Proposition Information Pamphlet for

Referendum Proposition Number 1



LOCAL REFERENDUM APPLICATION - SPONSOR INFORMATION

(Utah Code § 204-7-602)

Description of Local Law Being Challenged:

Ordinance No. 2026-05, adopted by the Marriott-Slaterville City Council on or about May 21, 2026,
approving a Development Agreement for a residential subdivision located at approximately 2700/2800
West and 1200 South, authorizing the development of approximately 195 residential units.

I, the undersigned sponsor, declare the following:

o | am a registered voter in the State of Utah.

e | am aresident of Marriott-Slaterville City, Utah.

e [ have voted in an election in Utah within the last three years.

e [ designate Christine Grant as the sponsor liaison, whose address is 160 South 2250 West, Marriott-
Slaterville, UT 84404, whose phone number is 801-721-5684

o [ support referring the above-described local law to the voters of Marriott-Slaterville City for their
approval or rejection.

The Sponsors names are as follows:
Christine Grant, whose address i1s 160 South 2250 West, Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404
David R. Grant, whose address is 160 South 2250 West, Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404

1.

P

3. ;3 b_gqf | an (;mmhose address is 497 S. 2700 West, Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404
4. Doy (! Gran* ess i i i

Sk

6.

i

whose address is 497 S. 2700 West, Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404

By G W £ £ 1036 S. 2800 W. Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404
l_b v L. Harnimed 036 S. 2800 W. Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404
lﬁg chadra B.A “r‘22503 W. Pioneer Road, Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404

8.
9. Tl WeLS 2550 W.200 S, Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404
10. Brogb cror ] PRutlar2781 W. Pioneer Road, Marriott-Slaterville, UT 84404

[ understand that persons gathering signatures for this referendum petition may be paid.
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Sponsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):

C»\r‘STl‘f\w Grﬂ AT

Residence Address (as on Voter Records):

10 S. I3 S0 w.

Phone: _ €& \ —1:\)! S (¥4 Email:AdJLj_’T_ﬁu_c_jg_@jc@[_‘ C orvl

Signatifire: J/\AMT,«WL "%ﬁ_(“m’r Date: 5 = Q{ g oty !(@

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of Utah
) ss.
County of Weber
On thls 26 day of M“Vl , 2026, personally appeared before me
’7160”(9 ‘f , known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)

to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he/she
executed the same.

Notary Public; ~

B DREW ORVIL HOLLEY
B NOTARY PURLIC ® STATE o 0T
7 COMMISSION NO. 747812
COMM. EXP. 03-10-2030
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Sponsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):
Dalf P10 Gean'7”
Residence Address (as on Voter Records):
/b0 s;w IS e ST
bt D avE B s tcknd.Com

YA s e

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of Utah )
) ss.
County of Weber )
On this a day of Ma ’11 , 2026, personally appeared before me
Drens MWy //Z' v . known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)

to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he/she
executed the same.
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Sponsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):

\.Shg‘w;ﬂ Ann Emst

Residence Address (as on Voter Records):
H97 & 2700 W. Coden, UT SH4
| c /N
Phone: &0 |- 11D~ | 1235” Email: _1 ‘ W NZ A e }\ (Wlm%m- C Ox7

<l (! —
Signature: \lepjlbj Vl ,/-'()A’—}T\\ 3(@’?&’/1@7" Date: S - A lv- 24y
NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of Utah

) ss.
County of Weber
On this & 6 d?y of  May , 2026, personally appeared before me
Prev’ Ko /M . known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)

to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrumentsand acknowledged that he/she
executed the same.
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- Sponsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):

Qove <, GRAVT
Residence Address (as on Voter Records):

497 S  A7pow oeveV UT gcyvoY
Phone: 6/ 7 215 X7 9 Email: lfuv 2 rqnc/\ @ WS Com

Signature: 5967»0‘-/4’ g W Date: 5/26/209'4

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of Utah

ss.
County of Weber
On this L€ day of M‘w[ , 2026, personally appeared before me
Orptn/ 7}4’)//8? . known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)

to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he/she

executed the same.

