D A T E            T U E S D A Y                                           J U N E                                         5, 2018    
 
  	THE SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL, STATE OF UTAH, MET ON TUESDAY, JUNE 5, 2018, PURSUANT TO ADJOURNMENT ON TUESDAY, MAY 22, 2018, AT THE HOUR OF 4:00 PM AT THE SALT LAKE COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, 2001 SO. STATE STREET, ROOM N1-110, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH.

COUNCIL MEMBERS	JENNIFER WILSON
		RICHARD SNELGROVE
		JIM BRADLEY
		ARLYN BRADSHAW
		MICHAEL JENSEN
		ANN GRANATO
		STEVE DEBRY
		MAX BURDICK, Vice Chair
					
COUNCIL MEMBERS
EXCUSED:				AIMEE WINDER NEWTON

OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE:		BEN MCADAMS, MAYOR
					SIM GILL, DISTRICT ATTORNEY
					  By: GAVIN ANDERSON, DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
					JASON ROSE, LEGAL COUNSEL, COUNCIL OFFICE
					SHERRIE SWENSEN, COUNTY CLERK		
					  By:	KIM STANGER AND NICHOLE WATT, DEPUTY CLERKS

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

[bookmark: _GoBack]		Council Member Burdick, Vice Chair, presided.   

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Mr. Trevor Hebditch, Associate Director of Enterprise Architecture, Information Services Division, led the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to approve the minutes of the Salt Lake County Council meetings held on Tuesday, May 15, 2018, and Tuesday, May 22, 2018.  The motion passed unanimously, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Mr. Greg Schulz, Staff, Magna Metro Township and White City Metro Township, spoke under “Citizen Public Input” regarding the proposed Olympia Land development stating the Magna Metro Township has no opinion on this project and the White City Metro Township has sent its opinion to the Council.   He is in support of the project, believing large zone developments give the community a high level of predictability moving forward through the process and allows for a better long-term product.  

	Mr. Michael Maloy, Planning Director, Herriman City, spoke under “Citizen Public Input” with regard to the proposed Olympia Land development reading the following statement:

On May 22, 2018, the Salt Lake County Council voted to approve a general plan amendment, a zoning map amendment, and a master development agreement (MDA) with Olympia Land LLC.  It is situated immediately north of Herriman City, and west of South Jordan.  If the development is constructed as proposed, it will significantly affect Herriman City, South Jordan, Riverton and surrounding communities.
	
According to the MDA, the proposed mixed-use master planned development could contain 8,765 dwelling units on 937 acres.  It would have a population density that is more than three (3) times the density of Daybreak in South Jordan, Utah, or the metro township of Kearns, Utah–which is the densest community in the State (see data on handout).

Herriman City recognizes the need to accommodate growth.  The continued economic success of the Wasatch Front–and beyond–requires significant increases in housing and services.  And Herriman is shouldering its part of the burden with nearly 30% of all housing stock in multi-family development.  Furthermore, Herriman continues to be one of the fastest growing cities in Utah, with an estimated 11.6% change in population from 2016 to 2017–and 2018 appears to be on par with this significant rate of growth (see May 2018 Fact Sheet published by University of Utah’s Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute).

Herriman City staff had multiple conversations with–and expressed significant concerns to–the developer, his consultants, and at least three members of Salt Lake County staff regarding infrastructure demands and potential traffic impacts.  Herriman City Council members, and the City Manager, also expressed concerns to some members of the Salt Lake County Council.

Herriman City did not–and does not–wish to distract from or impede the work of the County Commission and Council in coordinating the future development of Salt Lake County.  Moving forward, we urge the Salt Lake County Commission, Council, and staff to carefully consider potential impacts caused by the proposed development.  Herriman is primarily concerned with impacts on traffic and infrastructure demands to include parks, fire, police, trails, storm drain, road maintenance, and others, and would like the opportunity to work with the County through this project.  We look forward to collaborating with all parties involved, including the developer, Mr. Doug Young, who is an active partner in building our Herriman community.  Herriman City respectfully requests the County Council delay action and reconsider the broader impacts of the proposed development on neighboring communities.  Thank you.


	Ms. Sherrie Ohrn, City Council, Herriman City, spoke under with “Citizen Public Input” with regard to the proposed Olympia Land development stating this property borders Herriman City and will significantly impact it.  She read the following statement and asked the Council to postpone action on this until questions could be answered and collaboration with the south end cities reached:   

We publicly oppose this plan as it currently stands and encourage a density that meets the needs of expected growth without sacrificing the quality of life of existing residents. A development of this size, currently unavailable infrastructure, insufficient funding for improvements and intense impact on the west side should not be rushed, lest it be done wrong, leaving a 50+ year mistake negatively affecting Salt Lake County and specifically the west side residents who will be most impacted and who’ve received no outreach and education from the County on this development. A methodical, collaborative and transparent approach is necessary and asked for on behalf of our residents.  

	Mr. Bart Barker, General Manager, Greater Salt Lake Municipal Services District (GSLMSD), spoke under “Citizen Public Input” with regard to the proposed Olympia Land development stating the GSLMSD had not taken an official position on this, but four of its mayors have spoken in support of it for the benefit of the district.  Since this property is located within the GSLMSD and it would be responsible for municipal services if the project went forward, the Board of Trustees will be considering the development agreement Wednesday.  Over the next few decades, the population on the west bench will increase by around 400,000 residents, and in order to provide services, the area needs to be developed in a way that produces enough revenue to the community to support the cost of services.  

	Mr. David Watts, Mayor, Herriman City, spoke under “Citizen Public Input” with regard to the proposed Olympia Land development stating it has always been Herriman City’s intent to work with the developer on a project that works for the entire community.  He asked the Council to consider the Herriman community and strive toward finding a solution that works for all members of the County.

	Mr. Trent Staggs, Mayor, Riverton City, spoke under “Citizen Public Input” in opposition to the Olympia Land development stating he was not made aware of this until last week.  This will have a large impact on neighboring communities, including Riverton City.  It will impact streets, traffic, and the ability to provide essential services.  He thought the Southwest Community General Plan contemplated not exceeding more than 5 units per acre, but this doubles that.  He asked the Council to look at overall density and consider cutting this project in half.   

	The following citizens also spoke under “Citizen Public Input” in opposition to the Olympia Land development due to the issues that will be caused by the high density and such rapid growth.  Reasons for opposition included traffic concerns, potential suicide and domestic violence going from rural to a mega city, potential increased crime, lack of infrastructure to handle the increased density, decrease in farming resulting in people losing their means of living, and the impact to the peaceful lifestyle residents moved to Herriman for: 

Daniel Kooyman, 
Sonia Salari 
Lisa Brown
Corey Uno (inaudible last name)
Tracie Leafty  

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Council Member DeBry spoke under “Report of Elected Officials” recognizing and thanking Council Member Bradshaw for attending the Sheriff’s Annual Awards Banquet, held at the Viridian Library.  

Council Member Bradshaw stated it was a very well-put-together event.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

Council Member Snelgrove spoke under “Report of Elected Officials” commending the Mayor for including a $350,000 Transient Room Tax appropriation for the Hospitality Certificate Program with the Salt Lake Community College in the mid-year budget.   The hospitality industry is vitally important to Salt Lake County, but it is experiencing a shortage of workers.  The Hospitality Certificate Program will give low income, low skilled individuals an opportunity to become productive members of society and learn new job skills.  

Council Member Burdick spoke under “Report of Elected Officials” stating this is a great program and will give a lot of individuals an opportunity to learn.

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Ms. Angela Lane, Deputy District Attorney, submitted the following ordinance amending the flood control violation enforcement and appeals process:  

ORDINANCE NO. 1831	DATE: JUNE 6, 2018

AN ORDINANCE OF THE LEGISLATIVE BODY OF SALT LAKE COUNTY, UTAH, AMENDING TITLE 17 CHAPTER 22 OF THE SALT LAKE COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES, 2001, AMENDING THE FLOOD CONTROL VIOLATION ENFORCEMENT AND APPEALS PROCESS.

The Legislative Body of Salt Lake County ordains as follows:

	SECTION I.  The amendments made herein are designated by underlining the new substituted words.  Words being deleted are designated by brackets and interlineations. 

	SECTION II.  Chapter 17.32.035 of Title 17 of the Salt Lake County Code of Ordinances, 2001, is amended to read as follows:

17.32.035 - Enforcement procedure. 

The following procedures govern the enforcement of the provisions of this title. 

A.	Stop Work Order. Whenever the division finds that there is or has been a violation of this title, the division may serve upon a responsible person a written stop work order, directing no further work shall be performed or approved until otherwise authorized by the division. A stop work order may be personally served, may be mailed to responsible person by certified mail, or may be posted in a prominent location upon the property where the violation exists. 

1.  A stop work order must include: 

i.  The activity or action that must be stopped immediately; 

ii.  Name of responsible person; 

iii.  The location of violation; 

iv.  Date violation was observed; 

v.  Explanation of the violation specifying ordinance sections in violation; 

vi.  Obligation of the responsible person to bring violation into compliance, including the date by which to bring violation into compliance; and 

vii.  Notice of the appeals process found in Section 17.32.060 of this chapter. 

	2.  If responsible person has not remediated the violation within the timeframe allotted in stop work order, the division may proceed with a notice of violation or abatement procedures. 

B.	Notice of Violation. The division may serve upon a responsible person a written notice of the violation whenever the division finds that there has been a violation of this title. A notice of violation may be personally served, may be mailed to responsible person by certified mail, or may be posted in a prominent location upon the property where the violation exists. 

1.  A notice of violation under this title must include: 

i.  Name of responsible person; 

ii.  The location of violation; 

iii.  Date violation was observed; 

iv.  Explanation of the violation specifying ordinance sections in violation; 

v.  Obligations of the responsible person to bring violation into compliance, including the date, of not less than thirty days, by which to bring violation into compliance; 

vi.  Date and rate which civil penalties will begin to accrue; 

vii.  A reminder of the county's ability to abate the violation pursuant to Section 17.32.040 of this title; and 

viii.  Notice of the appeals process found in Section 17.32.060 of this chapter. 

2.	[This first notice of violation may be issued after discovery of a violation of this title, and may serve to start a warning period commencing upon receipt of the notice.]

[3.	If the responsible person has not remediated the violation with the timeframe allotted in the first notice, the division may serve a second notice of violation upon the responsible person. The second notice of violation ends any warning period provided by the first notice of violation.] The penalties described in Section 17.32.020 will be imposed and begin to accrue upon service of the [second] notice of violation. 

3[4].	The division may issue further notices of the violation as needed. All subsequent notices [of violation] will include the total accrual of all civil penalties as of the date of the notice. After penalties begin accruing, remediation of the violation will not relieve the responsible person from payment of any accrued penalty, nor will payment of a civil penalty relieve the responsible person from the obligation to correct the violation. The division director, in his or her discretion, may waive all or a portion of the civil penalty for good cause.

[5.	The division may bring an action for abatement of the nuisance caused by violation of this title as set forth in Section 17.32.040 if:

	1.	After thirty days from the date of the second notice of violation or the stop work order, the responsible person has not remediated the violation;

	2.	After issuance of the stop work order, the responsible person continues to violate the provisions of this title; or

	3.	At any time upon the determination that the encroachment violation is immediately hazardous to public health, safety, or welfare.

D.	The division’s right to abate a violation does not extinguish through passage of time and may be exercised at any time after the initial requirements set forth in Subsection 17.32.035(C)(1) through (3) have been met.]

	SECTION III.  Chapter 17.32.040 of Title 17 of the Salt Lake County Code of Ordinances, 2001, is amended to read as follows:

17.32.040 - Removal of obstruction—Abatement. 

In addition to any penalties which may be imposed pursuant to this chapter, the division may bring an action to abate any violation of this chapter or of any permit issued by the division and to remove any obstruction or other [encroachment] violation described in Section 17.08.020 or otherwise is in violation of this title. 

A.	Abatement Procedure. To abate a violation under this title, the division must [first] follow the [enforcement procedure as set forth in Section 17.32.035 of this title] following procedure, unless the violation falls under Subsection 17.32.040(B)-(C)[17.32.035(C)(3)]. 

1.  To conduct an abatement, the division must have either the written permission of the property owner to conduct the abatement, or a court order or other legal document authorizing access and the violation's abatement. The division may direct the Salt Lake County District Attorney's office to bring an action for abatement of the violation. 

2.  After receiving permission or a court order as provided above, and before abating a violation under Subsection 17.32.035(C)(1) and (2), the division may give written final notice to responsible persons of the impending abatement. This notice will include the date and time of the abatement, as well as notice that the division can recover abatement costs from the responsible person. Notices may be personally served or may be mailed to violators by certified mail provided that a copy is also posted on offending installations. 

