensen, Garrett, Handley, Hoban,
and MacKay in favor. Councilor Bogdin opposed. Councilor Whipple excused.

Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned by unanimous consent at approximately 6:05 PM.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — March 5, 2024 (DRAFT) Page 5 of 5
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

Regular Meeting Agenda

5:30 FM, Tuesday, March 19, 2024

Council Chambers

Hybrid meeting: 445 W. Center Street, Provo, UT 84601 or
httpsy fwwer youtube.com/f provoc tycouncl

Roll Call

THE FOLLOWIMNG MEMBERS OF THE COUMNCIL AND ADMIMNISTRATION WERE PRESENT:
Councilor Becky Bogdin Councilar Craig Christensen
Councilor Gary Garrett Councilor George Handley
Councilor TravisHoban Councilor Katrice Mackay
Councilor Rachel Whipple MWayor Michelle Kaufusi
Chief Administrative Officer Scott Henderson  City Attorney Brian Jones
Council Executive Director Justin Harrison City Recorder Heidi Allman

Conducting:  Chair Katrice Mackay
Prayer — Abby Crookston
Pledge of Allegiance — Chair WM ackay
Public Comment

Chair Mackay read the public comment preamble and opened the public comment period. With no
public co mments, she closed public comment.

Presentations, Proclamations, and Avrards
1 Provo City Employee of the Month Awvrard- March 2024 [0:02:577

MWayor Kaufusi shared the exciting opportunity to recognize another employee who has demonstrated
exceptional care in our exceptional community. She turned the time over to Chief Beebe.

Chief Beebe welcomed Doris Grant to the front. Chief Beebe praised Doris as a distinguished leader
within the Provo Police Department, where she has served for 33 years. Highlighting her extraordinary
sense of duty, Chief Beebe noted that Doris, responsible for managing evidence, has neverlost a single
piece in her tenure. While the state mandat es annual audits, Doris conducts them monthly, highlighting
her dedication. Her leadership style is quiet yet impactful, and she is highly respected and loved by her
staff. He also emphasized Doris's honor, integrity, selflessness, and personal courage. Captain Walcott's
nomination further lauded her for her commitment, problem-solving ahilities, professionalism, and
embodiment of the "Provo way." Chief Beebe concluded by expressing his honor in presenting Doris
with the award.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — Warch 19, 2024 (DRAFT) Paelofh
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2 Swearing in of new Firefighters (24-008) 0:07.55

Chief Headman presented. Chief Headman highlighted the importance of hiring the right people. He
praised the new recruits, who have completed an intensive eight-week training camp, enhancing their
existing firefighter and EMT skills to meet Provo Fire Department's standards. These firefighters will now
enter a probationary year, working closely with experienced crews and continuing their training. Chief
Headman advised them to maintain their current passion throughout their careers, emphasizing the
rewarding nature of the profession and the importance of loving their work. He read a brief biography of
each new firefighter and invited a loved one to pin their badge on. The firefighters recognized were
Bryce Hardy, Zac Mortimer, and Hayden Andersen.

Heidi Allman, City Recorder, gave the oath of office to the group.
3 BYU Geospatial Services Class Report of Provo City Tree Cover (24-008) 0:18:39

Teresa Gomez, head of BYU's geospatial services and training lab, presented the project. She said her
class of BYU students performed some impressive map analysis to get a baseline for our tree canopy
coverage across the city, which was a crucial missing piece of the Conservation and Resiliency Plan. The
Mayor's Sustainability Committee, which includes Councilors Handley and Whipple, suggested giving
them a few minutes in a Council Meeting to share their data and give the Council the opportunity to
thank them publicly. Ms. Gomez expressed pride in both the opportunity to contribute to the
community and her students' dedication to their work. She then handed over the presentation to her
students, commending their efforts and achievements.

The team, composed of students from diverse academic backgrounds, shares a passion for geography
and Geographic Information Systems (GIS). Their project, requested by the city's Sustainability
Committee, involved using GIS, LIDAR data, and aerial imagery to calculate that 17% of Provo is covered
by trees. This figure was verified against Google's data. The team's work also extended to classifying
other land covers in Provo, providing valuable insights for future projects and city planning. The students
expressed gratitude for the opportunity to contribute to their community.

Chair MacKay asked about the significance of the 17% tree coverage in Provo, expressing a desire for a
higher percentage. She inquired whether there were any national comparisons or benchmarks to
understand how Provo's tree coverage stands relative to other areas.

Hannah Salzl, City Planner, explained that the initial goal for Provo's conservation and resiliency plan
was 15% tree coverage by 2030, which is average for the region. However, recognizing the importance
of trees, the goal was revised to incrementally increase from the current coverage, aiming for 19% by
2030. She noted that while this target is ambitious, it is achievable with the determination of the urban
forester and the community.

Councilor Garrett expressed gratitude to the team for their work, which he found engaging and
informative. He shared a moment where he involved his wife, who optimistically guessed Provo's tree
cover to be 30%. Garrett enjoyed examining the detailed map, noting identifiable areas like the Provo
River, botany pond, the stadium, and the "tree streets" with higher tree concentrations.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — March 19, 2024 {DRAFT) Page 2 of 5
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Councilor Whipple shared her gratitude for the resource provided by the team, emphasizing its value for
accurate long-term planning. She said she appreciated the partnership with BYU and the students'
efforts and was impressed by the team's passion for maps and GIS.

4 Mecha Knights FIRST Tech Challenge Robotics presentation and discussion of STEM in the
community (24-008) 0:30:23

Kathryn Thompson, Mecha Knights Outreach Coordinator, volunteered her group to present at a City
Council Meeting earlier this year, after meeting Councilor Becky Bogdin during a robotics competition.
They currently have 15 competition team members, 2 main coaches, and 10 mentors that come
frequently, and are always looking for new sponsors, mentors, and ways to reach out to the community.
The 8 presenting members included Kayden Asay, Kathryn Thompson, Amanda Patrick, Parker Taylor,
Kiya Asay, Aliyah Smith, Caylee Smith, and Hyrum Brown.

The team introduced themselves and their program. FIRST Robotics challenges teams to fundraise,
design a brand, develop teamwork, and build and program a robot for competitions. The team
mentioned they have gained skills in graphic design, marketing, and public speaking through outreach
activities, such as robot demos at farmers markets and hosting events at their school. They highlighted
their achievements, including second place in design and third place in portfolio at the state
championships, with their captain, Kayden Asay, being recognized on the Dean's List. They showcased
their robot, Chevy Shay, explaining its unique features and functionality in the competition. The team
requested connections with local STEM businesses for mentors, sponsorships, and job opportunities.
They also sought to create deeper learning about STEM systems in Provo and requested introductions to
Provo City School District decision-makers to discuss more STEM camps and demos. Lastly, they invited
everyone to the Wasatch Mountain Invitational in June and asked for contact details to follow up on
their requests.

Councilor Christiansen expressed deep admiration for the team's performance in the competition,
observing its remarkable nature. He expressed a desire to see similar programs spread across schools in
Provo, recognizing the talent and value they bring to the community.

Councilor Garrett asked where the competition will be held.
Action Agenda

5 A resolution appointing individuals to the Board of the Metropolitan Water District of
Provo (24-005) 0:36:52

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Resolution 2024-14, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Brian Jones, City Attorney, presented. After providing some background information about the Board
itself, he said there are currently 3 vacancies on the Metropolitan Water Board. The Council Office
followed the statutory process for posting and advertising these vacancies. The three applicants who
submitted applications during the prescribed window of time were Jared Oldroyd, Kristina Davis, and
Richard Brimhall.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — March 19, 2024 {DRAFT) Page 3 of 5
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Councilor Whipple acknowledged her previous service on the board and her current role as the council
liaison. She expressed satisfaction with the expertise and dedication of the former board members and
appointees, highlighting their valuable contributions to the Board of Trustees. Whipple expressed
gratitude for their continued service, noting their importance in ensuring the board's effective
functioning.

