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	PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
Work Meeting Minutes
3:30 PM | October 21, 2025
Provo Peak Room
Hybrid meeting: 445 W. Center Street, Provo, UT 84601 or https://www.youtube.com/provocitycouncil 


Agenda 

Roll Call 
Council Chair Gary Garrett, conducting
Council Vice-Chair Rachel Whipple
Councilor Katrice MacKay
Councilor Craig Christensen (Excused)
Councilor George Handley
	Councilor Becky Bogdin
	Councilor Travis Hoban (Excused)
	Mayor Michelle Kaufusi

Approval of Minutes

· October 7, 2025 Work Meeting Minutes
Approved by unanimous consent. 

Council Business
Item 1: A report regarding the Victim Services Program (25-018) 00:00:54
Kim Thayne, Victim Services Coordinator, presented an update on the Victim Services Program alongside Captain Robert Patrick and advocates Becky Draut and Estrella Farias Sanchez. Thayne explained that biannual updates are required as part of the department’s Victims of Crime Act (VOCA) grant obligations.
Thayne shared program statistics for January through September 2025, noting that while the data does not encompass all cases served, it highlights those with the greatest community impact. The report included 120 adult physical assault cases, 161 adult sexual assault cases, 195 cases against children, 365 domestic violence cases (the highest category), and 256 stalking and harassment cases. The team provided 2,820 total services, including 63 crisis interventions and safety planning sessions, 30 law enforcement interview accompaniments, 205 notifications of criminal justice events, and 365 incidents related to protective orders and stalking injunctions.
Draut shared several success stories illustrating the program’s impact. One involved a woman run off the road by her ex-husband while transporting her children; advocates assisted her in obtaining both civil and criminal protective orders and accompanied her to court hearings. When the ex-husband continued to violate the order, they collaborated with the Lehi Police Department to deploy Digi, a canine trained to detect electronic tracking devices, to ensure the client’s vehicle was clear of trackers.
Another case involved an incarcerated ex-partner violating a protective order by repeatedly calling the victim. The advocate discovered the order had not been properly served to the prison. After coordination with detectives and the warden, the issue was corrected, enabling future enforcement. The client later expressed gratitude and increased confidence.
A third case concerned a sexual assault victim abused by a person in a position of trust. With the program’s support and therapy resources, the victim gained the courage to share her story, encouraging additional victims to come forward.
Sanchez recounted cases including one where she assisted a Spanish-speaking sexual assault victim by providing interpretation and facilitating a U Visa certification. Another involved working with the Community Oriented Policing Team to amend a stalking injunction, allowing confiscation of firearms used to intimidate the community.
Councilor MacKay inquired whether stalking victims must disclose frequented locations on protective orders. Thayne clarified that while personal and family addresses can be protected, public places cannot, though distance restrictions still apply. Captain Patrick added that protective orders often require respondents to leave any location where the protected person is present.
Councilor Whipple asked about staffing and funding levels. Thayne stated that while VOCA grant funding has declined over successive cycles, the city has covered the shortfall, keeping the program stable. She described caseloads as manageable though variable by season and circumstance.
Chair Garrett requested information on year-over-year trends. Thayne and Captain Patrick explained that numbers fluctuate with school schedules and broader social factors. Patrick noted that an audit showed 4,806 services provided in the previous 12 months, suggesting current levels remain consistent. He commended Thayne’s leadership and team collaboration.
Councilor MacKay expressed appreciation, noting, “I’ve had friends use you, and it was invaluable. They loved it. So thank you.”
Item 2: A discussion regarding an amendment to Parks and Recreation Master Plan (25-100) 00:18:57
Council Analyst Kevin Martins presented a proposal sponsored by Councilors Becky Bogdin and Craig Christensen to amend Chapter 7.1 of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan by removing the second bullet point under Slate Canyon Park's plan, which addresses potential residential development possibilities in the area.
Martins provided background on the subject including the largest neighborhood district meeting in Provo's history held on April 30, 2025, which drew 279 attendees and 200 public comments, most of which expressed opposition or concern about the Splash Summit development proposal for Slate Canyon property. He noted that on July 7, 2025, the mayor announced that "Slate Canyon is not for sale," reflecting administrative alignment with the proposed amendment.
Parks and Recreation Director Doug Robbins and Foster Watabe informed Martins that they have no plans to entertain development proposals in Slate Canyon and that the department intends to remove the bullet point during the master plan rewrite next year regardless of council action.
Councilor George Handley expressed support for immediate action, stating, "I won't be here to vote for it later."
Councilor Rachel Whipple requested a map showing all city-owned property and the portion designated for future park use, expressing concern about understanding what property the city owns beyond the park boundaries. She noted that removing the language would not prevent the city from selling property outside the designated park area if needed.
Chair Garrett highlighted the removed bullet point's language about evaluating parcels for residential development to fund park development, asking whether residents would support selling a small portion for that purpose. Scott Henderson explained this was the consultant's suggestion for funding a 100-acre park, which could cost similar to the rec center construction. However, Councilors MacKay and Bogdin indicated citizens would prefer the land remain undeveloped as open space rather than see any development. Councilor Bogdin referenced the sale of Buckley Draw for housing to fund Bicentennial Park, recalling public opposition and stating, "I don't think there is a public appetite at this point in time to even sell off any portion of Slate Canyon."