_ Notary Public;
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Sponsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):

-

Vaw (7 Himmee.
Residence Address (as on Voter Records):
03 So. 1800 W [éven Uy 840y
Phone: SO1~ 725~ 9833 Emai g ;L?\ 7hammer @{/ gmAr . Corc

Signature: /{fl/’é?bu 4&%741{%—@/‘&.__ Date: Mﬁ'? lC/ ‘}‘Oé'g

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of Utah )
) ss.
County of Weber )
On this A6 da/y of Mﬁ["] , 2026, personally appeared before me
Pf ew -Nf , known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)

to be the person Whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he/she
executed the same.

NOTARY PUBLIC @ STATE of UTAH

A w/ COMMISSION NO., 747812
e COMM. EXP. 03-10-2030
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Sponsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):

Be,c,)&y L. Horm e

Residence Address (as on Voter Records):
036 S, QKOO L . @&A&,n . w1 %"'\"\GL{
Phone: G0 1~ 125195 H Email: Nvavrnco b ok y @{-\J\JQJ\M . Covn

3 - 026
Signature: 'B ,z,c/é;{ 7{ #W_VW/W [Vafe: /Vm.lf G, X
NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of Utah

) ss.
County of Weber
Onthis 26 dayof MaAY , 2026, personally appeared before me
> o0s NI L gff : , known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)

to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he/she
executed the same.

2y DREW ORVIL HOLLEY
\Y) NOTARY PUBLIC @ STATE of UTAH

e f COMMISSION NO, 747812

- COMM. EXP. 03-10-2030
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Sponsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):

f?aréd?f&/ 6 Allr :
Residence Address (as on Voter Records):

RG5O W, £, eneer (Qo&o/ MSCJ, LIT B %y
Phone: 520/" élfg" 8?3_7Email: b&f‘é&ﬁﬂv!@”[fdd j- @J) ﬁm(/'

Signature;g ;Q@gz@ééﬂ :g' M—&‘Q Date: éﬁ/@é‘/gagé

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

C‘,o[z),?

State of Utah
) ss.

County of Weber

On this >6 day of MO{W , 2026, personally appeared before me
Do Wﬂ@? L , known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)
to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he/she

executed the same.

Notary Public. . — - Sy e i

T 2L

NOTARY PUBLIC @ STATE ol YTAH
L) COMMISSION NO. 747812
=" COMM. EXP. 03-10-2030
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Sponsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):
M Marie,  pess
Residence jjixddress (as on Voter Records):
1550 W 700 & Marriett- Slakepalle  or gyoy
Phone: 720\ YA\ \- 250U Email: _( | iaVtel eany e LS cl)ﬁmm |- Com

/ 4 g g s
_ N | ) af
Signature: | %m | Jﬂ l[(Heg, / % CM Date: _ MY e, 27
NOTARY AC KNOJW LEDGMENT
State of Utah )
) ss.
County of Weber )
On this &G dai of May , 2026, personally appeared before me
D/'ph/ / (5? ( , known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)

to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he/she

executed the same.
Notary Public:/ /// é,_,->

Sy
BT NOTARY PUBLIC @ STATE of UTAN
3§99 1 commissION NO. 747812
QAL Comm. EXP. 03-10-2030
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‘ Sp/clnsor Full Legal Name (Printed Exactly as on Voter Records):

Brest Ca r/ '?a‘%/ﬁr

Residence Address (as on Voter Records):

Qﬁ ?/ (A //fz/{@/f ee)” /::C( MEC 24 7/ 54t 94

Phone: 5/ {ﬁ/ 7;() / - 2 ?{;2 Email:i@b// 7[/6’ v/ GL’?( ((L} 6’ fa~/CO/V(

Signature: ;i{g/éé///r%(ﬂ//’kz/ &/q}//ﬁ,—y Date: Mlﬂ‘f ;C, a“olg

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of Utah

) ss.
County of Weber
On this .6 day of May . 2026, personally appeared before me
Drgw 7)‘1?//&4 , known to me (or proved to me by identification card or otherwise)

to be the person whose name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged that he/she
executed the same.