Chair MacKay emphasized the importance of retaining members on the water board due to the
specialized institutional knowledge they possess. She highlighted the board's need for specific expertise,
underscoring the value of extending the service of its members to maintain continuity and effectiveness.
She called for a vote on the implied motion.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

6 An ordinance creating a Department of Human Resources (24-034) 0:39:52

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-15, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Mr. Jones presented. He said that prior to 2010, Human Resources was its own City department, as were
the various current divisions of the Department of Public Works. In 2010, Human Resources was
consolidated as a Division with the Department of Administrative Services. Recent discussions have
made it clear that as a best practice, it is better if Human Resources is its own department and if the
director of Human Resources is not subject to another department director.

Chair MacKay opened the item for public comment. With none, she closed public comment.

Mayor Kaufusi conveyed her firm belief in the proposed ordinance after extensive research and
discussions with both governmental and private sector entities. She emphasized that she is convinced it
is the appropriate course of action and the right decision to make.

With no council discussion, Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

7 A resolution consenting to the Mayor's appointment of the Human Resources Director for
Provo City (24-034) 0:43.09

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Resolution 2024-15, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Mayor Kaufusi introduced Daniel Softley as her choice for the new Director of Human Resources. She

said Mr. Softley has served Provo City for over 23 years, demonstrating exceptional leadership and
expertise in his field. He holds a master's degree in public administration from Brigham Young University
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and has been instrumental in implementing significant changes within the city, such as the four-tens
work schedule and improved pay practices. Known for his enthusiasm for hockey and holiday
decorating, Softley is highly respected by his colleagues and staff. Mayor Kaufusi sought the board's
advice and consent for Softley's appointment, highlighting his outstanding qualifications and
contributions to the city.

Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

Judge Schriener administered the oath of office to Daniel Softley.

Mr. Softley conveyed his gratitude to the Council for approving his appointment as the new Director of
Human Resources. He thanked Mayor Kaufusi and the administration for entrusting him with this
responsibility, emphasizing its significance to him and pledged to uphold the trust placed in him.

8 An ordinance amending Provo City Code regarding Defined Nuisances - Citywide
Application (PLOTA20230293) 0:48:25

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-16, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Scott Johnson, Zoning Supervisor, presented. He explained that the proposed ordinance amendment
aims to enhance code enforcement efforts, particularly concerning properties with recurring criminal
activity. While the police address the criminal aspect, properties causing ongoing disturbances are
considered nuisances that should be abated. The amendment seeks to empower code enforcement to
address such issues directly, improving their ability to tackle difficult properties across Provo.

Councilor Bogdin thanked staff for the work done on this ordinance.

Chair MacKay opened the item for public comment. With none, she closed public comment. With no
council discussion, she called for a vote on the implied motion.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

9 ***¥*CONTINUED*** Review of a previously approved zone change and development
agreement for property located at 2050 North Canyon Road - Pleasant View Neighborhood
(PLRZ20220302)

Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned by unanimous consent at approximately 6:22 PM.
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

Redevelopment Agency of Provo

Regular Meeting Agenda

5:30 FPM, Tuesday, April 16, 2024

Council Chambers

Hybrid meeting: 445 W. Center Street, Provo, UT 84601 or
httpsy fwwer youtube.com/f provoc tycouncl

Roll Call

THE FOLLOWIMNG MEMBERS OF THE COUMNCIL AND ADMIMNISTRATION WERE PRESENT:
Councilor Becky Bogdin Councilar Craig Christensen
Councilor Gary Garrett Councilor George Handley
Councilor TravisHoban Councilor Katrice Mackay
Councilor Rachel Whipple MWayor Michelle Kaufusi

Chief Administrative Officer Scott Henderson  City Attorney Brian Jones
City Recorder Heidi Allman
Conducting:  Chair Katrice Mackay

Prayer — Councilor Mackay

Pledge of Allegiance — Councilor Whipple

Public Comment

Chair Mackay read the public comment preamble and opened the public comment period.

Don Jarvis, chair of the Citizen s Sustainability Committee in Provo, spoke about the advantages and risks
of artificial turf in Agenda Item #5. While artificial turf requires no water, fertilizer, insecticides, or
mowing and looksthe same year-round, it contains harmful polyfluoroalkyl substances (FFAS). & USU
study found that artificial turf contributes microplastics to waterways and leaches harmful chemicals
and metals. The National Institutes of Health reported concerns about hazardous chemicalsinthe
crumhb rubber cushioning, which includes carcinog ens and neurotoxicants. Some sportsfacilities, like
those inthe Metherlands, have restricted it s use due to health fears. Additionally, artificial turf can
become extremely hot, with a BYU study showing it can be much hotter than natural turf, posing a burn
risk. Wr. Jarvisurged careful consideration of these health and environmental impact=.

Bonnie Shiffler-0lsen, Ethan Barlow, and Christian William, residents of Provo, addressed the council on
the topic of anti-carmping ordinances and ho melessness. They noted that district courtsare
reconsidering what constitutes cruel and unusual punishment, not to protect rights, but to clarify the
limit= of incarcerating the unhoused. They urged the council to consider the importance of self-
actualization—realizing ones potential through self-reliance, as explained by Maslow's hierarchy of
needs. Thegroup highlighted the basic needs most people take for granted, such as shelter, hygiene,
food, and a regulated environment. They stressed that these needs, when unmet, prevent the unhoused
from achieving self-esteerm and self-actualization. They emphasized that the primary cause of
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homelessness is the lack of housing, pointing out that Provo lacks affordable housing, sufficient hotel
vouchers, transitional beds, and safe parking spaces for those living in vehicles. They said Provo's
existing shelters are at capacity with long waiting lists, and there is inadequate support for displaced
women and children. The group questioned whether denying the unhoused the right to pitch tents is
humane, arguing that Provo should be just and welcoming. They called for the immediate repeal of the
anti-camping ordinance and urged the creation of a new approach based on Maslow's philosophy to
address homelessness, making Provo a model for the nation.

Carol Hurst, of Provo, addressed the council to request funding for safety improvements on 800 North
between University and 700 East. She recounted witnessing a severe accident last September where a
student was hit by a car in the crosswalk at 600 East, resulting in a traumatic brain injury. She
emphasized that a stoplight could have prevented this accident. Ms. Hurst said she has observed
numerous near misses from her kitchen window and appreciates the efforts of Mr. Keesler, who
recently installed flashing lights. However, another serious accident occurred shortly after these lights
were added. She highlighted that students still feel unsafe crossing 800 North, in contrast to Campus
Drive, which has three stoplights. Stressing the importance of protecting these young people, Ms. Hurst
presented a survey conducted with the help of a public health masterclass at BYU, with over 400 student
responses. She urged the council to allocate sufficient funding for more substantial safety changes to
800 North.

Parker Risk, a BYU student, presented survey findings on the dangers at the intersections of 800 North
and 700 East, and 700 North and 800 East. The survey revealed that 37% of the 159 respondents had
been hit or nearly hit at these intersections, and 47% had witnessed similar incidents, primarily due to
poor visibility and high speeds. The most common recommendation was to install flashing signs
instructing drivers to yield to pedestrians. Mr. Risk emphasized the need to prioritize improvements at
the 800 North and 700 East intersection and suggested flashing yield signs instead of a stoplight.

Eric Chase, a resident of Provo's North Park neighborhood, discussed the proposed bridge expansion on
820 North over the Provo River. He argued that the project should not be framed as enhancing
connectivity since a connection already exists, but rather as increasing convenience by accommodating
more cars. Chase highlighted that expanding road capacity leads to increased overall traffic, which could
pressure the entire road system, requiring further expansions elsewhere. He pointed out that adding
20,000 extra cars daily, especially near the 800 North area south of campus, raises safety concerns for
residents and pedestrians. He urged the council to reconsider the project’'s broader implications on
traffic demand and neighborhood safety.