3.  If such installations are not removed after notice is given, or at any time after permission or a court order is granted, the division, acting with permission or by order of the court, may effect removal at the expense of the person in violation and may recover its costs and expenses in conducting the abatement according to Subsection 17.32.040(D) of this chapter. 

B.	Emergency Entry. The division has the authority, based on cause and exigent circumstance, to enter any property, without a search warrant or court order to conduct emergency flood control work or emergency abatement to mitigate a threat to public health, safety, and welfare, but only in a situation of extreme, imperative, or overwhelming necessity when immediate action is necessary to save human life or avert destruction or damage of property. 

1.  Before conducting an emergency entry or emergency abatement under Subsection 17.32.035(C)(3), the division must give whatever notice is practicable and reasonable under the circumstances and based upon the severity of the threat to public health, safety, and welfare. The division may not authorize such emergency entry or emergency abatement if the threat is not so imminent as to allow time to obtain permission, a court order, injunction, preliminary injunction, temporary restraining order or other court order before action is taken. 

2.  After an emergency entry, the division shall notify the owner or responsible person of the action taken, which notice shall be served immediately after completion of the entry and work. A person wishing to appeal this entry, work, or abatement may do so as authorized in Subsection 17.32.060(B)(1). 

3.  The responsible person shall be liable for all costs associated with an emergency abatement. The county may recover costs pursuant to Subsection 17.32.040(D) of this chapter. 

C.	Reimbursement. After the violation is abated pursuant to Subsections 17.32.040(C), 
17.32.040(D) or 17.32.040(F) of this title, the division may recover its abatement costs and expenses. 

1.  Division will create an inventory of all costs and expenses expended by the division in abating the violation and will serve notice of the inventory of costs upon the responsible person within thirty business days of the abatement. 

2.  If the responsible person fails to pay such costs within thirty days after receipt, the division may bring an action for the recovery of the divisions' costs and expenses incurred in removing the offending installation pursuant to the above subsections. 

D.	Nothing set forth in this title shall prevent the division from abating any violation, removing any obstruction, or exercising any powers granted by Utah Code Section 17-8-5, on county property or within a county easement without following the enforcement procedures in this chapter, so long as the division does not trespass upon another's property. 

E.	The division’s right to abate a violation does not extinguish through passage of time and may be exercised at any time. 

	SECTION IV.  Chapter 17.32.060 of Title 17 of the Salt Lake County Code of Ordinances, 2001, is amended to read as follows:

17.32.060 - Appeals. 

A.	Any person aggrieved by the issuance of any enforcement or abatement proceeding authorized by this chapter may appeal to the county.
 
B.	First Appeal. The notice of appeal shall be in writing and filed with the flood control engineering division director. Upon receipt of an appeal, the flood control engineering division director or his designee will conduct an informal meeting with the appellant. The flood control engineering division director or designee will provide reasonable notice to appellant of this meeting. The flood control engineering division director or designee will make a final determination within two business days of the meeting, and will send by certified mail a copy of the determination to appellant. 

1.  Time. Appeals must be appealed no later than ten calendar days after notice was received. 

2.  Staying an Abatement. Any abatement or emergency abatement may be appealed, however, any notice to appeal an abatement or emergency abatement will not stay abatement or emergency abatement proceedings, or prevent the division from carrying out an abatement. 

C.	Second Appeal. The appellant may appeal the flood control engineering director or designee's determination to the public works director or designee. The appeal shall be in writing and filed with the public works director no later than ten business days after the flood control engineering director's determination. 

1.  Upon receipt of an appeal, the public works director or his designee will conduct an appeal. The public works director or designee will provide reasonable notice to appellant of this meeting. The public works director or designee will make a determination within two business days of the meeting, and will send by certified mail a copy of the determination to appellant. 

D.	Third Appeal. The appellant may appeal the public works director or designee's determination by requesting an administrative hearing as provided in Chapter 1.16 of this code. The appellant may appeal the final administrative order as provided by state law. The division may charge a reasonable administrative hearing fee for this appeal.

	SECTION V.  This ordinance shall become effective fifteen (15) days after its passage and upon at least one publication of the ordinance or a summary thereof in a newspaper published and having general circulation in Salt Lake County.
	
APPROVED AND ADOPTED in Salt Lake City, Salt Lake County, Utah this 5th day of June, 2018.

		SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
		By /s/ MAX BURDICK      
		      Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to approve the ordinance.  The motion passed unanimously, authorizing the Vice Chair to sign the same, directing the County Clerk to attest his signature, and to publish the ordinance summary in a newspaper of general circulation, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	The Council reviewed the Salt Lake County Democratic Party Central Committee’s nomination of Ann Granato as the Salt Lake County Council Member for District #4 to fill the vacancy of Council Member Sam Granato.

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the Council’s decision made during the Committee of the Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Ms. Holly Yocom, Director, Community Services Department, submitted a letter requesting approval of the FY2019 annual budget and business plan for Discovery Gateway.  

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of the Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Mr. Gavin Anderson, Deputy District Attorney, introduced an ordinance to be consistent with state statue regarding the term of office for appointed constables and the composition of the nominating commission.  (Final adoption of the ordinance will be considered at the Tuesday, June 12, 2018, Council Meeting.)

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of the Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, forwarding the ordinance to the June 12, 2018, 4:00 p.m. Council meeting for formal consideration.  The motion passed unanimously, showing that all Council Members present vote “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	The Council reviewed the following requests for contributions from the Council’s Contribution Fund:

Ronald McDonald House	$1,000
The Bradley Center for Grieving Children & Families	$1,000

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of the Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

The Council reviewed its decision made during the Committee of the Whole meeting to grant a request made during the closed session regarding a litigation matter.      

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of the Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Mr. Craig Wangsgard, Deputy District Attorney, submitted a letter recommending approval of the following RESOLUTION delegating authority to Utah County to hold a Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act (TEFRA) hearing, on behalf of Salt Lake County, for the issuance of an amount not to exceed $98,500,000 in Hospital Revenue Bonds.  The public hearing will be held on June 12, 2018.  
RESOLUTION NO. 5369	DATE: JUNE 5, 2018

A RESOLUTION DELEGATING TO UTAH COUNTY, UTAH (THE ISSUER”) THE AUTHORIZATION TO HOLD A PUBLIC HEARING ON BEHALF OF SALT LAKE COUNTY, UTAH WITH RESPECT TO THE ISSUANCE BY THE ISSUER OF ITS HOSPITAL REVENUE BONDS IN ONE OR MORE SERIES, IN AN AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $98,500,000 WITH RESPECT TO FACILITIES IN SALT LAKE COUNTY, UTAH.

	WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the Utah Industrial Facilities and Development Act (Chapter 17 of Title 11, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended) (the “Facilities Act”), Utah County, Utah (the “Issuer”) is authorized to issue revenue bonds for the purposes specified in the Facilities Act and to loan the proceeds thereof to IHC Health Services, Inc., a Utah nonprofit corporation engaged in health care services (“Intermountain”), to finance, refinance or provide reimbursement for the acquisition, construction and equipping of health care facilities of Intermountain; and 

	WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the Interlocal Cooperation Act (Chapter 13 of Title 11, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended), the Issuer, Cache County, Utah, Davis County, Utah, Murray City, Utah, Riverton City, Utah, Salt Lake County, Utah, Sandy City, Utah, Sevier County, Utah, Summit County, Utah, Washington County, Utah, Wasatch County, Utah and Weber County, Utah have entered into the Interlocal Cooperation Agreement dated as of October 1, 2012, as heretofore supplemented and amended which provides for the issuance by Issuer of revenue bonds on behalf of itself, Cache County, Utah, Davis County, Utah, Murray City, Utah, Riverton City, Utah, Salt Lake County, Utah, Sandy City, Utah, Sevier County, Utah, Summit County, Utah, Washington County, Utah, Wasatch County, Utah, and Weber County, Utah, to finance, refinance or provide reimbursement for the acquisition, construction and equipping of health care facilities of Intermountain; and 

	WHEREAS, the Issuer proposes to issue its hospital revenue bonds (the “Bonds”) in one or more series over the longest period permitted by law and in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $98,500,000 with respect to facilities located in Salt Lake County, Utah and loan the proceeds of the Bonds to Intermountain in order to (i) finance, refinance, or reimburse Intermountain for its prior payment of, the costs of acquiring, constructing and equipping certain of the health care facilities described below which are or will be owned by Intermountain, (ii) fund a debt service reserve fund, if deemed advisable by the Issuer and Intermountain, and (iii) pay certain expenses incurred in connection with the issuance of the Bonds, including any premium and fees associated with the credit or liquidity enhancement of the Bonds, if credit or liquidity enhancement is deemed advisable by the Issuer and Intermountain; and 
		
	WHEREAS, the costs of acquiring, constructing, improving or renovating the facilities listed below and the costs of acquiring equipment (including, but not limited to, medical equipment, computer equipment, office equipment and general building furniture, fixtures and equipment) to be used at the facilities listed below are expected to be financed with a combination of proceeds of the Bonds and funds of Intermountain, and a general functional description and the location of each such facility and the maximum aggregate principal amount of Bonds to be issued with respect to each such facility are listed below:

Salt Lake County: (i) renovation and expansion of facilities at Primary Children’s Hospital, including, but not limited to, renovation of approximately 120,000 square feet, and expansion of approximately 11,000 square feet of hospital space, located at 100 Mario Capecchi Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah -- $60,000,000; (ii) renovation and expansion of facilities, including, but not limited to, renovation of approximately 15,000 square feet, and expansion of approximately 20,000 square feet of hospital and medical clinic space, all on The Orthopedic Specialty Hospital (TOSH) campus, located directly west of Fashion Blvd (300 E), bordered generally by McMillan Ln on the north and Medical Tower Drive on the south, with a primary mailing address of 5848 S Fashion Blvd, Murray, Utah -- $20,000,000; (iii) a new approximately 21,000-square-foot medical clinic, located on a parcel of land consisting of approximately 4 acres on the Northeast corner of 7800 S and 5600 W, West Jordan, Utah -- $10,000,000; (iv) expansion of facilities at West Jordan Clinic, consisting of approximately 9,000 square feet of new medical clinic space located at 2655 W 9000 S, West Jordan, Utah – $5,000,000; and (v) expansion of facilities at Rose Canyon Clinic, consisting of approximately 7,000 square feet of new medical clinic space located at 5541 W 13400 S, Riverton, Utah -- $3,500,000; and

WHEREAS, Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”), requires approval by the County Council of Salt Lake County, Utah of the proposed issuance of the Bonds after a public hearing following reasonable public notice; and 

	WHEREAS, Section 147(f) of the Code and the regulations promulgated thereunder allow for public hearings to be combined as long as the combined hearing affords the residents of all of the participating governmental units a reasonable opportunity to be heard, which combined hearing is presumed to be convenient for residents of each participating governmental unit if it is no more than 100 miles from the seat of government of each participating governmental unit; and

	WHEREAS, the Issuer has scheduled a public hearing with respect to the issuance of the Bonds on June 12, 2018 (the “Public Hearing”); and

WHEREAS, Salt Lake County has requested that the Issuer hold the Public Hearing on behalf of Salt Lake County with respect to the facilities located within Salt Lake County, Utah; and 

WHEREAS, the seat of government of the Issuer and of Salt Lake County is within 50 miles of each other; and

WHEREAS, the Issuer had indicated that it is willing to hold the Public Hearing on behalf of Salt Lake County with respect to the facilities locates within Salt Lake County; and

WHEREAS, notice of the Public Hearing was published on May 29, 2018 in the The Salt Lake Tribune and the Deseret News, each a newspaper of general circulation within the geographic jurisdiction of Salt Lake County;

	NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF SALT LAKE COUNTY, UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

[bookmark: _Toc460308336][bookmark: _Toc491576455][bookmark: _Toc500151544][bookmark: _Toc46193607][bookmark: _Toc6281154][bookmark: _Toc279133053]	Section 1.		This Council, hereby delegates to Utah County, Utah the authorization to conduct a public hearing on behalf of Salt Lake County, Utah with respect to the issuance of the Bonds relating to facilities located in Salt Lake County, Utah.

	Section 2.	This Council, hereby ratifies the publication on May 29, 2018 of the notice of Public Hearing in the The Salt Lake Tribune and the Deseret News, each a newspaper of general circulation within the geographic jurisdiction of Salt Lake County.

	Section 3. 	This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its approval and passage.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the County Council of Salt Lake County, Utah, this 5th day of June, 2018.

	SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
	By /s/ MAX BURDICK    
	 	     Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member DeBry, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, authorizing the Vice Chair to execute the resolution and directing the County Clerk to attest his signature, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Mayor Ben McAdams submitted a letter requesting approval of the recommendation of the Contribution Review Committee for the following community contribution to be appropriated from the Mayor’s 2018 budget:

KUED	$1,500
	
	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of the Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, authorizing the County Chief Financial Officer to effect the same, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Ms. Antigone Carlson, Contracts Administrator, Contracts and Procurement Division, submitted a letter recommending approval of the following RESOLUTION authorizing execution of an AMENDED and RESTATED INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT between Salt Lake County and Cottonwood Heights City – Transfer of County Transportation Funds.  Salt Lake County will transfer an amount up to $2,000,000 of County Transportation Funds to Cottonwood Heights City to reimburse the City for certain costs incurred to complete multiple transportation projects.  The agreement will end upon the earlier of (1) the date the funds have been disbursed in the Maximum Reimbursable Amount, (2) the date this agreement is terminated, or (3) June 30, 2020.

RESOLUTION NO. 5370	DATE: JUNE 5, 2018

A RESOLUTION OF THE SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL APPROVING EXECUTION OF THE AMENDED AND RESTATED INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF COTTONWOOD HEIGHTS PROVIDING FOR THE TRANSFER OF COUNTY TRANSPORTATION FUNDS FOR CERTAIN TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS WITHIN SALT LAKE COUNTY.  

W I T N E S S E T H

	WHEREAS, Salt Lake County (the “County”) and The City of Cottonwood Heights (the “City”) are “public agencies” as defined by the Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act, Utah Code Ann. §§ 11-13-101 et seq., and, as such, are authorized by the Cooperation Act to each enter into an interlocal cooperation agreement to act jointly and cooperatively on the basis of mutual advantage; 

	WHEREAS, during the 2017 General Session, the State Legislature enacted Utah Code Ann § 63B-27-102, as part of Senate Bill 277, and pursuant to such code section the State of Utah issued General Obligation Bonds and provided $47,000,000 of bond proceeds to the County for applicable transportation projects prioritized by the County in accordance with Subsection 63B-27-102(2) (hereinafter “County Transportation Funds”); and

	WHEREAS, the County desires to use the County Transportation Funds to further regional transportation by financing all or a portion of the costs of transportation projects throughout the County in accordance with Utah Code Ann. § 63B-27-102 and all other applicable federal, state and local laws, rules and regulations; and

	WHEREAS, the County now desires to amend an interlocal cooperation agreement with the City, which is attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A (the “Interlocal Agreement”), to provide for reimbursement of expenses commencing and including June 20, 2017;

R E S O L U T I O N

	NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the County Council of Salt Lake County:

	1.	The Amended and Restated Cooperation Agreement between Salt Lake County and the City is approved, in substantially the form attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A, and that the Salt Lake County Mayor is authorized to execute the same.

APPROVED and ADOPTED in Salt Lake City, Salt Lake County, Utah, this 5th day of June, 2018.

	SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
	By /s/ MAX BURDICK    
	 	     Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, authorizing the Vice Chair to execute the resolution and directing the County Clerk to attest his signature, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

Mr. Craig Wangsgard, Deputy District Attorney, submitted a letter recommending approval of the following RESOLUTION authorizing the issuance and sale of not to exceed $55,000,000 in Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 2018:  
RESOLUTION NO. 5371	DATE: JUNE 5, 2018

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF SALT LAKE COUNTY, UTAH, ADOPTING A PLAN OF FINANCING AND AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE AND THE SALE OF $55,000,000 TAX AND REVENUE ANTICIPATION NOTES, SERIES 2018, OF SALT LAKE COUNTY, UTAH; AND RELATED MATTERS.
	
	WHEREAS, a report has been made by the Mayor’s office that it is necessary to raise the sum of $55,000,000 for the purpose of meeting the current and necessary expenses of the County and for any other purpose for which funds of the County may be legally expended, during the fiscal year 2018, until the taxes and other revenues for the fiscal year 2018 are collected, and that such sum can be raised without incurring any indebtedness or liability in excess of seventy-five percent (75%) of the tax revenues and other revenues of the County for the fiscal year 2018 or ninety percent (90%) of the taxes and other revenues of the County estimated to be received by the County in the fiscal year 2018, or exceeding any limit of indebtedness imposed by the Constitution or statutes of the State of Utah;

	WHEREAS, a notice inviting bids either (a) electronically via the PARITY® electronic bid submission system (“PARITY®”) or (b) facsimile transmission for the purchase of the County’s $55,000,000 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 2018 (the “Notes”) will be advertised by publication of a Notice of Sale (the “Notice of Sale”) electronically on PARITY® on July 10, 2018 (or such other date deemed desirable by the Designated Officer (defined below)) and brought to the attention of potential purchasers of the Notes (the “Potential Purchasers”);

	WHEREAS, in the opinion of the Council, it is in the best interests of the County that (a) the Council adopt the plan of financing for the issuance of the Notes contained in this Note Resolution (the “Plan”); (b) pursuant to the Plan, the Designated Officer be authorized to approve the interest rate and other terms and provisions relating to the Notes and to execute the Certificate of Determination containing such terms and provisions, (c) the Designated Officer be authorized to accept the bid of the Potential Purchasers that results in the lowest net effective interest cost to the County and which bid conforms to the requirements of the Notice of Sale, (d) the form of the Preliminary Official Statement attached hereto as Annex I, and its distribution, be authorized, and (e) the execution and delivery of the Final Official Statement in substantially the form of the Preliminary Official Statement attached hereto as Annex I (the “Final Official Statement”) be authorized;

	NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF SALT LAKE COUNTY, UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

[bookmark: _Toc517759966][bookmark: _Toc9161810][bookmark: _Toc515896000]	ARTICLE I

DEFINITIONS

[bookmark: _Toc517759967][bookmark: _Toc9161811][bookmark: _Toc515896001]	Section 101.	Definitions	.  As used in this Note Resolution (including the preambles hereto), unless the context shall otherwise require, the following terms shall have the following meanings:

	“Accounts” means the Payment Account, the Proceeds Account and the Rebate Account.

	“Act” means collectively the Local Government Bonding Act, Chapter 14 of Title 11 of the Utah Code and the Registered Public Obligations Act, Chapter 7 of Title 15 of the Utah Code.

	“Cede” means Cede & Co., the nominee of DTC, and any successor nominee of DTC with respect to the Notes pursuant to Section 210 hereof.

	“Certificate of Determination” means the Certificate of Determination, a form of which is attached hereto as Annex II, of the Designated Officer delivered pursuant to Section 201 of this Note Resolution, setting forth certain terms and provisions of the Notes.

	“Chair” means the Chair of the Council or, in the case of his absence or disability, the duly elected Vice-Chair of the Council.

	“Chief Financial Officer” means the Deputy Mayor for Finance and Administration of the County.

	“Closing Date” means the date of the delivery of the Notes pursuant to Section 203(c) hereof. 

	“Code” means the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.

	“Council” means the County Council of the County.

	“County” means Salt Lake County, Utah.

	“County Auditor” means the County Auditor, or in the case of his absence, his designee.

	“County Clerk” means the County Clerk or any Deputy County Clerk.

	“County Treasurer” means the County Treasurer or, in the case of his absence or disability, any Deputy County Treasurer.

	“Current Fiscal Year” means the fiscal year of the County commencing on January 1, 2018, and ending on December 31, 2018.

	“Designated Officer” means the Mayor.

	“DTC” means The Depository Trust Company, New York, New York, and its successors and assigns.

	“Exchange Note” means any Exchange Note as defined in Section 204 hereof.

	“Letter of Representations” means the Blanket Issuer Letter of Representations from the County to DTC, dated August 10, 1995.

	“Mayor” means (a) the Mayor of the County, (b) as provided by Executive Order No. 2018-1, Darrin Casper as the Deputy Mayor for Finance and Administration, Rick Graham as the Deputy Mayor for Operations, Karen Hale as the Deputy Mayor for Community and External Affairs, Erin Litvack as Deputy Mayor for County Services, Kimberly Barnett as Associate Deputy Mayor of Salt Lake County and Dina Blaes as Associate Deputy Mayor of Salt Lake County or (c) any other officers or employees of the County who are duly authorized to execute bonds and other evidence of indebtedness, contracts, and other documents of the County.

	“Note Counsel” means Chapman and Cutler LLP, or another attorney or firm of attorneys of nationally-recognized standing in matters pertaining to the tax-exempt status of interest on obligations issued by states and their political subdivisions, duly admitted to the practice of law before the highest court of any state of the United States.

	“Note Registrar” means each Person appointed by the County as note registrar and agent for the transfer, exchange and authentication of the Notes.  Pursuant to Section 203 hereof the initial Note Registrar is the County Treasurer.

	“Note Resolution” means this resolution of the Council adopted on June 5, 2018, authorizing the issuance and sale of the Notes.

	“Noteholder” or “Holder” means the registered owner of any Note as shown in the registration books of the County kept by the Note Registrar for such purpose.

	“Notes” means the $55,000,000 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 2018, of the County authorized by this Note Resolution.

	“Participants” means those broker dealers, banks and other financial institutions from time to time for which DTC holds Notes as securities depository.

	“Paying Agent” means the County Treasurer, as paying agent with respect to the Notes.

	“Payment Account” means the “Series 2018 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes Payment Account” established in Section 301 hereof.

	“Person” means natural persons, firms, partnerships, associations, corporations, trusts, public bodies and other entities.

	“Proceeds Account” means the “Series 2018 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes Proceeds Account” established in Section 301 hereof.
	
	“Rebate Account” means the “Series 2018 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes Rebate Account” established in Section 301 hereof.

	“Regulations” means the United States Treasury Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) issued or proposed under Section 103, Section 148 or Section 149 of the Code, or other Sections of the Code relating to “arbitrage bonds” or rebate and includes amendments thereto or successor provisions.

	“Sale Proceeds” means the amount paid by the Potential Purchasers to the County as the purchase price for the Notes, excluding accrued interest.

	“Tax Exemption Certificate” means the County’s Tax Exemption Certificate and Agreement, dated the Closing Date, containing certifications and representations as to matters pertaining to the tax-exempt status of interest on the Notes.

	“Utah Code” means Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended.

	The terms “hereby,” “hereof,” “hereto,” “herein,” “hereunder,” and any similar terms used in this Note Resolution refer to this Note Resolution.

[bookmark: _Toc517759968][bookmark: _Toc9161812][bookmark: _Toc515896002]	Section 102.	Authority for Note Resolution; Plan of Financing	.  (a)  This Note Resolution is adopted pursuant to the provisions of the Act.

			(b)	The Note Resolution shall constitute a plan of financing for purposes of Section 11-14-302(4) of the Utah Code and such Plan is hereby adopted by the Council.

[bookmark: _Toc517759969][bookmark: _Toc9161813][bookmark: _Toc515896003]	ARTICLE II

AUTHORIZATION, SALE AND TERMS OF NOTES; TRANSFER 
AND EXCHANGE OF NOTES; AND BOOK-ENTRY SYSTEM

[bookmark: _Toc517759970][bookmark: _Toc9161814][bookmark: _Toc515896004]	Section 201.	Authorization of Notes	.  (a)  The Notes shall be issued by the County in the principal amount of $55,000,000 for the purpose of meeting the current and necessary expenses of the County and for any other purpose for which funds of the County may be legally expended during the Current Fiscal Year.  The Notes shall be known as “Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 2018.”  The Notes shall be dated as of the date of issuance and delivery thereof, shall bear interest (calculated on the basis of a 360-day year consisting of twelve 30-day months) at the per annum determined by the Designated Officer pursuant to the provisions of Section 201(b) of this Note Resolution from their date until paid, payable at maturity, and shall fall due as to principal on December 27, 2018.  The Notes shall be issued in fully-registered form only, without coupons, in the denomination of $100,000, or any whole multiple thereof.  The Notes shall be numbered with the letter prefix “R” and shall be numbered from one (1) consecutively upwards in order of issuance.  The Notes shall not be subject to redemption prior to maturity.

			(b)	There is hereby delegated to the Designated Officer, subject to the limitations contained herein, the power to determine and effectuate the following with respect to the Notes and the Designated Officer are hereby authorized to make such determinations and effectuations:

		(i)	the interest rate of the Notes, provided, however, that the interest rate to be borne by the Notes shall not exceed three percent (3.00%) per annum;

		(ii)	the acceptance of the sale of the Notes to the Potential Purchaser pursuant to the bid submitted by the applicable Potential Purchaser, which bid results in the lowest true interest cost to the County and conforms to the requirements of the Notice of Sale; provided, however, that the Notes shall not be sold at less than the par amount of the bonds;

		(iii)	the amount of Sale Proceeds to be deposited into the Proceeds Account;

		(iv)	the date on which the Notes are sold, if such Notes are not sold on July 10, 2018; and

		(v)	any other provisions deemed advisable by the Designated Officer not materially in conflict with the provisions of this Note Resolution.