Notary Public: =~ %’)

DREW ORVIL HOLLEY
'{ NOTARY PUBLIC @ SEATE of UTAH
¥ COM' .ON NO. 747812
COMivi. Exp, 03-10'2’030
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF THE REFERENDUM
Submitted under Utah Code § 20A-7-401.5(1)

This referendum is about one simple principle: the right of Marriott-Slaterville residents to
have a direct voice in a decision that will significantly affect their community.

Ordinance No. 2026-05 approves a development agreement allowing approximately 195
new residential units in an area currently served by narrow, limited-capacity roads with little to no
pedestrian infrastructure.

Many surrounding roads are narrow and, in some areas, lack center dividing lines, raising
concerns about their ability to safely accommodate increased traffic generated by a development
of this size.

A development of approximately 195 homes will likely generate thousands of additional
vehicle trips each day. In several areas near the proposed project, pedestrians—including children
walking to school or nearby parks—must travel along roadside shoulders or in the roadway itself.
Increased traffic under these conditions means not only more congestion, but more frequent
interactions between vehicles and pedestrians, raising legitimate safety concerns for families who
live in the area today.

Supporters of the referendum note that while the development agreement includes limited
frontage improvements, it does not require broader infrastructure upgrades—such as road
widening or sidewalk construction—that may be necessary to safely accommodate nearly 200
additional homes. As a result, there is concern that future infrastructure needs may ultimately fall
on the City and its residents.

A 2024 traffic impact study evaluated the project's effects on a limited number of "key
intersections," including 2800 West and 1200 South. The study focused on vehicle operations and
recommended turn-lane improvements. However, it did not evaluate whether existing roadways
are adequate to safely accommodate increased traffic volumes.

This referendum does not decide whether growth should occur. It simply asks who should
make that decision.

A vote in favor of the referendum:
e Preserves the public’s right to vote on a significant land use decision,

e Ensures the community has a voice in how growth affects local safety and infrastructure,
and

o Allows residents to weigh the benefits of development against potential impacts on roads,
traffic, and neighborhood character.




The referendum process exists to address precisely this type of situation—where a decision
has broad and lasting effects on the community. Rather than limiting the decision to elected
officials alone, it gives all voters an opportunity to participate directly.

Approving this referendum does not permanently stop development. It simply pauses the
ordinance so that voters can decide whether this project is the right fit for the community

For residents, this is a question of safety, infrastructure readiness, and democratic participation.

Vote in favor of the referendum to ensure that the people of Marriott-Slaterville have a
voice in this important decision.




ARGUMENT OPPOSING THE REFERENDUM
Submitted under Utah Code Section 20A-7-401.5(1)

The proposed referendum will not stop this development or determine whether the property
can be developed. The decision of whether 200 units can be built on the property was resolved
years ago through the City’s annexation and zoning process.

In 2022, the City approved an Annexation Agreement that granted development rights to
the property owner and authorized 200 residential units on the property. As a result, if the
referendum succeeds, it will not eliminate the property’s underlying development rights or reduce
future traffic. Instead, it will remove the restrictions, rental limitations, public improvements, and
neighborhood protections that the City negotiated for residents as part of the challenged
Development Agreement.

Prior to annexation, Weber County was evaluating substantially higher residential density.
The City chose annexation because it resulted in lower density and local control over future
development.

As part of the Annexation Agreement, the property owner conveyed approximately $2
million in land to the City for open space, conservation, and public benefit. Those transfers have
already occurred, and the City and its residents have received those benefits.

The recently approved Development Agreement does not create the underlying
development rights. Instead, it adds restrictions, neighborhood protections, rental limitations,
public improvements, and development standards negotiated to alleviate community concerns.