Annalisa Reid, a resident of Provo's Carterville neighborhood and an intern working on Lehi City's bike
and pedestrian plan, spoke about the safety of 800 North. Motivated by Carol's sign about street safety,
she shared her expertise and personal concern. Reid highlighted that according to the US Department of
Transportation, a car traveling at 20 mph has a 20% chance of causing a fatal injury to a pedestrian,
which increases to 40% at 30 mph. Many students often exceed the speed limit, exacerbating the
danger. She urged the council to consider implementing bike boulevards and separating pedestrian and
vehicle networks on 800 North to enhance safety and reduce the risk of fatal accidents.

With no other public comments, Chair MacKay closed the public comment period.
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Presentations, Proclamations, and Awards
1 Provo City Employee of the Month Award - April 2024 0:34.29
Mayor Kaufusi shared her excitement to present the April employee of the month.

Carla Gordon, Director of Library Services, announced Allison Smith as the recipient of the award. She
praised Allison for her exceptional work at the Provo City Library, where she has been employed since
2010. Starting as a part-time page, Allison advanced through various roles, eventually becoming a senior
librarian after earning her master's degree in library science. She leads the teen team and has
successfully run the Teen Minecraft Club for nearly a decade, engaging 15 to 30 teenagers weekly.
Allison also initiated the library's popular video game collection. Known for her calm, kind, and
knowledgeable demeanor, she excels at assisting patrons and mentoring new librarians. Carla expressed
gratitude for Allison’s ongoing stellar service and dedication to the library.

Action Agenda

1 A resolution consenting to the Mayor’s appointment of the Public Works Director for
Provo City (24-044) 0:38:07

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Resolution 2024-16, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Mayor Kaufusi recommended Gordon Haight to fill the vacancy of Public Works Director.

Councilor Handley shared his excitement and said Gordon is exceptionally gifted and effective as a
leader.

Chair MacKay echoed Councilor Handley’s sentiments. She called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

Mayor Kaufusi shared some thoughts on why Mr. Haight was selected to fill the role. After explaining
the various divisions of Public Works, she highlighted his extensive experience and unique qualifications.
With nearly 30 years of municipal experience in engineering, public works, and administration, Gordon
has a comprehensive understanding of public service. She said Gordon has already contributed
significantly to Provo's community projects, including the overhead pedestrian bridge at Provo Central
Station, the airport expansion, and enhancements to trails and bike paths. He will continue to lead on
major upcoming projects, such as the wastewater and water treatment plants. Gordon's background
includes a bachelor's in civil engineering and a master's in engineering management from BYU. Mayor
Kaufusi expressed excitement about Gordon’s dynamic leadership and innovative approach and thanked
the Provo City Council for their unanimous support.

Judge Schreiner gave the oath of office to Mr. Haight.
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Mr. Haight expressed gratitude for his appointment by Mayor Kaufusi and her support in his assimilation
into Provo's culture. He acknowledged the support of the council and emphasized his commitment to
listening to residents’ concerns, which he believes has been crucial for his growth as both an engineer
and administrator in municipal government. He concluded by thanking everyone for their support.

2 Quarterly Report for the 2nd quarter of FY2024 ending December 31, 2023 (24-018) 0.45:22

John Borget, Director of Administrative Services, presented. He provided an overview of the quarterly
report on Provo City's revenue and expenses. He highlighted various aspects, including general fund
revenues and transfers, sales tax revenue trends, franchise fees, and appropriations. Mr. Borget noted
that while revenues appeared favorable, there were challenges, particularly in sales tax revenue, which
significantly impacted the general fund. He also discussed project balances and emphasized areas of
concern.

Councilor Whipple asked why there is a larger shortfall in the RAP tax than the sales tax.

Mr. Borget explained the distribution of sales tax revenue from the state, which occurs in two forms:
point of sale and population-based allocation. He noted that half of Provo's distribution is based on
actual point of sale within the city, while the other half is allocated based on population. Borget
highlighted that while Provo's sales tax revenue is down, the impact is more significant on population-
based allocations, such as the RAP tax, indicating that actual sales within Provo have decreased more
than the state average.

Councilor Hoban asked for clarification on the innovation grants that were awarded previously.
Mr. Borget said there is a period of time that the funds have to be spent based on the grant.
Chair MacKay thanked Mr. Borget for keeping a close eye on the budget.

3 An ordinance granting Central Telcom Services, LLC a non-exclusive franchise to operate a
Telecommunications Network in Provo City, Utah (24-043) 0.56:21

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-17, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Brian Jones, City Attorney, presented on franchise agreements, explaining that they allow companies to
operate within city rights-of-way for services like internet, telephone, and gas. These agreements
typically include provisions for the company to operate within the city for a set number of years, serve
customers, and pay a fee based on their gross proceeds. This fee compensates the city for wear and tear
on its streets due to infrastructure installations and repairs. Federal law mandates that cities must allow
internet providers to operate without discrimination, ensuring a level playing field for all providers who
meet the requirements. In this case, Central Telecom, a small internet service provider with business
clients, is seeking to renew its franchise agreement with Provo City. They have previously operated
under such an agreement and have accepted all standard terms for renewal.
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Councilor Whipple asked if there are separate agreements if the vendor wanted to use the city’s poles
and infrastructure.

Mr. Jones said there would be a separate pole attachment agreement which could include provisions
where the vendor is required to maintain their own lines and clean up after themselves.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

4 A resolution approving an interlocal agreement with Utah County regarding funding for the
600 South Trail — 200 East to 100 West Improvement Project (24-035) 1.01:00

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Resolution 2024-17, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Gordon Haight, Director of Public Works, presented. Mr. Haight stated that the city was awarded funds
from MAG to use for this improvement project. He said the project includes construction of sidewalks,
curbs, gutters, bike lanes, and trees. He requested approval of the interlocal agreement to access the
funds for the project.

Councilor Handley asked if there is potential for connecting to the spring creek trails.

Mr. Haight said this funding would not be enough to cover the connection at this point, but it is being
looked into with a study being done in coordination with Springville City.

Councilor Handley mentioned an exciting opportunity to connect Springyville to Provo through a trail,
potentially allowing people to bypass State Street for recreational or commuting purposes. Logan
Millsap, a city council member in Springyville, inquired about a potential future connection. Councilor
Handley noted that the study for this connection has been approved, and he is excited to receive more
information as it becomes available in the future.

Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

5 An ordinance amending Provo City Code regarding landscape design standards
(PLOTA20230206 / PLOTA20240071) 1:04:59

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-18, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule,

Hannah Salzl, Planner and Sustainability Coordinator, clarified misconceptions regarding an item
discussed in the work meeting, indicating significant changes from its previous presentation to the
council. Originally proposed as a landscape amendment updating vegetative coverage from 35% to 40%,
there was subsequent interest in exploring the prohibition of artificial turf within the same code section.
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The planning commission recommended a more moderate approach, treating artificial turf like non-
vegetative coverage. The new proposal removes artificial turf from the list of vegetative coverage,
limiting it to 60%, aligning with the commission's compromise. She further clarified that the proposed
amendment applies solely to residential properties, specifically targeting yards adjacent to streets,
including front and side yards (for corner lots) and park strips/parkways. It does not impact backyards or
commercial properties. The amendment maintains provisions for reasonable accommodation for
qualifying disabilities under ADA protection. Ms. Salzl briefly mentioned environmental considerations
regarding artificial turf but encouraged attendees to review them if interested. The proposed text aligns
with the summarized points, with the addition of allowing artificial turf in parkways narrower than four
feet, mirroring other non-vegetated coverage allowances. Park strips wider than four feet would adhere
to the 60% coverage limit, akin to front or side yards. Additionally, the amendment explicitly prohibits
outdoor carpeting in park strips, extending existing prohibitions from front and side yards.