	Immediately following the receipt of bids from the Potential Purchasers, the Designated Officer shall obtain such information as they deem necessary to make such determinations as provided above and consult with the Chief Financial Officer and Zions Public Finance, Inc., the County’s financial advisor, unless, in each case, such person is unavailable or incapacitated, in which case the Designated Officer are excused from consulting with such person.  Thereupon, the Designated Officer shall make such determinations as provided above and shall execute the Certificate of Determination containing such terms and provisions and accepting the sale of the Notes, which execution shall be conclusive evidence of the action or determination of the Designated Officer as to the matters stated therein.  The provisions of the Certificate of Determination shall be deemed to be incorporated in Section 201 hereof.

			(c)	The bid of the Potential Purchaser that results in the lowest true interest cost and that conforms to the requirements of the Notice of Sale, shall be accepted in accordance with Section 201(b) of this Note Resolution.

[bookmark: _Toc517759971][bookmark: _Toc9161815][bookmark: _Toc515896005]	Section 202.	Purpose	.  The proceeds derived from the sale of the Notes shall be deposited into the Proceeds Account and the Payment Account in accordance with Section 302 hereof.  The amount deposited into the Proceeds Account shall be allocated to the various funds of the County in accordance with the provisions of Section 303 hereof as needed to alleviate anticipated deficits in said funds arising from the timing of collection of taxes and other revenues of the Current Fiscal Year and shall be used during the Current Fiscal Year solely for the purpose of meeting the current and necessary expenses of the County and for any other purpose for which funds of the County may be legally expended, but the holders of the Notes shall not be responsible for the application of the proceeds thereof by the County or any of its officers.

[bookmark: _Toc517759973][bookmark: _Toc9161817][bookmark: _Toc515896006]	Section 203.	Paying Agent and Note Registrar; Payment of Notes.	  The County Treasurer, is hereby appointed the Paying Agent and Note Registrar for the Notes.  The County may remove any Paying Agent and any Note Registrar, and any successor thereto, and appoint a successor or successors thereto.  Each Paying Agent and each Note Registrar shall signify its acceptance of the duties and obligations imposed upon it by the Note Resolution by executing and delivering to the County a written acceptance thereof.

	The principal of and interest on the Notes shall be payable in any coin or currency of the United States of America which at the maturity date of the Notes is legal tender for the payment of public and private debts.  Principal of the Notes shall be payable when due to the owner of each Note upon presentation and surrender thereof at the office of the Paying Agent in Salt Lake City, Utah.  Payment of interest on each Note shall be made to the registered owner thereof and shall be made by check or draft mailed to the registered owner thereof, at the address of such owner as it appears on the registration books of the County kept by the Note Registrar.

[bookmark: _Toc517759974][bookmark: _Toc9161818][bookmark: _Toc515896007]	Section 204.	Execution of Notes	.  The Notes shall be signed by the Mayor and countersigned by the County Treasurer, (the signatures of the Mayor and the County Treasurer being manual or by facsimile), and shall have the official seal of the County (or a facsimile thereof) placed on the Notes and such seal attested by the County Clerk (the signature of the County Clerk being manual or by facsimile).  The Mayor is hereby empowered and directed to sign and the County Treasurer to countersign, each of the Notes and the County Clerk to cause the seal of the County to be placed on each of the Notes and to attest such seal and the acts of said Mayor, County Clerk, and County Treasurer in so doing are and shall be the acts and deeds of the County.  The use of any facsimile signatures of the Mayor, the County Clerk and the County Treasurer on the Notes is hereby authorized and approved as the authentic execution thereof.

	The Notes shall then be delivered to the Note Registrar for manual authentication.  Only such of the Notes as shall bear thereon a certificate of authentication, manually executed by the Note Registrar, shall be valid or obligatory for any purpose or entitled to the benefits of this Note Resolution, and such certificate of the Note Registrar shall be conclusive evidence that the Notes so authenticated have been duly authenticated and delivered under, and are entitled to the benefits of, this Note Resolution and that the Holder thereof is entitled to the benefits of this Note Resolution.  The certificate of authentication of the Note Registrar on any Note shall be deemed to have been executed by it if (a) such Note is signed by an authorized officer of the Note Registrar, but it shall not be necessary that the same officer sign the certificate of authentication on all of the Notes issued hereunder or that all of the Notes hereunder be authenticated by the same Note Registrar, and (b) the date of registration and authentication of the Note is inserted in the place provided therefor on the certificate of authentication.

	The Mayor, the County Clerk and the County Treasurer are authorized to execute, countersign, seal and attest from time to time, in the manner described above, Notes (the “Exchange Notes”) to be issued and delivered for the purpose of effecting transfers and exchanges of Notes pursuant to Sections 206 and 207 hereof.  At the time of the execution, sealing and attestation of the Exchange Notes by the County, the payee and the principal amount shall be in blank.  Upon any transfer or exchange of Notes pursuant to Sections 206 and 207 hereof, the Note Registrar shall cause to be inserted in appropriate Exchange Notes the appropriate payee and principal amount.  The Note Registrar is hereby authorized and directed to hold the Exchange Notes, and to complete, authenticate and deliver the Exchange Notes, for the purpose of effecting transfers and exchanges of Notes; provided that any Exchange Notes authenticated and delivered by the Note Registrar shall bear the name of such payee as the Noteholder requesting an exchange or transfer shall designate; and provided further that upon the delivery of any Exchange Notes by the Note Registrar a like principal amount of Notes submitted for transfer or exchange shall be cancelled.  The execution, sealing and attestation by the County and delivery to the Note Registrar of any Exchange Note shall constitute full and due authorization of such Note containing such payee and principal amount as the Note Registrar shall cause to be inserted, and the Note Registrar shall thereby be authorized to authenticate and deliver such Exchange Note in accordance with the provisions hereof.

	In case any officer whose signature shall appear on any Note (including any Exchange Notes) shall cease to be such officer before the issuance or delivery of such Note, such signature shall nevertheless be valid and sufficient for all purposes, the same as if such officer had remained in office until such issuance or delivery, respectively.

[bookmark: _Toc517759975][bookmark: _Toc9161819][bookmark: _Toc515896008]	Section 205.	Further Authority	.  The Mayor, Chair, the County Treasurer, the County Clerk and the County Auditor and other officers of the County are, and each of them is, hereby authorized to do or perform all such acts and to execute all such certificates, documents and other instruments as may be necessary or advisable to provide for the issuance, sale and delivery of the Notes, including, but not limited to any necessary paying agent agreement, and any actions taken thereby for purposes of deeming the Official Statement to be final for purposes of Rule 15c2‑12 of the Securities and Exchange Commission are hereby authorized, ratified and confirmed.

[bookmark: _Toc517759976][bookmark: _Toc9161820][bookmark: _Toc515896009]	Section 206.	Transfer of Notes	.  (a) Any Note may, in accordance with its terms, be transferred, upon the registration books kept by the Note Registrar pursuant to Section 208 hereof, by the person in whose name it is registered, in person or by such owner’s duly authorized attorney, upon surrender of such Note for cancellation, accompanied by delivery of a written instrument of transfer in a form approved by the Note Registrar, duly executed.  No transfer shall be effective until entered on the registration books kept by the Note Registrar.  The County, the Note Registrar and the Paying Agent may treat and consider the person in whose name each Note is registered in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar as the holder and absolute owner thereof for the purpose of receiving payment of, or on account of, the principal thereof and interest due thereon and for all other purposes whatsoever.

			(b)	Whenever any Note or Notes shall be surrendered for transfer, the Note Registrar shall authenticate and deliver a new fully-registered Note or Notes (which may be an Exchange Note or Notes pursuant to Section 204 hereof) of authorized denominations duly executed by the County, for a like aggregate principal amount.  The Note Registrar shall require the payment by the Noteholder requesting such transfer of any tax or other governmental charge required to be paid with respect to such transfer. 

[bookmark: _Toc517759977][bookmark: _Toc9161821][bookmark: _Toc515896010]	Section 207.	Exchange of Notes	.  Notes may be exchanged at the principal office of the Note Registrar in Salt Lake City, Utah, for a like aggregate principal amount of fully-registered Notes (which may be an Exchange Note or Notes pursuant to Section 204 hereof).  The Note Registrar shall require the payment by the Noteholder requesting such exchange of any tax or other governmental charge required to be paid with respect to such exchange.  

[bookmark: _Toc517759978][bookmark: _Toc9161822][bookmark: _Toc515896011]	Section 208.	Note Registration Books	.  This Note Resolution shall constitute a system of registration within the meaning and for all purposes of the Registered Public Obligations Act, Chapter 7 of Title 15 of the Utah Code.  The Note Registrar shall keep or cause to be kept, at its principal office, sufficient books for the registration and transfer of the Notes, which shall at all times be open to inspection by the County; and, upon presentation for such purpose, the Note Registrar shall, under such reasonable regulations as it may prescribe, register or transfer or cause to be registered or transferred, on said books, Notes as herein provided.

[bookmark: _Toc517759979][bookmark: _Toc9161823][bookmark: _Toc515896012]	Section 209.	List of Noteholders	.  The Note Registrar shall maintain a list of the names and addresses of the Holders of all Notes and upon any transfer shall add the name and address of the new Noteholder and eliminate the name and address of the transferor Noteholder.

[bookmark: _Toc517759980][bookmark: _Toc9161824][bookmark: _Toc515896013]	Section 210.	Book-Entry System; Limited Obligation of County	.  (a) The Notes shall be initially issued in the form of a separate, single, certificated and fully-registered Note. Upon initial issuance, the ownership of such Note shall be registered in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar in the name of Cede, as nominee of DTC.  Except as provided in Section 212 hereof, all of the outstanding Notes shall be registered in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar in the name of Cede, as nominee of DTC.

			(b)	With respect to Notes registered in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar in the name of Cede, as nominee of DTC, the County, the Note Registrar and the Paying Agent shall have no responsibility or obligation to any Participant or to any Person on behalf of which a Participant holds an interest in the Notes.  Without limiting the immediately preceding sentence, the County, the Note Registrar and the Paying Agent shall have no responsibility or obligation with respect to (i) the accuracy of the records of DTC, Cede or any Participant with respect to any ownership interest in the Notes, (ii) the delivery to any Participant or any other Person, other than a Noteholder, as shown in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar, of any notice with respect to the Notes, or (iii) the payment to any Participant or any other Person, other than a Noteholder, as shown in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar, of any amount with respect to principal of, premium, if any, or interest on the Notes.  The County, the Note Registrar and the Paying Agent may treat and consider the Person in whose name each Note is registered in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar as the holder and absolute owner of such Note for the purpose of payment of principal and interest with respect to such Note, for the purpose of registering transfers with respect to such Note, and for all other purposes whatsoever.  The Paying Agent shall pay all principal of and interest on the Notes only to or upon the order of the respective Noteholders, as shown in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar, or their respective attorneys duly authorized in writing, as provided in Section 203 hereof, and all such payments shall be valid and effective to fully satisfy and discharge the County’s obligations with respect to payment of principal of and interest on the Notes to the extent of the sum or sums so paid.  No Person other than a Noteholder, as shown in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar, shall receive a certificated Note evidencing the obligation of the County to make payments of principal and interest pursuant to this Note Resolution.  

			(c)	Upon delivery by DTC to the County of written notice to the effect that DTC has determined to substitute a new nominee in place of Cede, the word “Cede” in this Note Resolution shall refer to such new nominee of DTC.  Upon receipt of such a notice, the County shall promptly deliver a copy of the same to the Note Registrar and the Paying Agent.

[bookmark: _Toc8098141][bookmark: _Toc515896014]	Section 211.	Letter of Representations	.  The County’s prior execution and delivery of the Letter of Representations shall not in any way limit the provisions of Section 210 hereof or in any other way impose upon the County any obligation whatsoever with respect to Persons having interests in the Notes other than the Noteholders, as shown on the registration books kept by the Note Registrar.  In the written acceptance of each Paying Agent and Note Registrar referred to in Section 203 hereof, such Paying Agent and Note Registrar, respectively, shall agree to take all action necessary to comply at all times with DTC’s operational arrangements pertaining to the Paying Agent and Note Registrar, respectively.