Councilor Handley added that removing the language would protect the city from future development pressure: "This is going to help the city solve its problem. And I think it's just better that we don't raise that question." He suggested that funding questions be revisited during the upcoming master plan rewrite, recommending public surveys to gather feedback.
Councilor Whipple agreed, stating that removing the "tempting bait language" would not alter the city's options but would clearly signal the council's intentions. Chair Garrett concurred, affirming, "I don't think any of us in this room have any appetite for selling this property for any reason whatsoever."
Councilor MacKay moved to direct staff to proceed with the process of amending the Parks and Recreation Master Plan. The motion was seconded by Councilor Handley. The motion passed 5-0, with Councilors Hoban and Christensen excused. 
Martins concluded by noting that the Planning Commission is expected to hear the item on November 12, 2025, with potential Council consideration on December 2, 2025.
RDA Business
Item 3: A discussion regarding the potential sale of an RDA property (25-098) 00:33:23
Redevelopment Agency (RDA) Director Melissa McNalley presented a proposal from The Harris Group to purchase a small parklet located south of their building (the former Wells Fargo building) for the purpose of expanding venue space. The parklet, depicted in photos as a small grassy area with trees and benches, was appraised at $315,000 (approximately $104 per square foot). McNalley noted this appraisal appeared high when compared to the 2023 appraisal of the former City Hall property at $68 per square foot. The Harris Group initially offered $20,000, which the RDA declined, later increasing their offer to $90,000.
Jason Harris explained that their independent appraisal, which accounted for current zoning and lack of development potential, valued the parcel at $25,000. The 0.069-acre parcel lacks utilities, parking, and development access. Carrie Harris described plans to develop a high-end luxury event venue on the first floor of their building, integrating the parklet into an indoor-outdoor European modern-style space. The proposed venue aims to attract destination events such as weddings, drawing visitors from outside the area and providing economic benefits to local restaurants, hotels, and businesses.
Renderings of the proposed transformation included pavers, fountains, and garden features. When asked about seasonal use, Carrie Harris said the outdoor area would likely close during winter. Board Member George Handley asked about public access; the Harrises indicated they plan to enclose the space with a gate for privacy but maintain an appealing streetscape with arborvitae trees along the sidewalk.
Board Member Becky Bogdin asked if this was the same controversial event space recently discussed by the Planning Commission. Jason Harris confirmed, clarifying that the “dance hall” designation was an architect’s filing error. Some neighborhood and business concerns had been raised, which they plan to address. Board Chair Rachel Whipple remarked she had viewed the Planning Commission meeting and did not recall mention of the outdoor space, which the Harrises confirmed was not included since they do not yet own the property.
Chair Whipple voiced concern over losing public open space, comparing the situation to prior proposals to develop Joaquin Park. She emphasized that while the parcel may have limited development potential, it contributes to downtown’s pedestrian streetscape. She acknowledged that the Harris proposal would beautify the space but stated, “You’re also cutting it off from the community, and it won’t be that open and public space anymore.”
Board Member Handley admitted he had not previously noticed the parklet, describing it as an “afterthought” space with little use. Board Member Bogdin disagreed, stressing that as downtown density increases along the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) route, even small open spaces become more valuable. She expressed concern about the precedent of selling public land and the cost of replacing lost green space.
Jason Harris argued that nearby public areas, such as the temple grounds and courthouse plaza, provide alternatives for public respite, though others noted limited access to those spaces. He offered to share time-lapse footage demonstrating minimal parklet usage. Chuck Matheny, speaking from the audience, emphasized the proposal’s potential to draw 1,000–2,000 event attendees downtown annually, stimulating the local economy.
Director McNalley reported that usage metrics show approximately 3,000 visits annually (roughly 8 per day). Councilors acknowledged the low usage but questioned whether vendor visits related to the Harris project inflated recent counts. Board Member Katrice MacKay suggested keeping the parklet open to the public when not reserved for events, but the Harrises expressed concern about potential damage to planned installations.
Vice-Chair Gary Garrett proposed exploring a lease arrangement under which the city would retain ownership while allowing the Harrises to improve and utilize the property. This approach could preserve public ownership while fostering economic development. Jason Harris expressed openness to a lease but noted hesitance to invest heavily in property improvements without ownership rights. He reaffirmed his long-term commitment to the community, stating, “I’ll likely be in that building until I pass away.”
Vice-Chair Garrett moved not to sell the parklet. The motion was seconded by Board Member Bogdin. The motion passed 4-1, with Board Member Handley opposed.
The Redevelopment Agency Governing Board then adjourned and reconvened as the Provo Municipal Council by unanimous consent.
Closed Meeting
The Deputy City Attorney Gary Millward indicated there were topics requiring a closed session to discuss matters of the character and competency of an individual and matters regarding active litigation.
Councilor Whipple moved to close the meeting for the reasons stated by Mr. Millward. The motion was seconded by Bogdin. The motion passed 5-0 with Councilors Christensen and Hoban excused.