Councilor Garrett asked about residents who already have artificial turf installed at their homes.

Ms. Salzl confirmed that those residents would be grandfathered in. She said this code change would be
applied to new installations going forward.

Chair MacKay announced the presentation of a short video as part of the meeting. She explained that a
local landscaper, who is well-versed in horticulture and landscape architecture, could not attend but
provided valuable insights as an expert in the field. The video will serve to convey this expert's
perspective on the topic under discussion.

Video shared: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gxiZfNrz 28

Councilor Whipple asked when the code change would be in effect.
Mr. Jones explained the effective date.

Motion:  Councilor Whipple made a substitute to ban artificial turf entirely in front yards, side
yards, and park strips. Councilor Handley seconded.

Councilor Whipple explained that she is proposing a substitute motion because it had the support of all
four city departments that reviewed it. She emphasized that these departments recommended banning
artificial turf based on their expertise and understanding of Provo City's specific needs, making it a
better option for the city.

Bill Peperone, Director of Development Services, speaking on behalf of his department, expressed
concern about the heat island effect, which can harm or kill trees and other vegetation, counteracting
efforts to maintain greenery. He highlighted that Provo has a heat island issue, as shown in city maps
indicating cooler, shaded areas versus hotter regions. Mr. Peperone emphasized that increasing artificial
turf would exacerbate this problem, contrary to the city's goal of reducing heat islands.

Doug Robins, Director of Parks and Recreation, speaking on behalf of his department, expressed concern

about the potential negative impact of artificial turf on Provo’s street trees. With over 30,000 trees that
have been growing for many decades, he highlighted the risk that artificial turf might lead to the
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cessation of irrigation under these trees. He said this could significantly harm the city's existing street
tree canopy.

Chair MacKay opened public comment. With none, she closed public comment and called for a vote on
the substitute motion.

Vote: The substitute motion was approved 5:2 with Councilors Christensen, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor. Councilors Bogdin and Garrett opposed.

6 An ordinance amending Provo City Cade Chapter 6.26 regarding short-term rentals (24-
017)1:21:15

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-19, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Melia Dayley, Council Policy Analyst, presented. She noted the two changes since the March 19 work
meeting which included cleaning up references to short-term rentals in the old chapter and adding a cap
on the number of short-term rentals per multi-unit building, set at 10%. She said the ordinance
establishes regulations, guidelines, licensing standards, and enforcement for short-term rentals,
including hosting platform responsibilities. Hosting platforms like Airbnb must provide semi-annual
reports to the city and ensure properties have a city license before booking. She added that the 10% cap
aims to balance rental availability with the city’s homeownership goals.

Councilor Whipple asked if multi-family buildings are defined in our code.

Aaron Ardmore, Planning Supervisor, confirmed the definition could be found in Title 14 which specifies
multi-family as three to four units.

Chair MacKay opened public comment.

Sharon Memmott, of Provo, raised concerns from neighbors about short-term rental units, asking if
there are specific code provisions for residential areas beyond multi-dwelling units. She inquired if there
is a rule limiting short-term rentals to 10% of a neighborhood or if there are requirements for Airbnb
owners to be local residents. She added this local ownership would provide a direct contact for
neighbors when issues, like noisy parties, arise, ensuring better accountability and community
responsibility.

Chair MacKay explained that the new ordinance included a requirement for short-term rental operators
to have a local contact who can respond quickly and be present when needed. Previously, these rentals
were regulated under a general rental dwelling license, but now a separate category for short-term
rentals has been created due to their unique nature. Chair MacKay clarified that single-family homes in
Provo have very limited areas where short-term rentals are legal, primarily in downtown zones where
hotels are also permitted. The primary issue being addressed is the high concentration of short-term
rentals in new condominium buildings, such as one that quickly became 70% short-term rentals. This
was concerning because condominiums are rare in Provo, and the high percentage of short-term rentals
drove up prices and reduced availability for long-term residents. She added that concerned residents
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could call 311 when an issue arises since their department will oversee the license and have access to
the contact information.

With no other public comment or council discussion, Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

7 An ordinance amending the Zone Map classification of real property located at 1098 N
Geneva Rd, from the Al.1 (Agricultural) Zone to the R1.6 (One Family Residential) Zone to
create 38 residential lots — Lakeview North Neighborhood (PLRZ20230227) 1:31.02

Continued

8 An ordinance amending Provo City Code regarding Accessory Dwelling Units as a permitted
use in a small section of the Foothills neighborhood, 44 homes in area between 1100 E and
1260 Eand 820 N to 930 N (PLOTA20230035) 1:31:18

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-21, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule,

Mary Barnes, City Planner, explained the application met the code requirement of obtaining signatures
from at least 66% of property owners, with 41 out of the needed 39 signatures (69%) obtained. The
reasons for the proposed ADU overlay include the potential for passive income, increased owner
occupancy, and alignment with the general plan's goals for diverse housing options. Currently, individual
ADU applications require a $100 special use permit fee and signatures from adjacent neighbors, but an
ADU overlay would eliminate these steps while still mandating compliance with requirements such as
four off-street parking spaces. Ms. Barnes addressed concerns from the planning commission and
residents which included enforcement, owner occupancy, and parking. She emphasized that each
homeowner would need to prove sufficient parking before an ADU is approved, addressing concerns
about increased street parking. Despite these concerns, the staff recommends approval due to
compliance with code requirements, majority owner support, and alignment with the general plan. She
added the Planning Commission unanimously recommended approval in March.

Chair MacKay opened the item for public comment.

Ruth Elderidge-Thomas, applicant, emphasized alignment between the neighborhood's goals and the
council's objectives, highlighting efforts to increase housing affordability, foster a vibrant and diverse
community, and protect property rights while combatting housing discrimination. She acknowledged the
complexity of these goals and presented the neighborhood's proposed solution, supported by
homeowners' experiences and a house-by-house survey. Elderidge-Thomas raised practical concerns
about converting properties into ADUs, noting challenges such as slab foundations and limited space.
She also mentioned existing ADUs in the neighborhood and expressed skepticism about the cost-
effectiveness of further conversions.

Councilor Garrett asked how many of the current homes have an ADU.
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Ms. Elderidge-Thomas provided further details, specifying that among the 44 homes, there are 20 with
slab foundations that could not accommodate ADUs. Additionally, she mentioned the presence of 11
owner-occupied homes with active ADUs, some of which are currently illegal under different codes.
These homes are seeking to become legal through the proposed process.

With no other comments, Chair MacKay closed public comment.

Councilor Whipple expressed a mix of admiration and regret for the residents' five-year effort on the
ADU issue, noting both their dedication and the challenges they faced with changing regulations. She
apologized for any difficulties caused by the shifting process and expressed gratitude for the residents’
perseverance. Whipple voiced hope that the outcome of their efforts would benefit their neighborhood
positively.

Councilor Handley commended Ruth for her comprehensive email, which addressed various issues
concerning the neighborhood's unique situation. He expressed admiration for the neighborhood's
patience throughout the five-year process and emphasized his eagerness to pass the ordinance to allow
them to move forward with their plans. Handley highlighted the success of similar measuresin
neighboring areas, such as the tree streets, in stabilizing homeowner occupancy. He underscored the
effectiveness of owner-occupied enforcement in addressing housing issues and advocated for
supporting the neighborhood's efforts by passing the ordinance.