[bookmark: _Toc517759982][bookmark: _Toc9161826][bookmark: _Toc515896015]	Section 212.	Transfers Outside Book-Entry System	.  In the event that (a) the County determines that DTC is incapable of discharging or is unwilling to discharge its responsibilities described herein and in the Letter of Representations, (b) DTC determines to discontinue providing its service as securities depository with respect to the Notes at any time as provided in the Letter of Representations or (c) the County determines that it is in the best interests of the beneficial owners of the Notes that they be able to obtain certificated Notes, the County shall notify DTC and direct DTC to notify the Participants of the availability through DTC of Note certificates and the Notes shall no longer be restricted to being registered in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar in the name of Cede, as nominee of DTC.  At that time, the County may determine that the Notes shall be registered in the name of and deposited with such other depository operating a universal book-entry system as may be acceptable to the County, or such depository’s agent or designee, and if the County does not select such alternate universal book-entry system, then the Notes shall no longer be restricted to being registered in the registration books kept by the Note Registrar in the name of Cede, as nominee of DTC, but may be registered in whatever name or names Noteholders transferring or exchanging Notes shall designate, in accordance with the provisions of Sections 206 and 207 hereof.

[bookmark: _Toc517759983][bookmark: _Toc9161827][bookmark: _Toc515896016]	Section 213.	Payments to Cede	.  Notwithstanding any other provision of this Note Resolution to the contrary, so long as any Note is registered in the name of Cede, as nominee of DTC, all payments with respect to principal of and interest on such Note and all notices with respect to such Note shall be made and given, respectively, in the manner provided in the Letter of Representations.

[bookmark: _Toc515896017]	ARTICLE III

CREATION OF ACCOUNTS AND APPLICATION OF NOTE PROCEEDS

[bookmark: _Toc517759985][bookmark: _Toc9161829][bookmark: _Toc515896018]	Section 301.	Establishment of Accounts	.  The following accounts of the County are hereby established:

	(a)		Series 2018 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes Payment Account, to be held by the Paying Agent;

	(b)		Series 2018 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes Proceeds Account, to be held by the County Treasurer; and

	(c)		Series 2018 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes Rebate Account, to be held by the County Treasurer.

[bookmark: _Toc517759986][bookmark: _Toc9161830][bookmark: _Toc515896019]	Section 302.	Application of Proceeds of Notes	.  On the Closing Date, the County will deposit Sale Proceeds, in the amount designated in the Certificate of Determination, into the Proceeds Account.  Such Sale Proceeds shall be deemed allocated to the funds of the County identified in the Tax Certificate, dated the date of the issuance of the Note for the purposes set forth in Section 303 hereof.
	
[bookmark: _Toc517759987][bookmark: _Toc9161831][bookmark: _Toc515896020]	Section 303.	Proceeds Account	.   Whenever amounts are payable from any County fund for payment of current and necessary expenses of the County or for any other purpose for which moneys of the County may be legally expended and there are insufficient moneys in such fund for such payment or purpose pending the collection of taxes and other revenues of the Current Fiscal Year, Sale Proceeds on deposit in the Proceeds Account shall be transferred to such fund in an amount sufficient for such payment or purpose and such amount of Sale Proceeds shall be deemed to have been spent for the purpose for which the Notes are to be issued.  Any moneys remaining on deposit in the Proceeds Account on December 27, 2018 and not required to be transferred to the Rebate Account for payment of rebate, if any, to the United States, shall be transferred to the Payment Account and used to pay principal of the Notes on December 27, 2018.

[bookmark: _Toc517759988][bookmark: _Toc9161832][bookmark: _Toc515896021]	Section 304.	Payment Account	.  On or before December 27, 2018, the County shall deposit into the Payment Account an amount sufficient to pay principal of and interest on the Notes due on December 27, 2018.  Moneys on deposit in the Payment Account shall be used to pay principal of and interest on the Notes due on December 27, 2018.  After all of the Notes have been retired and all interest due thereon has been paid or provision for such retirement and payment has been made and all amounts payable to the Paying Agent has been paid or provision for such payment has been made, any excess moneys in the Payment Account shall be transferred by the Paying Agent to the County and the County shall commingle such moneys with the general funds of the County.

[bookmark: _Toc517759989][bookmark: _Toc9161833][bookmark: _Toc515896022]	Section 305.	Rebate Account	.  The County shall deposit moneys for rebate to the United States into the Rebate Account.  Moneys in the Rebate Account shall be held solely for the purpose of complying with and paying rebate required under Section 148(f) of the Code and shall not be held for the benefit of the holders of the Notes, the Paying Agent or the County.  Moneys on deposit in the Rebate Account shall be applied to the payment of rebate to the United States pursuant to Section 148(f) of the Code and Article V hereof.

[bookmark: _Toc517759990][bookmark: _Toc9161834][bookmark: _Toc515896023]	ARTICLE IV

COVENANTS AND UNDERTAKINGS

[bookmark: _Toc517759991][bookmark: _Toc9161835][bookmark: _Toc515896024]	Section 401.	Covenants of County	.  All of the covenants, statements, representations and agreements contained in the Notes and the recitals and representations contained in this Note Resolution are hereby considered and understood, and it is hereby ordered and declared that the covenants and promises therein are the covenants and promises of the County, and that the representations and statements therein are the representations and statements of the County.

[bookmark: _Toc517759992][bookmark: _Toc9161836][bookmark: _Toc515896025]	Section 402.	Levy of Taxes; Appropriations	.  There shall be included in the annual County tax levy for the Current Fiscal Year a tax which, together with all other revenues of the County other than taxes, shall be sufficient to pay when due the principal of and interest on the Notes herein authorized.  The County shall collect such taxes and revenues so as to pay principal of and interest on the Notes when due.  The Notes are issued in anticipation of the collection of such taxes and other revenues for the Current Fiscal Year. 

	There is hereby irrevocably appropriated from the first collection of taxes and other revenues for the Current Fiscal Year a sufficient fund to pay the principal of and interest on the Notes as the same shall fall due, such appropriation of taxes and revenues shall occur by no later than December 1 of the Current Fiscal Year.

[bookmark: _Toc517759993][bookmark: _Toc9161837][bookmark: _Toc515896026]	Section 403.	Arbitrage and Tax-Exemption Covenants	.  (a) The Mayor, the County Clerk, the County Auditor, the County Treasurer and other appropriate officials of the County are each hereby authorized and directed to execute such certificates and agreements as shall be necessary to establish that the Notes are not “arbitrage bonds” within the meaning of Section 148 of the Code, and the Regulations and to establish that interest on the Notes is not and will not be includible in gross income of the Holders of the Notes thereof for federal income tax purposes.  The County covenants and certifies to and for the benefit of the Holders from time to time of the Notes that (i) the County will at all times comply with the provisions of any certificates or agreements made or entered into hereunder and (ii) no use will be made of the proceeds of the issue and sale of the Notes or of any funds or accounts of the County that may be deemed to be available proceeds of the Notes, pursuant to Section 148 of the Code and applicable Regulations (proposed or promulgated), which use, if it had been reasonably expected on the date of issuance of the Notes, would have caused the Notes to be classified as “arbitrage bonds” within the meaning of Section 148 of the Code. Pursuant to this covenant, the County obligates itself to comply throughout the term of the Notes with the requirements of Section 148 of the Code and the applicable Regulations. 

			(b)	The County further covenants and agrees to and for the benefit of the Holders from time to time of the Notes that the County (i) will not take any action that would cause interest on the Notes to be or to become ineligible for the exclusion from gross income of the Holders of the Notes as provided in Section 103 of the Code, (ii) will not omit to take or cause to be taken in timely manner any action, which omission would cause interest on the Notes to be or to become ineligible for the exclusion from gross income of the Holders of the Notes as provided in Section 103 of the Code, (iii), without limiting the generality of the foregoing, (A) will not take any action that would cause the Notes, or any Note, to be a “private activity bond” within the meaning of Section 141 of the Code or any Regulation or to fail to meet any applicable requirement of Section 149 of the Code or any Regulation and (B) will not omit to take or cause to be taken in timely manner any action, which omission would cause the Notes, or any Note, to be a “private activity bond” or to fail to meet any applicable requirement of Section 149 of the Code or any Regulation and (iv) acknowledges that, in the event of an examination by the Internal Revenue Service of the exemption from federal income taxation for interest paid on the Notes, under present rules, the County is treated as the “taxpayer” in such examination and agrees that it will respond in a commercially reasonable manner to any inquiries from the Internal Revenue Service in connection with such an examination.  The Mayor, the County Clerk, the County Auditor, the County Treasurer and other appropriate officials of the County are each hereby authorized and directed to execute such certificates, representations and agreements as shall be necessary to establish that the Notes are not and will not become “private activity bonds,” that all applicable requirements of Section 149 of the Code and of the Regulation are and will be met and that the covenants of the County contained in this Section 403 will be complied with.  

			(c)	The County anticipates that the net proceeds of the Notes (including earnings thereon) will be treated as having been expended for the governmental purpose of the issue within six months after the issuance of the Notes as provided in, and within the meaning of, Section 148(f)(4)(B)(iii) of the Code.  The Mayor’s office shall determine the date upon which the cumulative cash flow deficit being financed by the Notes exceeds 90 percent of the aggregate face amount of the Notes, within the meaning of Section 148(f)(4)(B)(iii) of the Code.  If such date is within six months after the issuance of the Notes, it shall not be necessary for the County to pay any rebate pursuant to Section 148(f) of the Code, and the Mayor’s office may request an opinion of Note Counsel to the effect that failure to pay rebate pursuant to Section 148(f) of the Code will not adversely affect the exemption from federal income taxation of interest on the Notes.  If such opinion of Note Counsel is requested, the Mayor’s office shall provide appropriate certifications to Note Counsel upon which it may rely in rendering such opinion to the County.  

[bookmark: _Toc517759994][bookmark: _Toc9161838][bookmark: _Toc515896027]	ARTICLE V

FORM OF NOTES

[bookmark: _Toc517759995][bookmark: _Toc9161839][bookmark: _Toc515896028]	Section 501.	Form of Notes	.  The Notes shall be in substantially the following form:

[FORM OF NOTE]

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
STATE OF UTAH
SALT LAKE COUNTY

No. R‑ _____	$____________
$55,000,000
TAX AND REVENUE ANTICIPATION NOTE
SERIES 2018

	INTEREST
RATE:
	MATURITY
DATE:
	DATED
DATE:
	
CUSIP:

	____%
	December 27, 2018
	July 26, 2018
	__________


Registered Owner:  

Principal Amount:	 Dollars	

	KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that Salt Lake County, State of Utah (the “County”), hereby acknowledges itself to be indebted, and for value received hereby promises to pay to the registered owner identified above, or registered assigns, the principal sum of Fifty-five Million Dollars ($55,000,000) on December 27, 2018, without option of redemption prior to maturity, upon presentation and surrender hereof and to pay to the registered owner identified above, or registered assigns, on the balance of said principal sum from time to time remaining unpaid interest (calculated on the basis of a 360-day year consisting of twelve 30-day months) at the rate of _____ percent (_____%) per annum from the Dated Date set forth above (the “Dated Date”) until paid, payable at maturity.  Principal of and interest on this Note shall be payable in any coin or currency of the United States of America which at the time of payment is legal tender for the payment of public and private debts.  Principal of the Notes shall be payable when due to the owner of each Note upon presentation and surrender thereof at the office of the County Treasurer located in Salt Lake City, Utah, as Paying Agent of the County.  Payment of interest on each Note shall be made to the registered owner thereof and shall be made by check or draft mailed to the registered owner thereof, at the address of such owner as it appears on the registration books of the County kept by the County Treasurer, as Note Registrar.

	This note is one of an issue of Fifty-five Million Dollars ($55,000,000) of notes (the “Notes”) of like tenor and date, known as “Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 2018,” issued under and pursuant to the Constitution and laws of the State of Utah, including particularly the applicable provisions of the Local Government Bonding Act, Chapter 14 of Title 11, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, the Utah Registered Public Obligations Act, Chapter 7 of Title 15, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, and a resolution of the County adopted on June 5, 2018 (the “Note Resolution”).

	The County Treasurer is the initial note registrar and paying agent of the County with respect to the Notes.  Said note registrar and paying agent, together with any successor note registrar or paying agent, respectively, is referred to herein as the “Note Registrar” and the “Paying Agent.”

	It is hereby covenanted, certified, recited and declared that this Note is issued in anticipation of the collection of taxes levied and other revenues for the current fiscal year of the County ending December 31, 2018 (the “Current Fiscal Year ”), in evidence of money borrowed to meet the current and necessary expenses of the County and for any other purpose for which funds of the County may be legally expended during the Current Fiscal Year,  until collection of the taxes and other revenues for the Current Fiscal Year, that taxes within the limit provided by law and sufficient to pay principal of and interest on this Note as the same falls due and, together with other budgeted revenues to be received during the Current Fiscal Year, sufficient to pay all budgeted expenses of the County for the Current Fiscal Year will be levied, imposed and collected in the Current Fiscal Year on all taxable property within the County and that a sufficient fund has been appropriated for the payment of the principal of and interest on this Note as the same shall fall due.