Provo City Municipal Council Work Meeting – October 21, 2025		    Page 1 of 2
image1.png
A\
DQO\/O fhia





  Provo City Municipal Council Work Meeting  –   October 21, 2025          Page  1   of  2   Please note: These minutes have been prepared with a timestamp linking the agenda items to the video discussion.   

 PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL   Work Meeting Minutes   3:30 PM | October 21, 2025   Provo Peak Room   Hybrid meeting: 445 W. Center Street, Provo, UT 84601 or  https://www.youtube.com/provocitycouncil    

Agenda      Roll Call    Council Chair  Gary Garrett , conducting   Council Vice - Chair Rachel Whipple   Councilor Katrice MacKay   Councilor Craig Christensen   (Excused)   Councilor George Handley     Councilor Becky Bogdin     Councilor  Travis Hoban   (Excused)     Mayor Michelle Kaufusi     Approval of Minutes     -   October 7, 2025 Work Meeting Minutes   Approved by unanimous consent.      Council  Business   Item 1: A report regarding the Victim Services Program (25 - 018)   00:00:54   Kim Thayne, Victim Services Coordinator, presented an update on the Victim Services Program  alongside Captain Robert Patrick and advocates Becky Draut and Estrella Farias Sanchez.  Thayne explained that biannual updates are required as part of the departmen t’s Victims of  Crime Act (VOCA) grant obligations.   Thayne shared program statistics for January through September 2025, noting that while the data  does not encompass all cases served, it highlights those with the greatest community impact. The  report included 120 adult physical assault cases, 161 adult sex ual assault cases, 195 cases against  children, 365 domestic violence cases (the highest category), and 256 stalking and harassment  cases. The team provided 2,820 total services, including 63 crisis interventions and safety  planning sessions, 30 law enforce ment interview accompaniments, 205 notifications of criminal  justice events, and 365 incidents related to protective orders and stalking injunctions.  