Among other things, the Development Agreement:

* Reduces the number of homes from 200 to 195.

* Prohibits short-term rentals of less than 30 days.

* Requires fencing along the southern property boundary to benefit neighboring residents.

* Requires screening improvements near the main entrance to reduce impacts on nearby homes.

* Provides a public trail system around the property and public access to the river through the
donated open space.

These restrictions and improvements were not required by the Annexation Agreement.
They were agreed to in response to resident concerns and are not additional rights granted to the
developer. They are limitations accepted to make the development better for the community.

Prior approvals allowed the property to be developed as a rental community. In response
to community feedback, the property owner agreed instead to a for-sale, owner-occupied



community, with long-term rentals allowed only in limited circumstances and short-term rentals
prohibited entirely.

The referendum also raises serious legal concerns. There are questions as to whether the
action was an administrative or legislative land-use action. Utah law does not allow referendums
of administrative land-use actions. The Utah Supreme Court has held that a development
agreement implementing existing land-use rights is administrative and not subject to referendum.
Because this Development Agreement implements earlier City approvals rather than creating the
right to develop the property, there are substantial legal questions about whether the referendum
can proceed. As a result, the referendum may lead to costly litigation and unnecessary taxpayer
expense without eliminating existing development rights.

The question before voters is not whether this property will be developed. The real question
is whether residents want to keep the additional protections in the Development Agreement.

For these reasons, residents should oppose the proposed referendum and preserve the
Development Agreement approved by the City Council.



MARRIOTT-SLATERVILLE CITY
1570 WEST 400 NORTH
MARRIOTT-SLATERVILLE, UTAH 84404

MARRIOTT-SLATERVILLE

" phone (8 1) 27-191 FaCSlmlle (8 1) 62 188
-

June 3, 2026

REFERENDUM FISCAL & LEGAL IMPACT STATEMENT
In accordance with Utah Code Section §20A-7-602.5, this document provides the fiscal and legal
impact statement for the referendum repeal of Ordinance 2026-05, an Ordinance of Marriott-
Slaterville City, Utah, adopting a Development Agreement at 2700/2800 West for the Residential
Segment of the River View Development.

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR ORDINANCE 2026-05
Repeal of Ordinance 2026-05 adopting a Development Agreement at 2700/2800 West for the
Residential Segment of the River View Development would result in the loss of revenue from
building permits and impact fees on 195 residential units. This loss would be the approximate
average of $12,000 per residential unit, totaling $2.34 million in one-time revenue. An additional
annual loss of $117,000 per annum is also expected from utility fees the City collects, and a loss
of roughly $11,700 per annum in municipal energy tax is expected.

Expenses incurred by the City for the referendum election of the registered voters in November
2026, will include election costs estimated at $5,000 for notices, ballots, postage, supplies, and
an additional $5,000 for staff time. The election and staff costs total: $10,000.

The repeal of the agreement would have no impact on debt instruments for the City as the City
has no debt.

LEGAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR ORDINANCE 2026-05
If approved by voters, the referendum would overturn Ordinance 2026-05, repealing a
Development Agreement at 2700/2800 West for the Residential Segment of the River View
Development that includes 195 residential dwelling units and its associated land use regulations.
Another development could still proceed through other legal authority under the Annexation
Agreement that guarantees 200 residential dwelling units.

The repeal could impair private property owners’ contractual land interests and agreements to
sell property associated with the proposed development. The repeal may also negatively impact a
commercial development directly adjacent to the south of the property that may rely on support
from the residential segment subject to the referendum. A secondary effect of this referendum
may present challenges for the City’s effort to follow state leadership pressure to provide
affordable housing as this residential development was in line with that goal. In addition, if
approval is overturned, there may be transactional issues arising from the donation by the
developer of 30 acres of open space in the flood plain adjacent to the residential segment and
loss of the proposed public trail along the Weber River.


https://le.utah.gov/xcode/Title20A/Chapter7/20A-7-S602.5.html
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