	It is hereby further certified, recited and declared that the aggregate indebtedness incurred by the County for the Current Fiscal Year, including this and other Notes, is not in excess of seventy-five percent (75%) of the total of the taxes and other revenues levied and collected by the County in the preceding fiscal year and is not in excess of ninety percent (90%) of the total of the taxes and other revenues to be levied and collected by the County in the Current Fiscal Year. 

	This Note is transferable, as provided in the Note Resolution, only upon the books of the County kept for that purpose at the principal office of the Note Registrar in Salt Lake City, Utah, by the registered owner hereof in person or by such owner’s attorney duly authorized in writing, upon surrender hereof together with a written instrument of transfer satisfactory to the Note Registrar, duly executed by the registered owner or such duly authorized attorney, and thereupon the County shall issue in the name of the transferee a new registered Note or Notes of authorized denominations of the same aggregate principal amount, series, designation, maturity and interest rate as the surrendered Note, all as provided in the Note Resolution and upon the payment of the charges therein prescribed.  No transfer of this Note shall be effective until entered on the registration books kept by the Note Registrar.  The County, the Note Registrar and the Paying Agent may treat and consider the person in whose name this Note is registered on the registration books kept by the Note Registrar as the holder and absolute owner hereof for the purpose of receiving payment of, or on account of, the principal and interest due hereon and for all other purposes whatsoever, and neither the County, nor the Note Registrar nor the Paying Agent shall be affected by any notice to the contrary.

	The Notes are issuable solely in the form of fully-registered Notes without coupons in the denomination of $100,000 or any whole multiple of $100,000.

	It is hereby further certified, recited and declared that all acts, conditions and things essential to the validity of this Note exist, have happened and have been done, and that every requirement of law affecting the issue thereof has been duly complied with, and that this Note is within every debt and other limit prescribed by the Constitution and laws of the State of Utah.  The full faith, credit, resources and all taxable property within the limits of the County are hereby irrevocably pledged to the levy of taxes for the Current Fiscal Year in which this Note is issued and for the collection of and proper allocation of such taxes and other revenues provided for in the Current Fiscal Year to the prompt payment of principal of and interest on this Note and the issue of which it is one, according to its terms.

	This Note shall not be valid until the Certificate of Authentication hereon shall have been manually signed by the Note Registrar.

	IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the County has executed this Note by causing it to be signed by the Mayor and countersigned by the County Treasurer and the official seal of the County to be placed hereon and such seal attested by the County Clerk, all as of Dated Date.

SALT LAKE COUNTY, UTAH

By		
  Mayor
[SEAL]

ATTEST:

County Clerk


COUNTERSIGNED:

County Treasurer

[FORM OF NOTE REGISTRAR’S CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICATION]

	This Note is one of the Notes described in the within mentioned Note Resolution and is one of the Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 2018 of Salt Lake County, Utah.

	
Salt Lake County Treasurer, as
Note Registrar and Paying Agent

Date of registration 
and authentication:  __________, 2018.

[FORM OF ASSIGNMENT]

	The following abbreviations, when used in the inscription on the face of the within Note, shall be construed as though they were written out in full according to applicable laws or regulations.

	TEN COM	—	as tenants in common
TEN ENT	—	as tenants by the entirety
JT TEN	—	as joint tenants with right 		of survivorship and not as
		tenants in common
	UNIF TRANS MIN ACT —
	        _______ Custodian _______
                 (Cust)                    (Minor)
	under Uniform Transfers to Minors Act of
	_________________________________
                                (State)



Additional abbreviations may also be used though not in the above list.

FOR VALUE RECEIVED the undersigned hereby sells, assigns and transfers unto


Insert Social Security or Other
Identifying Number of Assignee

___________________________________________________________________________
(Please Print or Typewrite Name and Address of Assignee)
the within Note of Salt Lake County, Utah, and hereby irrevocably constitutes and appoints
____________________________________________________________________________attorney, to register the transfer of said Note on the books kept for registration thereof, with full power of substitution in the premises.

Dated:  _____________________________	Signature:  ______________________________

	SIGNATURE GUARANTEED:

________________________________



NOTICE:  Signature(s) must be guaranteed by an “eligible guarantor institution” meeting the requirements of the Note Registrar, which requirements include membership or participation in STAMP or such other “signature guarantee program” as may be determined by the Note Registrar in addition to, or in substitution for, STAMP, all in accordance with the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934, as amended.

NOTICE:  The signature to this assignment must correspond with the name as it appears upon the face of the within Note in every particular, without alteration or enlargement or any change whatever.

[bookmark: _Toc517759996][bookmark: _Toc9161840][bookmark: _Toc515896029]	ARTICLE VI

MISCELLANEOUS

[bookmark: _Toc515896030]	Section 601.	Preliminary Official Statement; Final Official Statement	.  (a) The Preliminary Official Statement of the County and the Notice of Sale attached thereto, in substantially the forms thereof attached hereto as Annex I with such changes, omissions, insertions and revisions as the Chief Financial Officer shall deem advisable, and the distribution of the Preliminary Official Statement and the Notice of Sale to prospective purchasers of the Notes and other interested persons, is hereby authorized and approved.

			(b)	The Final Official Statement of the County, in substantially the form of the Preliminary Official Statement attached hereto as Annex I, with such changes, omissions, insertions and revisions as the Mayor shall deem advisable, including the completion thereof with the information established at the time of the sale of the Notes by the Designated Officer and set forth in the Certificate of Determination, is hereby authorized, and the Mayor shall sign and deliver such Final Official Statement to the purchaser of the Notes for distribution to prospective purchasers of the Notes and other interested persons.

			(c)	The Mayor, the Chief Financial Officer, the County Treasurer and the County Clerk are, and each of them is, hereby authorized to do or perform all such acts and to execute all such certificates, documents and other instruments as may be necessary or advisable to comply with the provisions of this Note Resolution and to carry out the transactions contemplated hereby; and the Mayor and the County Clerk are, and each of them is, hereby authorized and directed to sign, countersign, seal and deliver the Notes to the purchaser of the Notes, upon receipt of the purchase price therefor, as specified in the preambles hereto and as provided herein.

[bookmark: _Toc517759997][bookmark: _Toc9161841][bookmark: _Toc515896031]	Section 602.	Ratification	.  All proceedings, resolutions and actions of the County and its officers, agents and representatives taken in connection with the sale and issuance of the Notes are hereby ratified, confirmed and approved.

[bookmark: _Toc517759998][bookmark: _Toc9161842][bookmark: _Toc515896032]	Section 603.	Severability	.  It is hereby declared that all parts of this Note Resolution are severable, and if any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this Note Resolution shall, for any reason, be held to be invalid or unenforceable, the invalidity or unenforceability of any such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect the remaining sections, paragraphs, clauses or provisions of this Note Resolution.

[bookmark: _Toc517759999][bookmark: _Toc9161843][bookmark: _Toc515896033]	Section 604.	Conflict	.  All resolutions and orders or parts thereof in conflict with the provisions hereof are to the extent of such conflict hereby repealed.

[bookmark: _Toc517760000][bookmark: _Toc9161844][bookmark: _Toc515896034]	Section 605.	Captions	.  The table of contents and captions or headings herein are for convenience of reference only and in no way define, limit or describe the scope or intent of any provisions or sections of this Note Resolution.

[bookmark: _Toc517760001][bookmark: _Toc9161845][bookmark: _Toc515896035]	Section 606.	Effective Date	.  This Note Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 5th day of June, 2018.

	SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
	By /s/ MAX BURDICK    
	      Vice Chair

By /s/ GAYELENE GUDMUNDSON
 Deputy County Clerk 
		
	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Jensen, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of Whole meeting.  The Council motion passed unanimously, authorizing the Vice Chair to execute the resolution and directing the Deputy County Clerk to attest his signature, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Ms. Antigone Carlson, Contracts Administrator, Contracts and Procurement Division, submitted a letter recommending approval of the following RESOLUTION authorizing execution of an INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT between Salt Lake County and Cottonwood Heights City – Transfer of County Transportation Funds.  Salt Lake County will transfer an amount up to $250,000 of County Transportation Funds to Cottonwood Heights City to be used for certain transportation purposes.  The agreement will take effect immediately upon approval of the governing bodies and will end upon expiration of the Reimbursement Term. 

RESOLUTION NO. 5372	DATE: JUNE 5, 2018

A RESOLUTION OF THE SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL APPROVING EXECUTION OF AN INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF COTTONWOOD HEIGHTS PROVIDING FOR THE TRANSFER OF UP TO $250,000 OF COUNTY TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE CITY TO BE USED BY THE CITY FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.  

W I T N E S S E T H

	WHEREAS, Salt Lake County (the “County”) and the City of Cottonwood Heights (the “City”) are “public agencies” as defined by the Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act, Utah Code Ann. §§ 11-13-101 et seq., (the “Cooperation Act”) and, as such, are authorized by the Cooperation Act to enter into an interlocal cooperation agreement to act jointly and cooperatively on the basis of mutual advantage; 

	WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 41-1a-1222, Utah Code Ann., the County has imposed a local option highway construction and transportation corridor preservation fee on each motor vehicle registration within the County; and

	WHEREAS, fifty-percent of the revenue generated by said fee is deposited into the County of the First Class Highway Projects Fund pursuant to Section 72-2-121, Utah Code. Ann., along with other moneys deposited therein, including certain sales and use taxes and voluntary contributions; and

	WHEREAS, during the 2013 General Session, the State legislature amended Section 72-2-121 of the Utah Transportation Code, Utah Code Ann §§ 72-1-101 et seq., to provide for the transfer of certain funds from the County of the First Class Highway Projects Fund to the legislative body of the County to be used for certain transportation purposes (hereinafter “County Transportation Funds”); and 

	WHEREAS, the County desires to use the County Transportation Funds to further regional transportation by financing all or a portion of the costs of transportation construction, reconstruction, or maintenance projects throughout the County in accordance with Section 72-2-121, Utah Code Ann. and other applicable law; and

	WHEREAS, the County and the City now desire to enter into the interlocal cooperation agreement attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A (the “Interlocal Agreement”) providing for the transfer of up to Two Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars and No Cents ($250,000) of County Transportation Funds to the City to be used by the City as described in the Interlocal Agreement;  

R E S O L U T I O N

	NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the County Council of Salt Lake County:

	1.	That the Interlocal Agreement between Salt Lake County and the City of Cottonwood Heights is approved, in substantially the form attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A, and that the Salt Lake County Mayor is authorized to execute the same.

		2.	That the Interlocal Agreement will become effective as stated in the Interlocal Agreement.

APPROVED and ADOPTED in Salt Lake City, Salt Lake County, Utah, this 5th day of June, 2018.

	SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
	By /s/ MAX BURDICK    
	 	     Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Ms. Antigone Carlson, Contracts Administrator, Contracts and Procurement Division, submitted a letter recommending approval of the following RESOLUTION authorizing execution of an INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT between Salt Lake County and Emigration Canyon Metro Township – Transfer of County Transportation Funds.  Salt Lake County will transfer an amount up to $90,000 of County Transportation Funds to Emigration Canyon Metro Township to reimburse the Township for certain costs incurred to install signage and strip along Emigration Canyon Road between Rotary Park and SR-65.  The agreement will end upon the earlier of (1) the date the funds have been disbursed in the Maximum Reimbursable Amount, (2) the date this agreement is terminated, or (3) December 31, 2020.

RESOLUTION NO. 5373	DATE: JUNE 5, 2018

A RESOLUTION OF THE SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL APPROVING EXECUTION OF AN INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT WITH EMIGRATION CANYON METRO TOWNSHIP REGARDING $90,000 OF COUNTY TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TRANSFERRED TO THE METRO TOWNSHIP FOR HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION, RECONSTRUCTION OR MAINTENANCE PROJECTS.  