Councilor Garrett acknowledged the council's priority to increase homeowner occupancy, noting that
only 40% of homes in the city are currently owner-occupied. He expressed concerns about the potential
for abuse of the homeowner occupancy requirement in ADU designated areas, where homes may be
put in the name of a child who then rents out the ADU, leading to a de facto student duplex. Garrett
reflected on his observations of how ADU overlays have changed the character of neighborhoods in
various parts of the city, noting both successful and unsuccessful outcomes. While he expressed
reservations about the impact of ADUs on neighborhood stability and community relationships, he
acknowledged the desires of the North Foothills community and their efforts to shape their
neighborhood.

Councilor Christensen expressed concerns about ADUs, highlighting their potential downsides such as
driving up property prices and exacerbating the rental to homeownership ratio. He questioned the long-
term benefits of ADUs for Provo and expressed skepticism about the proposed approach. However, he
acknowledged the efforts of those involved in the process while emphasizing the need for further
discussion on the matter.

Chair MacKay and Councilor Bogdin echoed Councilor Garrett and Christensen’s concerns.

Councilor Whipple highlighted the importance of respecting the applicant's efforts in navigating the ADU
approval process and emphasized the positive impact of ADUs in her own neighborhood. She argued
against voting out of fear and encouraged embracing the benefits of ADUs, citing increased
neighborhood stability and inclusivity. Whipple expressed support for the neighborhood's request and
advocated for a welcoming attitude towards ADUs in the city.
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Chair MacKay expressed her intention to vote in favor of the proposal because the neighborhood desires
it, highlighting the uniqueness of the city and the importance of considering facts and experiences
rather than fear. She emphasized the individual perspectives that shape how people interpret
information and stated that their decision is based on their own observations of the neighborhood over
the past 10 years.

Councilor Handley expressed appreciation for the support from Councilor Garrett and Chair MacKay
despite their reservations about ADUs in general, emphasizing the importance of respecting the
neighborhood's unanimous desire for the proposal. He highlighted the lack of compelling data linking
ADUs to higher rates of predatory investments and shared evidence from their own neighborhood
indicating that ADUs have provided the city with more effective enforcement tools. Councilor Handley
concluded by advocating for the approval of the proposal.

Councilor Christensen emphasized that despite personal reservations about ADUs, he would vote in
favor of the proposal because the neighborhood had diligently followed the process and expressed
strong support for it. He acknowledged the need for further discussion on the impacts of ADUs,
including their effect on enabling home purchases and enforcement challenges. Councilor Christensen
urged against dismissing concerns expressed by residents, stressing the importance of considering
diverse perspectives and experiences in decision-making.

Councilor Bogdin highlighted concerns expressed by residents in her neighborhood and other areas of
Provo regarding the proliferation of ADUs. These concerns were based on real experiences and feedback
received from constituents, including those who had moved to their neighborhood seeking relief from
ADU-related issues in other parts of the city. This sentiment was also echoed by individuals such as Lisa
Jensen from the planning commission, indicating that the concerns were not isolated but rather
widespread among various stakeholders in the community.

With no other comments, Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

9 An ordinance amending Provo City Code regarding areas where Accessory Dwelling Units
are prohibited — Citywide Application (PLOTA20240066) 2:00:40

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-22, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Councilor Melia Dayley explained that the council made a motion in a previous meeting to remove R2PD
and SDP-5 zones from the areas where ADUs are allowed. She added that an adjustment to the
ordinance was made after the work meeting when it was discovered that R2PD zones also existed on the
west side.

Councilor Whipple confirmed the map associated with this ordinance would be updated after the
approval of the last item.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — April 16, 2024 (DRAFT) Page 10 of 13
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Chair MacKay added that this ordinance is to remove zones where ADUs could not be used anyways so
the map highlights a better representative of areas they are permitted. She then opened the item for
public comment.

Cheyenne Poulson, a former BYU student and current Provo resident, expressed support for increasing
housing options in the city, particularly through ADUs. She emphasized that Provo needs to take steps
towards addressing the housing crisis and that ADUs could be a beneficial solution. She was pleased
with the recent decision to allow ADUs in a specific neighborhood, viewing it as a positive move forward.

With no other public comments, and no council discussion, Chair MacKay called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 6:1 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, and MacKay in favor. Councilor Whipple opposed.

10 An ordinance amending Provo City Code regarding certain trades and encumbrances of
Real Property (24-036) 2.04:24

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Ordinance 2024-23, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Tara Riddle, Property Manager, presented the amendment and said it is intended to clarify when
property encumbrance matters should be brought to the council for approval. The amendment
mandates that the council must consider all encumbrances, such as easements, rights of way, leases,
licenses, and boundary line adjustments, if the value exceeds $50,000. She added that transactions
below this threshold can be negotiated and approved by the administration alone.

Chair MacKay opened the item for public comment. With none and no council discussion, she called for
a vote,

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

11 A resolution to place approximately 0.96 acres of vacant land at 2435 West 560 South on
the surplus property list (24-037) 2:05:53

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Resolution 2024-18, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule.

Ms. Riddle stated this resolution would resolve boundary issues at the Regional Sports Park, specifically
an overlap with Carter Farms, affecting 0.9678 acres. She explained the proposed property trade that
would help with this boundary clean up.

Chair MacKay asked why the city had acquired the land.

Ms. Riddle explained that the city acquired the property several years ago to extend 2470 West, as the
property owner insisted on selling the entire parcel, not just the portion needed for the road. She added

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — April 16, 2024 (DRAFT) Page 11 of 13
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that he future use of the property is still undetermined; it might be sold for development or used in
coordination with the Regional Sports Park, but no final decision has been made.

Councilor Garrett thanked Tara for her dedicated service to the city and her hard work on various issues.
He acknowledged that she had presented first in the morning work session at 10 am and was presenting
again nearly 10 hours later in the council meeting. He expressed his appreciation for her commitment
and excellent work.

Chair MacKay opened the item for public comment. With none, and no council discussion, she called for
a vote,

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

12 A resolution accepting an annexation petition for further consideration for approximately
15,738 acres of a total 68 acres of property generally located at 1000 North Lakeview
Parkway — Lakeview North Neighbarhood (24-021) 2.09:20

Motion:  An implied motion to approve Resolution 2024-19, as currently constituted, has been
made by council rule,

Mr. Haight explained that an annexation on the west side, previously discussed in a work session, will be
divided into two parts after several meetings with city officials. He showed a map indicating the initial
proposed annexation area, highlighting two property owners who did not want to participate. He
mentioned that to avoid issues, the annexation will proceed in two phases, with the current focus on the
first section, which includes property owned by the Provo school district and the city.

Mr. Jones clarified that this resolution only accepts the petition for review and processing; it does not
approve the annexation. He noted that state law requires a multi-step process, which can be confusing.
This resolution signifies the council’s willingness to consider the petition, with the actual approval to

come later.

Chair MacKay opened the item for public comment. With none, and no council discussion, she called for
a vote,

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Councilors Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett, Handley,
Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

With no objections, the Provo Municipal Council adjourned and reconvened as the Governing Board of
the Redevelopment Agency of Provo with Chair Rachel Whipple conducting.

Redevelopment Agency of Provo

13 A resolution of the Redevelopment Agency of Provo City approving interlocal agreements
for The Mix Community Reinvestment Project Area (24-032) 2:12:31
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2024-RDA-04-16-1

Keith Morey, Development Services Assistant Director, presented. He reminded that last year, the
council agreed to support amendments to the redevelopment project area around the old Plum Tree
Plaza to adjust the timing of tax increments for the new developer. The delay in property possession
necessitated this adjustment. Since then, there have been meetings with the county, school district, and
Water Conservancy District, along with public hearings, to finalize these agreements. He said this
resolution authorizes the finalization and recording of the agreements, which have already been agreed
upon by all parties.

Board Member MacKay expressed gratitude for the effort involved in attending numerous meetings and
repeating the same information to various entities. She thanked Keith Morey for handling this process,
acknowledging the support from those entities, and appreciating that the board did not have to manage
those meetings themselves.