W I T N E S S E T H

	WHEREAS, Salt Lake County (the “County”) and Emigration Canyon Metro Township (the “Metro Township”) are “public agencies” as defined by the Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act, Utah Code Ann. §§ 11-13-101 et seq., (the “Cooperation Act”) and, as such, are authorized by the Cooperation Act to enter into an interlocal cooperation agreement to act jointly and cooperatively on the basis of mutual advantage; 

	WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 41-1a-1222, Utah Code Ann., the County has imposed a local option highway construction and transportation corridor preservation fee on each motor vehicle registration within the County; and

	WHEREAS, fifty-percent of the revenue generated by said fee is deposited into the County of the First Class Highway Projects Fund pursuant to Section 72-2-121, Utah Code. Ann., along with other moneys deposited therein, including certain sales and use taxes and voluntary contributions; and

	WHEREAS, during the 2013 General Session, the State legislature amended Section 72-2-121 of the Utah Transportation Code, Utah Code Ann §§ 72-1-101 et seq., to provide a portion of the revenue in the County of the First Class Highway Projects Fund be transferred to the legislative body of the County to be used for certain transportation purposes (hereinafter “County Transportation Funds”); and 

	WHEREAS, the County desires to use the County Transportation Funds to further regional transportation by financing all or a portion of the costs of transportation construction, reconstruction, or maintenance projects throughout the County in accordance with Section 72-2-121 of the Utah Transportation Code and all other applicable federal, state and local laws, rules and regulations; and

	NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the County Council:

	1.	That the Interlocal Agreement between County and Metro Township is approved, in substantially the form attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A, and that the Salt Lake County Mayor is authorized to execute the same.

		2.	That the Interlocal Agreement will become effective as stated in the Interlocal Agreement.

APPROVED and ADOPTED this 5th day of June, 2018.

	SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
	By /s/ MAX BURDICK    
	 	     Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Ms. Antigone Carlson, Contracts Administrator, Contracts and Procurement Division, submitted a letter recommending approval of the following RESOLUTION authorizing execution of an INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT between Salt Lake County and Murray City – Transfer of County Transportation Funds.  Salt Lake County will transfer an amount up to $132,590 of County Transportation Funds to Murray City to be used to reimburse the City for the design of bike lanes on various roads within Murray City.  The agreement will end upon the earlier of (1) the date the funds have been disbursed in the Maximum Reimbursable Amount, (2) the date this agreement is terminated, or (3) June 30, 2019.

RESOLUTION NO. 5374	DATE: JUNE 5, 2018

A RESOLUTION OF THE SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL APPROVING EXECUTION OF AN INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT WITH MURRAY CITY PROVIDING FOR THE TRANSFER OF UP TO $132,590 OF COUNTY TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE CITY TO BE USED BY THE CITY FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.  

W I T N E S S E T H

	WHEREAS, Salt Lake County (the “County”) and Murray City (the “City”) are “public agencies” as defined by the Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act, Utah Code Ann. §§ 11-13-101 et seq., (the “Cooperation Act”), and, as such, are authorized by the Cooperation Act to enter into an interlocal cooperation agreement to act jointly and cooperatively on the basis of mutual advantage; 

	WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 41-1a-1222, Utah Code Ann., the County has imposed a local option highway construction and transportation corridor preservation fee on each motor vehicle registration within the County; and

	WHEREAS, fifty-percent of the revenue generated by said fee is deposited into the County of the First Class Highway Projects Fund pursuant to Section 72-2-121, Utah Code. Ann., along with other moneys deposited therein, including certain sales and use taxes and voluntary contributions; and

	WHEREAS, during the 2013 General Session, the State legislature amended Section 72-2-121 of the Utah Transportation Code, Utah Code Ann §§ 72-1-101 et seq., to provide for the transfer of certain funds from the County of the First Class Highway Projects Fund to the legislative body of the County to be used for certain transportation purposes (hereinafter “County Transportation Funds”); and 

	WHEREAS, the County desires to use the County Transportation Funds to further regional transportation by financing all or a portion of the costs of highway construction, reconstruction, or maintenance projects throughout the County in accordance with Section 72-2-121, Utah Code Ann. and other applicable law; and

	WHEREAS, the County and the City now desire to enter into the interlocal cooperation agreement attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A (the “Interlocal Agreement”) providing for the transfer of up to One Hundred Thirty-Two Thousand Five Hundred Ninety Dollars and No Cents ($132,590.00) of County Transportation Funds to the City to be used by the City as described in the Interlocal Agreement;  

R E S O L U T I O N

	NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the County Council of Salt Lake County:

	1.	That the Interlocal Agreement between Salt Lake County and the Murray City is approved, in substantially the form attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A, and that the Salt Lake County Mayor is authorized to execute the same.

		2.	That the Interlocal Agreement will become effective as stated in the Interlocal Agreement.

APPROVED and ADOPTED in Salt Lake City, Salt Lake County, Utah, this 5th day of June, 2018.

	SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
	By /s/ MAX BURDICK    
	 	     Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Ms. Antigone Carlson, Contracts Administrator, Contracts and Procurement Division, submitted a letter recommending approval of the following RESOLUTION authorizing execution of an INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT between Salt Lake County and Salt Lake City – Transfer of County Transportation Funds.  Salt Lake County will transfer an amount up to $2,600,000 of County Transportation Funds to Salt Lake City to be used to reimburse the City for certain transportation projects.  The agreement shall take effect immediately upon the approval of the governing bodies and end upon the expiration of the Reimbursement Term. 

RESOLUTION NO. 5375	DATE: JUNE 5, 2018

A RESOLUTION OF THE SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL APPROVING EXECUTION OF AN INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT WITH THE SALT LAKE CITY PROVIDING FOR THE TRANSFER OF COUNTY TRANSPORTATION FUNDS FOR CERTAIN TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS WITHIN SALT LAKE COUNTY.  

W I T N E S S E T H

	WHEREAS, Salt Lake County (the “County”) and Salt Lake City (the “City”) are “public agencies” as defined by the Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act, Utah Code Ann. §§ 11-13-101 et seq., and, as such, are authorized by the Cooperation Act to each enter into an interlocal cooperation agreement to act jointly and cooperatively on the basis of mutual advantage; 

	WHEREAS, during the 2017 General Session, the State Legislature enacted Utah Code Ann. § 63B-27-102, as part of Senate Bill 277, and pursuant to such code section the State of Utah issued General Obligation Bonds and provided $47,000,000 of bond proceeds to the County for applicable transportation projects prioritized by the County in accordance with Subsection 63B-27-102(2) (hereinafter “County Transportation Funds”); and   

	WHEREAS, the County desires to use the County Transportation Funds to further regional transportation by financing all or a portion of the costs of transportation projects throughout the County in accordance with Utah Code Ann. § 63B-27-102 and all other applicable federal, state and local laws, rules and regulations; and

	WHEREAS, the County now desires to enter into an interlocal cooperation agreement with the City, which is attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A (the “Interlocal Agreement”), to provide for reimbursement of expenses;  

R E S O L U T I O N

	NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED, by the County Council of Salt Lake County:

	1.	The Interlocal Cooperation Agreement between Salt Lake County and the City is approved, in substantially the form attached hereto as ATTACHMENT A, and that the Salt Lake County Mayor is authorized to execute the same.
		
APPROVED and ADOPTED in Salt Lake City, Salt Lake County, Utah, this 5th day of June, 2018.

	SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
	By /s/ MAX BURDICK    
	 	     Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of the Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, authorizing the Vice Chair to execute the resolutions and directing the County Clerk to attest his signature, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.” 

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Mr. Kevin Jacobs, County Assessor, submitted a letter recommending that refunds in the amounts indicated be issued to the following taxpayers for overpayment of vehicle taxes:

Taxpayer		Year			Refund

Larry Eldracher		2018			$113.00
Norma Phillips		2018			$  13.00
Jeff Richards		2018			$  98.00
Sophia Katsanevas		2018			$153.00
Jolley Hiroko		2018			$  10.00
Wenhua Zhou		2018			$  53.00
Sunburst Auto Sales		2018			$113.00
Jacquelin Judd		2018			$  35.00
Teresa A. Pavlin		2018			$113.00
Roger Wood		2018			$  35.00
Larry Patterson		2018			$113.00
Glade J. Peterson		2018			$113.00
Jeffrey W. Oneill		2018			$  45.00
Dustin J. Jimenez		2018			$113.00
John Cross		2018			$  45.00

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Mr. Brad Neff, Chair, Property Tax Committee, submitted a letter recommending denial of the requests of the following taxpayers for waiver/refund of the penalty imposed for late payment of prior year’s personal property taxes:

Taxpayer	Parcel No.							        	
Andrew Nader Iksander	27-06-152-001				
Hosam Al-Ani 
  (Salt Lake Islamic Center)	22-21-478-009

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Mr. Brad Neff, Chair, Property Tax Committee, submitted a letter recommending approval of the request of Semnani Family Foundation for a 2016-2017 property tax exemption as a charitable organization on properties identified as Parcel Nos. 16-29-329-036 and 16-29-329-037.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Mr. Brad Neff, Chair, Property Tax Committee, submitted a letter recommending approval of the request of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints for a 2017 property tax exemption as a religious organization on property identified as Parcel No. 27-20-232-003. He also recommended a refund of approximately $104.84, prorated to the purchase date of December 15, 2017, through December 31, 2017, as well as penalty and interest paid, the final amount to be determined by the Treasurer’s Office.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Mr. Brad Neff, Chair, Property Tax Committee, submitted a letter recommending approval of the request of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints for a 2017 property tax exemption as a religious organization on properties identified as Parcel Nos. 27-31-200-064 and 27-31-200-065. The tax exemption will be prorated to the purchase date of November 20, 2017, through December 31, 2017.  No refund is applicable due to the prior exemption status of the seller of the two parcels.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Mr. Scott Tingley, County Auditor, submitted letters recommending reduction of taxes on the following properties, pursuant to an order of the Utah State Tax Commission.  He also recommended that refunds in the amounts indicated, plus the appropriate interest, be issued to the taxpayers:

Taxpayer	Parcel No.	Year	Reduction	Refund

Larry & Mitch Barnes	15-31-280-009	2017	$    1,452.98 to $    1,398.73	$       54.25

Thomas Aramayo	28-27-303-005	2017	$    3,557.68 to $    3,488.61	$       69.07  

4236 & 4238, LLC	22-04-106-016	2017	$    2,564.93 to $    2,294.39	$     270.54

M Corland Felts	22-11-105-078	2017	$    6,836.62 to $    6,514.63	$     321.99

Steiner American Corp.	09-31-485-008	2017	$  37,967.20 to $  34,914.50	$  3,052.70

3490 West, LLC	15-17-401-001	2016	$222,002.80 to $193,512.90	$28,489.90

Salt Lake Newspaper 
  Production	20-11-226-005	2016	$297,810.00 to $264,720.00	$33,090.00

Arrow Development 	16-07-132-015	2017	$    1,427.35 to $    1,095.44	$     331.91
	16-07-132-016	2017	$    1,427.35 to $    1,095.44	$     331.91
	16-07-132-017	2017	$    1,253.56 to $       952.99	$     300.57

Michael & Karalee Dale	28-18-377-019	2017	$    3,082.89 to $    2,899.06	$     183.83

Stefan Finley	15-01-283-278	2017	$    2,280.70 to $    2,091.88	$     188.82

James & Melina Scarcelli	22-35-251-017	2017	$    3,978.36 to $    3,700.62	$     277.74	
	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to ratify the vote taken in the Committee of the Whole meeting.  The motion passed unanimously, authorizing the County Treasurer to effect the same, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	Ms. Antigone Carlson, an employee of the Contracts & Procurement Division, submitted a disclosure of private business interests form advising the Council that she contracts with the Salt Lake County Elections Division as a translator/proofer.

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Mr. Premkumar Narayanan, an employee of the Information Services Division, submitted a disclosure of private business interests form advising the Council that he is employed by Intermountain Healthcare, a previous employee, to assist with the transition of his resignation from there.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Ms. Megan Hillyard, an employee of the Administrative Services Division, submitted a disclosure of private business interests form advising the Council that she is a member of the SLC GREENbike Board of Directors.  

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

	Mr. James Burton, a member of the Information Services Division, submitted a disclosure of private business interests form advising the Council that he is employed by Snowbird Ski Resort providing geographic information system (GIS) services.  

	Council Member Bradshaw, seconded by Council Member Wilson, moved to accept the disclosure forms and make them a matter of record.  The motion passed unanimously, showing that all Council Members present voted “Aye.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	The Council reviewed the following rezoning application that was heard during the May 22, 2018, Council meeting and forwarded to today for formal consideration: 

	Application #30650 – Olympia Land LLC on behalf of The Last Holdout LLC to rezone property located at approximately 6300-8500 West and 12400-13100 South from an A-2 zone to a P-C zone.  

The Council also reviewed Olympia Land LLC’s request for approval of a County ordinance to amend the Southwest Community General Plan, and an ordinance authorizing a Planned Community Zone plan and an associated Master Development Agreement.

	Council Member Wilson, seconded by Council Member Jensen, moved to waive the requirement to introduce the ordinances in a prior meeting per County Ordinance 2.04.160(A)(S), and to adopt the following ordinances: 1) Ordinance amending the Southwest Community General Plan; 2) ordinance rezoning property described in Application #30650 to the P-C Zone, with the associated revised Master Development Agreement; and 3) ordinance approving Application #30650 a P-C Zone Plan and the associated revised Master Development Agreement.

ORDINANCE NO. 1832	DATE: JUNE 5, 2018

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SOUTHWEST COMMUNITY GENERAL PLAN.

The County legislative body of Salt Lake County, State of Utah, ordains as follows:

	SECTION I.  The Southwest Community Plan is hereby amended in accordance with the attached Exhibit 1: 

	SECTION II.  This ordinance shall take effect fifteen (15) days after its passage and upon at least one publication in a newspaper published in and having general circulation in Salt Lake County, and if not so published within fifteen (15) days then it shall take effect immediately upon its first publication.
	
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Salt Lake County Council has approved, passed and adopted this ordinance this 5th day of June, 2018.

		SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
		By /s/ MAX BURDICK      
		      Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A PLANNED COMMUNITY ZONE PLAN, TOGETHER WITH AN ASSOCIATED MASTER DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN SALT LAKE COUNTY, THE GREATER SALT LAKE MUNICIPAL SERVICES DISTRICT, THE LAST HOLDOUT, L.L.C., AND OLYMPIA LAND, L.L.C., IMPLEMENTING A PLANNED COMMUNITY ZONE FOR CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED IN SALT LAKE COUNTY.

	The County Council of Salt Lake County, State of Utah (“County Council”), ordains as follows:

	Section 1:  Findings.  The County Council, acting in its legislative capacity, makes the following determinations, including all findings of fact and conclusions of law as are necessary to make each of the following determinations:

	A.	The County Council has rezoned from A-2 to P-C approximately nine hundred and thirty-two (932) acres of real property located in the south-west portion of unincorporated Salt Lake County, which is more particularly described in Exhibit 1 attached hereto (the “Property”).

	B.	As part of its rezone application, Last Holdout, L.L.C. (“Owner”) submitted a Planned Community Zone Plan (“PC Zone Plan”), which is on file with the Salt Lake County Planning and Development Services Division.

	C.	Salt Lake County (“County”), the Greater Salt Lake Municipal Services District (“MSD”), Olympia Land, L.L.C. (“Master Developer”), and Owner (together “the Parties’) have negotiated a Master Development Agreement (“MDA”), which is attached hereto as Exhibit 2 and incorporated herein as if fully set forth.

	D.	County has provided proper notice for and conducted the following in conjunction with the PC Zone Plan and MDA: County Planning Commission and County Council public hearings on the Owner’s Application to Amend the General Plan, and to rezone the Property to the Planned Community Zone, which public hearings took place on May 16, 2018 and May 22, 2018, respectively; and the statutorily required notice of the proposed MDA (including the PC Zone Plan incorporated therein) for review by the Council on May 22, 2018.

	E.	The MDA and PZ Zone Plan are consistent with the County Land Use Development and Management Act, the Southwest Community General Plan, the County Zoning Ordinance, and the Zoning of the Property.  The MDA and PC Zone Plan will enable the County Zoning Ordinance, and the Zoning of the Property.  The MDA and PC Zone Plan will enable the County or its successor to control the development of the area and will serve the best interest of the County or its successor.

	F.	Development of the Property pursuant to the MDA and PC Zone Plan will result in significant planning and economic benefits to the MSD, the County and its residents by, among other things, requiring orderly development of the Property as a master planned community and increasing sales tax and other revenues to the County and the MSD based on improvements to be constructed on the Property by the Master Developer.

	G.	Development of the Property pursuant to the MDA and PC Zone Plan will also result in significant benefits to Owner and Master Developer by providing assurances to Owner and Master Developer that Master Developer will have the ability to develop the Property in accordance with the MDA and PC Zone Plan.

	H.	The MDA is a “development agreement” within the meaning of, and is entered into pursuant to, the terms of Utah Code Ann. §17-27a-102 (2017).

	I.	The MDA and PC Zone Plan implement the Planned Community zoning for the Property.

	J.	The MDA and PC Zone Plan shall govern the development and improvement of the Planned Community from and after the MDA’s Effective Date.

	Section 2: Ordinance Approving MDA and PC Zone Plan.  Based on its above findings, the County Council of Salt Lake County, Utah, acting in its legislative capacity, hereby enacts this ordinance, approving the Master Development Agreement and PC Zone Plan referenced herein.

	Section 3:  Effective Date of Ordinance.  This ordinance shall take effect fifteen (15) days after its passage and upon at least one publication in a newspaper published in and having general circulation in Salt Lake County, and if not so published within fifteen (15) days then it shall take effect immediately upon its first publication.

	IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Salt Lake County Council has approved, passed and adopted this ordinance this 5th day of June, 2018.

		SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
		By /s/ MAX BURDICK      
		      Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

− − − − − − − − − − − − − −

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 19, ENTITLED “ZONING” OF THE SALT LAKE COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES, 2001, BY RECLASSIFYING CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED IN SALT LAKE COUNTY FROM THE A-2 (AGRICULTURAL) ZONE TO P-C (PLANNED COMMUNITY) ZONE.

	The County legislative body of Salt Lake County, State of Utah, ordains as follows:

	Section 1:  Section, 19.06.020, Zoning Maps of Salt Lake County Code of Ordinances 2001, is hereby amended, as follows:

	The property described in Application #30650 filed by Olympia Land LLC on behalf of The Last Holdout LLC, located at approximately 6300-8500 West, 12400-13100 South within Salt Lake County (the “Property”), is hereby reclassified from the A-2 (AGRICULTURAL) zone to the P-C (PLANNED COMMUNITY) zone.

The Property is specifically described in “Exhibit 1” (attached)

	Section 2: Pursuant to section 19.69.070 of the Salt Lake County Code of Ordinances, development of said property is subject to the terms and conditions of the Master Development Agreement attached as “Exhibit 2” and incorporated herein by reference.

	Section 3: The map showing such change shall be filed with the Salt Lake County Planning Commission in accordance with Section 19.06.020 of the Salt Lake County Code of Ordinances, 2001.

	Section 4:  This ordinance shall take effect fifteen (15) days after its passage and upon at least one publication in a newspaper published in and having general circulation in Salt Lake County, and if not so published within fifteen (15) days then it shall take effect immediately upon its first publication.

	IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Salt Lake County Council has approved, passed and adopted this ordinance this 5th day of June, 2018.

		SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL
ATTEST (SEAL)
		By /s/ MAX BURDICK      
		      Vice Chair
By /s/ SHERRIE SWENSEN
     County Clerk

	Council Member DeBry stated he understood the County was growing and development was necessary, but the Council should slow down.  He read the following release joint statement from the Southwest Valley Mayors:

Mayors from Copperton, Herriman, Riverton and West Jordan released the following statement on June 5, 2018, in opposition to the proposed 8,700+ Olympia Development (Approximately 6300-8500 W, 12400-13100 S) and collectively encourage members of the Salt Lake County Council to deny approval of the property rezone.

As mayors of communities that will be impacted by the proposed Olympia Development, we call upon the Salt Lake County Council to deny the rezone of 931 acres from A-2 to P-C, which covers the area approximately from 6300-8500 W and 12400-13100 S.

Our opposition can be summarized in these points:

	Density: The sheer number of units in the development is nothing short of overwhelming. With a proposed 8,765 units on 931 acres. It is estimated that this would add an additional 30,000+ residents to the southwest part of the valley; essentially adding another city approaching the size of Herriman or Riverton, but in a tenth of the land area.
	Utility Infrastructure: Utility infrastructure is a major concern. Research provided by the county shows that major improvements and capacity upgrades may be needed for some critical utilities. We are concerned about potential negative impacts for our residents, and the ability for service providers to adequately plan to meet future demand.
	Roadway Infrastructure: The traffic study shows that several of the roads in the area will be considerably impacted; likely causing many to fail. The study doesn’t take into consideration the impact on neighboring roads outside of the project area. A major flaw in the study was not including the impact to 12600 S, which is the major roadway in the area that connects the southwest part of the valley to I-15. This road has already reached critical levels of traffic during peak commute hours.
	Open Space: We have reservations about the development of the remaining open space in the southwest portion of the valley, especially at such a high density. We are worried that approval of this development would set a dangerous precedent for future undeveloped properties.

We appreciate the work the County Council does on behalf of citizens. We know these decisions are not made without much consideration. In our view, the only way to avoid negative impacts on neighboring communities is to lessen the overall density of the proposed project. We call upon members of the Salt Lake County Council to deny approval of the rezone in their June 5 meeting.

Signed:

Mayor Sean Clayton and Vice Mayor Apollo Pazell, Copperton Township
Mayor David Watts, Herriman
Mayor Trent Staggs, Riverton
Mayor Jim Riding, West Jordan

He also read the following statement in a text from Mayor Dawn Ramsey, South Jordan:

South Jordan is always concerned about impact on transportation and infrastructure that development brings, including these issues as pointed out by the other mayors.  We are anxious to see how the County Council develop a plan to address these impacts to infrastructure.  

Council Member DeBry made a substitute motion to table this and meet with the cities in the southwestern part of the County to see if some kind of agreement can be reached that is amenable for everybody.  The motion failed due to the lack of a second.

Council Member Jensen stated he thought the mayors were involved because they have had discussions with the developers.  If projections are true that growth in the valley will increase 50 to 100 percent, density will have to be factored in.  Long-term, development needs to be coordinated and planned out, and this development is master planned as a whole development.  It will have different phases of living from starter houses to larger scale homes, and also senior living, along with a Utah State University expansion, as well as retail and commercial development to bring in a tax base.  The developer has also agreed to mitigate some of the impacts.  Some things already slated for infrastructure improvement include 12600 South, and there are conceptual designs for light rail to continue to the Herriman City Center, along with bus rapid transit.  The north end of the Mountain View Corridor is already in construction between 4100 and 201, which will help with congestion right away.  With regard to recreation, two regional parks have been built or proposed for the southwest, and open space has been purchased in the Oquirrh Mountains.   This development needs to happen now, and the mindset needs to change somewhat.  

Council Member Wilson stated as a regional representative, she has consistently seen the need for density because the County is growing.  Residents will feel some conflicts as things change from what they hold dear.  They want to maintain their lifestyle, but Utah has a high birth rate.  Residents also want taxes kept low, but traffic is congested.  Open space will be a key to the lifestyle residents want.  Having a Utah State University expansion will also enable residents of Herriman to enroll in classes without having to drive downtown.  Long-term, the County has to have density and has to do it right.  The County will be in the driver’s seat on mitigating some of the impacts and the decisions. The Council will be looking closely at what the planning commission does and will need to make sure it continues to modify plans as needed.  As far as conversation with other cities, her door is always open, and she would have appreciated more direct engagement earlier.  

Council Member DeBry stated density does have to happen because population is growing, but the key words are to do it right.  That is why he wanted to gear down and not go so fast.  He did not understand how the Council could approve this without allowing the people impacted to have the opportunity to meet and have their issues addressed.  

	Council Member Wilson stated there was a planning commission process, which the Council was notified of long ago.  This is the Council’s third step in the process; it is not the first day on this.  She has been engaged in the process and has reviewed the request.

	Council Member Bradshaw stated some comments he heard or received implied the sense of community is damaged with increased density, but that is not true.  He lived in a mixed housing stock neighborhood where intergenerational and different individuals lived, and felt it increased his value of community.  The population in the State is going to be increasing by a million people in the next 17 years and the majority of growth on the County line is going to be at the south end of it.  People have to accept that change is going to happen and recognize that there can still be great communities with increased density and diversity in housing stock.

	Council Member Wilson, seconded by Council Member Jensen, moved to waive the requirement to introduce the ordinances in a prior meeting per County Ordinance 2.04.160(A)(S), and to adopt the following ordinances: 1) Ordinance amending the Southwest Community General Plan; 2) ordinance rezoning property described in Application #30650 to the P-C Zone, with the associated revised master development agreement; and 3) ordinance approving Application #30650 a P-C Zone plan and the associated revised master development agreement.  The motion passed 7 to 1, authorizing the Vice Chair to sign the same, directing the County Clerk to attest his signature, and to publish the ordinance summary for the Southwest Community General Plan, and the ordinances approving a Planned Community Zone plan and Master Development Agreement, and the reclassification of property in a newspaper of general circulation, showing the vote to be 7 to 1 with Council Member DeBry voting “Nay.”

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

	THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS to come before the Council at this time, the meeting was adjourned at 5:30 P.M. until Tuesday, June 12, 2018, at 4:00 P.M.

		SHERRIE SWENSEN, COUNTY CLERK



		By  ________________________________                                                                   
		                         Deputy Clerk




__________________________________                                                                
CHAIR, SALT LAKE COUNTY COUNCIL



♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦

♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦   ♦♦♦
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