With no other comments, Chair Whipple called for a vote.

Vote: The motion was approved 7:0 with Board Members Bogdin, Christensen, Garrett,
Handley, Hoban, MacKay, and Whipple in favor.

Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned by unanimous consent at approximately 7:31 PM.

Provo City Municipal Council Meeting — April 16, 2024 (DRAFT) Page 13 of 13



PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL E,} ﬁ‘ﬂ? ria}l}

STAFF REPORT CITY C @ UNCIL
Submitter: BRIANJ

Department: Legal

Requested Meeting Date: 06-04-2024

SUBJECT: A discussionregarding a resolution authorizing BYU FPolice to apply to
Fublic Interest I se certain bicycles qualifying as lost or mislaid property or
property no longer needed for evidence (24-053)

RECOMMENDATION: Approve resolution so that EYU Police can donate bicyeles that
cannot be retumed to their owners to the Provo Bike Collective.

BACKGROUND: Utah law allows law enforcement agencies to dispose of certain
property in their possession. Before doing so, the agency must follow certain
procedures to attempt to return the property to its nghtful owner. If retum is not possible,
the standard process is then to auction the property and use the funds. However, state
lawi allows the property to be donated to the public interest ifthis use is approved by the
relevant legislative body. Frovo Police previously requested approval of a resolution
permitting them to donate bicycles in this category to the Frovo Bike Collective. BYL
Folice desires to do the same . Under current state law, the relevant legislative body that
can approve this use by BYLU Police is the Provo Municipal Council.

FISCAL IMPACT: Mone . Ifthe resolution is not approved, BYU Police will be forced to
retain or auction the bicycles. However, even if they arg auctioned, the proceeds would
not go to Provo City.

PRESENTER’S NAME: Erk Davis, BEYJ Office of General Counsel

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: 10 min

COMPATIBILITY WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES:

CITYVIEW OR ISSUE FILE NUMBER: 24-053
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RESOLUTION 2024-

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING BYU POLICE TO APPLY TO PUBLIC
INTEREST USE CERTAIN BICYCLES QUALIFYING AS LOST OR MISLAID
PROPERTY OR PROPERTY NO LONGER NEEDED FOR EVIDENCE. (24-
033)

RECITALS:

Brigham Young University operates BYU Police as a private law enforcement agency, as
defined in Utah Code Section 53-19-102(4), which is located within Provo City; and

BYU Police comes into possession each year of a substantial number of bicycles that
qualify as “lost or mislaid property™ as defined in Utah Code Section 77-11d-101 or that constitute
property no longer needed as evidence as described in Utah Code Section 77-11a-402; and

Under the provisions of Utah Code Sections 77-11a-402 and 77-11d-105, such property
can be applied to a public interest use under certain terms and conditions; and

BYU Police complies with all the requirements of these statutes with respect to attempting
to identify the owners and return the bicycles, where applicable; and

Utah Code Subsection 77-11d-105(4)(b) requires a private law enforcement agency to
obtain the permission, designation, and approval of the legislative body of the municipality in
which the agency is located before applying such property to a public interest use; and

The Provo Bike Collective is a properly registered operational arm of the Salt Lake City
Bike Collective, a nonprofit corporation in Utah that serves a public need by providing refurbished
bicycles to low-income and transitional families and individuals in the community.

THEREFORE, the Municipal Council of Provo City, Utah resolves as follows:

PART [

Pursuant to Utah Code Sections 77-11a-402 and 77-11d-105(4)b), the Provo Municipal
Council authorizes BYU Police to apply unclaimed lost or mislaid bicycles and bicycles no longer
needed as evidence to a public interest use and designates and approves the public interest use of
releasing the bicycles to the Provo Bike Collective, a 501(c)(3) nonprofit registered with the State
of Utah. This authorization and designation is ongoing and applies to all such bicycles currently
held, and obtained in the future, by BYU Police so long as BYU Police complies with all other
statutory requirements for handling such property.

PARTII:
This resolution takes effect immediately.

END OF RESOLUTION.




PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL E,} ﬁ‘ﬂ? ria}l}

STAFF REPORT CITY C @ UNCIL
Submitter: MABARNES

Department: Development Services

Requested Meeting Date: 06-04-2024

SUBJECT: An ordinance amending the Zone Map classification of real property,
located at 2662 West Lakeview Parkway, from Open Space, Preservation,
and Recreation (O5PR) Zone to the Community Shopping Center (5C2)
fone - Provo Bay Meighborhood (PLEZ20240058)

RECOMMENDATION: Development Services is recommending approval . Please see
supporting documents.

BACKGROUND: Development Services is proposing to rezone a 5 .07 9-acre section of
the O5FR zone in Provo Bay Meighborhood to 5C2. The city has intiated this zone map
amendment on city-owned property to allow for commercial and hospitality support
services directly south of the new Regional Sports Parnk on the west side of Provo, and
directly north of the new Airport terminal

The proposed re-zone 15 proactive, there 15 no concept plan for the subject area at thistime The
city 15 planning on leasing the land to a future developer, which will help to fund the ongoing
maintenance and development of the Regional Sports Parke The Eegional Sports Park site plan
will not be affected by this zone change, and the park will stay OSPE. The proposed rezone is
supported by the General Plan policies and goals

FISCAL IMPACT:

PRESENTER'S NAME: Keith Morey

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: WWorlk meeting: 20 mins (with 10 mins
for presentation). Council/Might meeting: 25 mins {with 8 mins of presentation )

COMPATIBILITY WITH GEMERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES:
Flease see page 5-6 in the staff report.

CITYVIEW OR ISSUE FILE NUMBER: FLRZ20240059




Provo City Planning Commission

Report of Action

May 8. 2024

*[tem 2 Development Services requests a Zone Map Amendment from the OSPR (Open Space, Preservation, and
Recreation) Zone to the SC2 (Community Shopping Center) Zone for five (5) acres of land to attract
businesses south of the Regional Sports Park, located approximately at 2662 West Lakeview Pkwy.
Provo Bay Neighborhood. Mary Barnes (801) 852-6408 mabarnes@provo.org PLRZ20240059

The following action was taken by the Planning Commission on the above-described item at its regular meeting of May §,
2024:

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL

On a vote of 7:0, the Planning Commission recommended that the Municipal Council approve the above noted application.

Motion By: Jeff Whitlock

Second By: Lisa Jensen

Votes in Favor of Motion: Robert Knudsen, Lisa Jensen, Jeff Whitlock, Jonathan Hill, Barbara DeSoto, Daniel Gonzales,
and Melissa Kendall.

Daniel Gonzales was present as Chair.

Votes against the Motion: None

+ Includes facts of the case, analysis, conclusions, and recommendations outlined in the Staff Report, with any
changes noted; Planning Commission determination is gencrally consistent with the Staff analysis and
determination.

TEXT AMENDMENT
The text of the proposed amendment is attached as Exhibit A.

STAFF PRESENTATION
The Staff Report to the Planning Commission provides details of the facts of the case and the Staff's analysis, conclusions,
and recommendations.

CITY DEPARTMENTAL ISSUES
¢ The Coordinator Review Committee (CRC) has reviewed the application and given their approval.

NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING DATE
s This application affects the Provo Bay Neighborhood in District 3. This item will be discussed in the upcoming
May 15% District 3 neighborhood meeting, and the topic will be presented by city staff.

APPLICANT PRESENTATION
The applicant is Provo City. Key points addressed in the applicant's presentation to the Planning Commission included the
following:
e The reason behind the requested re-zone is the need for support services in the area. Also, this property will be
leased to a developer to help generate some revenue for the city, and to assist with the upkeep of the park.
* The configuration of the Regional Sports Park, and how it has changed over time.




e Permitted uses in the SC-2 zone.
¢ Potential traffic impacts on the neighborhoods, and concerns with parking for the park.
o Doug Robins, Parks and Rec Director, addressed the concerns regarding parking for the Regional Sports
Park. Currently an average of 83 stalls are provided per sports ficld. Nothing was designed in the subject
area besides that overflow parking in the previous iteration, because it is a strange shape. Wayfinding signs
to help direct people to Lakeview Parkway for access to and from the park will be installed. This will
hopefully help to reduce traffic impacts in the adjacent neighborhood.

NEIGHBORHOOD AND PUBLIC COMMENT
¢ The neighborhood Chair was not present and did not address the Planning Commission during the hearing.

CONCERNS RAISED BY PUBLIC
Any comments received prior to completion of the Staff Report are addressed in the Staff Report to the Planning
Commission. Key issues raised in written comments received subsequent to the Staff Report or public comment during the
public hearing included the following:
o Jeff Stubbs, Provo Resident. Concerned about how the overtlow parking has been eliminated on the Regional
Sports Park plan. The park has not opened vet, therefore the amount of overtflow parking needed cannot be known.
If more parking is needed, where will it go?

PLANNING COMMISSION DISCUSSION
Key points discussed by the Planning Commission included the following:
After staff presentation:

e Commissioner Knudsen expressed concerns about traffic from the re-zone arca going through the neighborhoods
on the northeast side of the park. Patrons of the commercial support services may want to cut through the Southwest
neighborhoods to get back home to their neighborhoods.

o Commissioner Jensen stated that she would prefer to get onto Lakeview Parkway and use the more
prominent collector roads to get back to her home quickly. Residents in the immediate surrounding
neighborhoods will probably cut through Epic Ln and 600 S, but other residents are most likely going to
take the quicker routes home.

o Commissioner Hill agreed that there will be a traffic increase on 600 S, but it will be marginal. It will
probably be traffic from the park, and not as much from the commercial piece.

e Commissioner Gonzales discussed whether SC-2 is intense enough for the desired uses, specifically regarding
building height. Also, a car wash would not be a welcomed use.

o Commissioner Jensen agreed that making sure the final use is something classy is important.

¢ Commissioner Jensen wanted clarification on why this section of property is not called out as commercial on the
general plan map. Proposals for development could filter in for this area due to the neighborhood plan
designations, and commercial could fill in to the direct west of the park.

o Commissioner Hill commented that the purpose of the Airport Industrial/Commercial areas on the
neighborhood plan was to provide commercial areas to support the airport.

After public comment:

e Commissioner Jensen stated that most City Parks were fairly recently rezoned to the OSPR zone. With this rezone,
an inadvertent message may be sent to developers that Prove City will rezone their parks for commercial projects.
Concerned that justifying this re-zone by stating ““it will support the airport and Regional Sports Park™ is something
that can be said for the entire area. Do not want all agricultural land or open space to be swallowed up into this.
However, this does meet the goals of the General Plan and it’s a great location. The city will be the landlord, which
1s great as well. Want to make sure people think of the rezone repercussions.

o Commissioner Gonzales replied, saying that this situation is different because there isn’t a great use for
this property if it stays open space. Sports fields can’t fit into the triangle, and overflow parking is not
needed. Because of the location and the surrounding major uses, this is most likely the best use for the
subject arca.




Flanning Commission Chair

Durector of Development Services

See Key Land Use Policies of the Provo City General Flan, applicable Titles ofthe Provo City Code, and the Staff Eeport
to the Planning Commission for further detailed information The Staff Reportis a part of the record of the decision
of thiz item. Where findings of the Flanning Commission differ from findings of Staff those will be noted in this
Eeport of Action.

Legislative items are noted with an asterisk (%) and require legislative action by the Municipal Council following apublic
hearing; the Plantung Commission provides an advisory recommendati on to the Municipal Council following apublic
hearing,

Administrative decisions ofthe Flanning Commission (itemsnot marked with an asterisk) may beappealed by submitting
an application’notice of appea, with the required application and noticing fees to the Development Services
Department, 445 West Center Street Provo, Utah, within fourteen (14) calendar days of the Planning
Commission's decision (Frovo City office hours are Monday through Thursday, 7:00 am. to 6:00 pamn.).

BUILDING PERMITSE MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE CONSTEUCTION BEGING
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DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Planning Commission Hearing

Staff Report

Hearing Date: May 8, 2024

*ITEM 2 Development Services requests a Zone Map Amendment from the OSPR (Open Space,
Preservation, and Recreation) Zone to the SC2 (Community Shopping Center) Zone for five
(5) acres of land to attract businesses south of the Regional Sports Park, located
approximately at 2662 West Lakeview Pkwy. Provo Bay Neighborhood. Mary Bames (801)
852-6408 mabames@provo.org PLRZ20240059

Applicant: Provo City

Staff Coordinator: Mary Barnes
Property Owner: Provo City Corporation
Parcel ID#: 21:039:0024

Acreage: 5.079 acres

Number of Lots: 1

Current Zone: Open Space and Preservation
(OSPR)

Proposed Zone: Community Shopping
Center (SC2)

ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS

1. Continue to a future date to obtain
additional information or to further
consider information presented. The
next available meeting date is May 22,
6.00 P\

2. Recommend Denial of the requested
ordinance text amendment. This action
would not be consistent with the
recommendations of the Staff Report.
The Planning Commission should state

new findings.

Current Legal Use: Vacant lot

Relevant History: The idea of attracting commercial
or hospitality support services to this area has been
in the works for a while. Over the many iterations of
the Regional Sports Park site plan, this area has
been shown as a multi-use field and overflow
parking. The adopted final site plan completely
excludes this area of the property. The goalis to
attract commercial and hospitality support services
into the area. This zone map amendment is
proactive, there is no commercial developer at this
time. Therefore, there is no concept plan.

Neighborhood Issues: This application has been
scheduled for the May 15" District 5 meeting.

Summary of Key Issues:

¢ Due tothe current and potential heavy use
and traffic from Provo Airport and the
Regional Sports Park, commercial and
hospitality support services are necessary.

¢ This location will ensure that park and airport
patrons will have quick access, and there will
be minimal access from the commercial
support services into existing or future
neighborhoods.

Staff Recommendation:

That the Planning Commission recommend approval
of the zone map amendment to the Provo City
Council.
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OVERVIEW

The city has initiated this zone map amendment to allow for commercial and hospitality support
services directly south of the new Regional Sports Park on the west side of Provo. This is city-
owned property. Please see figure 1 and 2 below for the specific subject area.

The property is curmrently zoned OSPR, which is the primary zone used for public open
space amenities, such as parks, trails, sport courts, etc.
The city is proposing to rezone a 5.079-acre section ofthe property to SC2, which is
known as the Community Shopping Center Zone. A list of pemitted and conditional uses
within this zone can be found within this staff report.
- This proposed re-zone is proactive. Therefore, there is no concept plan for this
parcel at this time.
» The city is planning on leasing the land to a future developer. This lease will help
to fund the ongoing maintenance and development of the Regional Sports Park.
The Regional Sports Park site plan will not be affected by this zone change, and the
park will stay OSPR.
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- The subject area is located directly across Lakeview Parkway from the airport, and it is
directly adjacent to the Regional Sports Park. Commercial and hospitality support
services will help to facilitate multi-day sports tournaments within the Regional Spors
Park, while also providing an area for concessions in the form of a gas station or some
other small commercial and retail food outlet. Having a small eating establishment or a
hotel would also serve airport patrons.

el L -_
Regional confext

gure s
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FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The current zoning on the parcel is OSPR (Chapter 14.33)

2. The proposed zoning is SC2 (Chapter 14.19)

3. The general plan designation is Parks, Recreation and Open Space. Staff did not include
a general plan amendment with this rezone request. The general plan policies take
precedence over the map amendment, as seen in 14.02.020(2h).

4. There is no specific proposed use at this time. Any new development will have to submit
a project plan and a subdivision plat. Because this is city-owned property, Development
Services has the opportunity to ensure that the future use of this subject area will
properly serve the surrounding area.

Permitted and Conditional Uses in the SC2 Zone

All permitted and conditional uses can be found in 14.19.020. This zone allows the following
uses:

- General retail (shopping centers, department stores, etc.)

- Retail food and restaurants

- Hotels and motels

- Gas stations and car washes

- Personal services (beauty and barber services, laundry, banks, etc.)
- Gyms

- Vehicle Rental (with strict requirements)

- General professional services (physican, dental, legal, other)

- Amusements (ice skating, bowling, roller skating, other)

Conditional uses include day care, dance halls, and vet services.
Interaction with the Regional Sports Park and Provo Airport

The City approved the new Regional Sports Park in January 2021 with mostly multi-use fields.
Since then, the site plan for the Park has been altered to include 21 multi-use fields, 45
pickleball courts, and 1,744 off-street parking spaces. Two signhalized intersections on Lakeview
Parkway have already been installed to help direct traffic from the airport, park, and potentially
this small commercial area. There is no specific access connecting this small commercial area
to any existing neighborhoods.

Past iterations of the Regional Sports Park plan showed multi-use fields and overflow parking
within this area. Please see attachment 3 for these previous site plans. Further design and
calculations, along with the addition of the pickleball courts and an extra parking lot, have
proven that the overflow parking lot is not heeded. Instead, Provo City has the opportunity to
work with future developers and create a space that will be heavily used by the Regional Sports
Park and Provo Airport patrons. Parks and Recreation and Provo Airport support this rezone.



Planning Commission Staff Report *ltem 2
May 8, 2024 Fage 5

1 _/ V4
PROVO REGIONAL SPORTS PARK
MASTER PLAN

STAFF ANALYSIS

General Plan

Provo City Code Title 14.02.020(2) sets forth the following guidelines for consideration of
amendments:

1. Before recommending an amendment to this Title, the Planning Commission shall
determine whether such amendment is in the interest of the public and is consistent with
the goals and policies of the Provo City General Plan. The following guidelines shall be
used to determine consistency with the General Plan:

a) Public purpose for the amendment in question.
Staff response: The public purpose of the amendment is to facilitate the provision of
suppeort services for the Regional Sports Park and Provo Airport. With the new terminal
and increased capacity of the airport, and the regional and far-reaching draw of the
Sports Park, there will be an increase in use within the area. Therefore, support services
are needed.

b) Confirmation that the public purpose is best served by the amendment in
guestion.
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Staff response: Commercial and hospitality services are needed to support the expected
volumes of visitors and residents who will be using the new and improved facilities.

¢) Compatibility of the proposed amendment with General Plan policies, goals, and
objectives.
Staff response: The proposed text amendment is consistent with the General Plan
economic development goals, specifically goal 2: “Encourage growth around the Provo
Municipal Airport and facilitate development where appropriate”. Goal 2b states,
“Encourage economic development and business opportunities at and around the
airport”.

d) Consistency of the proposed amendment with the General Plan's “timing and
sequencing” provisions on changes of use, insofar as they are articulated.
Staff response: Goal 2b of the economic development chapter is indicated to have a
“short-long” timing in the implementation matrix. According to the reading notes in the
implementation matrix chapter, “short” timing is 1-3 years, and “long” timing is 10-20
years. This re-zone would be within the “short” period.

e) Potential of the proposed amendment to hinder or obstruct attainment of the
General Plan’s articulated policies.
Staff response: Staff believes that this proposal would not hinder or obstruct General
Plan policies.

f) Adverse impacts on adjacent landowners.
Staff response: There should be limited impact on adjacent landowners. Most of the land
surrounding the project is currently being used as agricultural land. There are no direct
connections between the subject area and existing neighborhoods, although it will be
possible to get to the existing neighborhoods through Epic Lane. Due to the location of
the subject area, it is expected that most traffic generated by a commercial development
will be directed towards Lakeview Parkway or the roads within the Regional Sports Park.
Traffic is not expected to go through existing or possible future neighborhoods.

g) Verification of correctness in the original zoning or General Plan for the area in
question.
Staff response: The original zoning (OSPR) matches the general plan designation (Parks,
Recreation, Open Space).

h) In cases where a conflict arises between the General Plan Map and General
Plan Policies, precedence shall be given to the Plan Policies.
Staff response: In this case, there is a conflict between the general plan map and plan
policies. Precedence has been given to the plan policies, which call for more economic
development and services around the airport.
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CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, staff recommends that the Planning Commission recommend approval for this
zone map amendment. Provo Airport, Parks and Recreation, and Economic Development are in
support for commercial development in the subject area. The volume of visitors and residents
traveling through this area is expected to increase, and this proactive rezone will help to draw
high-quality commercial development. Any new development will be required to go through
project plan and subdivision plat approval.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Proposed Zone Map Amendment

2. Exact boundary of the subject area

3. Final Regional Sports Park Plan

4. Previous iterations of the Regional Sports Park Plan
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ATTACHNMENT 1: PROPOSED ZONE MAP AMENDNENT
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ATTACHMENT 2: EXACT BOUNDARY OF THE SUBJECT AREA
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ATTACHMENT 3: FINAL REGIONAL SPORTS PARK
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ATTACHMENT 4: PREVIOUS ITERATIONS OF THE REGIONAL SPORTS PARK PLAN

pae

-

SN 6 -




Flanning Commission Staff Report *ltem 2
May B, 2024 Fage 12




W 0 ~ O U A W N

W W W W W W W N N NMNNMNNNNMDNDNDMNDNDPRE PR PR RPRERPRERERERERE R
G B W N RO W -0 W N R O W~ R W N RO

37
38

39
40

ORDINANCE 2024- .

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONE MAP CLASSIFICATION OF
REAL PROPERTY, GENERALLY LOCATED AT 2662 WEST LAKEVIEW
PARKWAY, FROM THE OPEN SPACE, PRESERVATION, AND
RECREATION (OSPR) ZONE TO THE COMMUNITY SHOPPING CENTER
(8C2) ZONE. PROVO BAY NEIGHBORHOOD. (PLRZ20240059)

RECITALS:

It is proposed that the classification on the Provo Zoning Map for approximately 5.079
acres of real property, generally located at 2662 West Lakeview Parkway (an approximation of
which is shown or described in Exhibit A and a more precise description is attached as Exhibit B),
be amended from the Open Space, Preservation, and Recreation (OSPR) Zone to the Community
Shopping Center (SC2) Zone; and

On May 8, 2024, the Planning Commission held a public hearing to consider the proposal,
and after the hearing the Planning Commission recommended approval of the proposal to the
Municipal Council by a 7:0 vote; and

On June 4, 2024, the Municipal Council met to determine the facts regarding this matter
and receive public comment, which facts and comments are found in the public record of the
Council’s consideration; and

After considering the Planning Commission’s recommendation and the facts presented to
the Municipal Council, the Council finds that (i) the Provo Zoning Map should be amended as set
forth below, and (i1) such action furthers the health, safety, and general welfare of the citizens of
Provo City.

THEREFORE, the Municipal Council of Provo City, Utah ordains as follows:
PART I:

The classification on the Provo Zoning Map is amended from the Open Space,
Preservation, and Recreation (OSPR) Zone to the Community Shopping Center (SC2) Zone for
the real property described in this ordinance.

PART II:

A. If a provision of this ordinance conflicts with a provision of a previously adopted
ordinance, this ordinance controls.
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B. This ordinance and its various sections, clauses, and paragraphs are severable. If any part,
sentence, clause, or phrase is adjudged to be unconstitutional or invalid, the remainder <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>