
PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL 
Work Meeting
1:00 PM, Tuesday, January 22, 2019
Room 310, City Conference Room
351 W. Center Street, Provo, UT 84601

Agenda

Roll Call

Prayer

Approval of Minutes

1 September 25, 2018 Joint Meeting with Energy Board 

2 September 25, 2018 Work Meeting 

Business

3 A Quarterly Financial Report on the 1st Quarter of FY 2018-2019. (19-007) 

4 A discussion on the issuance of up to $69,000,000 of general obligation bonds for the purpose of 
financing Fire, Police, and other City Facilities and related matters. (19-014) 

5 A semi-annual report from the from the Sustainability Committee. (19-016) 

6 A discussion on an appropriation for the Urban Deer Program. (18-061) 

7 A presentation on the Provo Airport and potential budget requests. (19-004) 

Break

Policy Items Referred from the Planning Commission

8 A discussion for a request to rezone approximately 14 acres, generally located at 2300 N 
University Parkway, from Regional Shopping Center (SC3) to Interim Transit Oriented 
Development (ITOD). Carterville Neighborhood. (PLRZ20180406) 

Business



9 A discussion for further consideration of an annexation petition for approximately 13.45 acres of 
property generally located at 5400 N Canyon Road (Peay Annexation). North Timpview and 
Riverbottoms Neighborhoods. (PLANEX20180355) 

10 A discussion on an affordable housing resolution and policy for Provo City. (18-070) 

11 A review of Council Board and Committee assignments, including a discussion regarding Council 
goals (Part 2 of 2). (19-002) 

12 A discussion on the use of the surplus property list. (19-015) 

Closed Meeting

Adjournment
Informal discussion may be held in the Council Conference Room between 4:30 pm and 5:30 pm.

Materials and Agenda:  http://publicdocuments.provo.org/OnBaseAgendaOnline
Council Blog: http://provocitycouncil.blogspot.com/

If you have a comment regarding items on the agenda, please email or write to Council Members. Their 
contact information is listed on the Provo website at: http://provo.org/government/city-council/meet-the-
council

The next scheduled Regular Council Meeting will be held on 2/5/2019 12:00:00 PM at 5:30 PM in the Council 
Chambers, 351 West Center Street, Provo, unless otherwise noticed. The Work Session meeting start times  is to be 
determined and will be noticed at least 24 hours prior to the meeting time, but typically begins between 1:00 and 
4:00pm.

Notice of Compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodations (including 
auxiliary communicative aides and services) during this meeting are invited to notify the Provo Council Office at 
351 W. Center, Provo, Utah 84601,  phone: (801) 852-6120 or email evanderwerken@provo.org at least three 
working days prior to the meeting. The meeting room in Provo City Center is fully accessible via the south parking 
garage access to the elevator. The Council Meeting is also broadcast live Provo Channel 17 at 
https://www.youtube.com/user/ProvoChannel17. The Work Meeting is broadcast live at 
https://www.youtube.com/user/ProvoCityCouncil. For access to past Work and Council Meetings, go to playlists on 
https://www.youtube.com/user/ProvoChannel17.

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

Notice of Compliance with Public Noticing Regulations
This meeting was noticed in compliance with Utah Code 52-4-202 and Provo City Code 14.02.010. Agendas and 
minutes are accessible through the Provo City website at council.provo.gov.  Council Meeting agendas are available 
through the Utah Public Meeting Notice website at pmn.utah.gov. Email subscriptions to the Utah Public Meeting 
Notice are available through their website.

Network for public access is “Provo Guest”, password “provoguest”.
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL 
Joint Meeting with the Provo Energy Board
12:00 PM, Tuesday, September 25, 2018
Room 310, City Conference Room
351 West Center Street, Provo, UT 84601

Roll Call (0:00:00)
The following elected officials and Energy Board members were present:

Council Chair Gary Winterton, conducting
Council Vice-chair David Harding
Councilor David Sewell
Councilor David Knecht
Councilor George Stewart
Councilor George Handley
Councilor Kay Van Buren, arrived 12:17 PM
Mayor Michelle Kaufusi
Brian Jones, Council & City Attorney

Ned Hill, Energy Board Chair
Cheryl Taylor, Energy Board
Paul Greenwood, Energy Board
Jeff Rose, Energy Board
Norm Wright, Energy Board
Scott Bunker, Assistant Energy Director
Tad Smallcomb, Systems Operations Manager
Charlie Fuller, Management Analyst
Kat Linford, Management Analyst

Excused: Travis Ball (Energy Director) and Cliff Strachan (Council Executive Director)

Council Attorney Brian Jones offered the prayer.

Agenda

1. A discussion on SWOT (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, Threats) analysis for strategic planning 
(0:41:44)

Scott Bunker, Assistant Energy Director, distributed a handout which detailed an analysis of the Provo Power 
organization’s strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats. Mr. Bunker shared this for the Council’s 
information regarding efforts of which the Energy Department was aware and sought to examine. 
Presentation only.

2. A discussion on reliability (0:06:23)

Tad Smallcomb, Systems Operations Manager, introduced the discussion on reliability. The Energy 
Department has an overarching goal to become the most reliable electric utility in the country, with 
superior customer service, competitive rates, and a safe environment for employees. This goal drives the 
decisions of the organization and their priorities. Mr. Smallcomb indicated that one measure of reliability 
is SAIDI, or the System Average Interruption Duration Index. SAIDI is calculated by dividing the total 
outages experienced by the total number of customers. Mr. Smallcomb referenced a handout which shared 
a SAIDI comparison between Provo Power and other agencies. The comparison broke down Provo 
Power’s data in several different views, showing monthly and annual trends, as well as the average.

The other measures reported in the comparison were:
 Investor-owned utilities (IOUs) (typically driven by investor returns over reliability)

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
https://youtu.be/IYeGOKpV66k
https://youtu.be/IYeGOKpV66k?t=2504
https://youtu.be/IYeGOKpV66k?t=383
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 COOP or rural utilities (typically receive government funding and service large areas on stretched 
systems, resulting in lower reliability)

 Public Power

Mr. Smallcomb briefly addressed safety considerations and a question from Chair Gary Winterton 
regarding capital improvement projects (CIPs) planning. Mr. Winterton noted that in many other areas of 
the City, it has been difficult to keep pace with the various infrastructure needs through CIP. Mr. 
Winterton wondered how Provo Power has been utilizing CIP and addressing static needs. Mr. 
Smallcomb explained details of the Energy Department CIP and also noted that the power grid and 
infrastructure has been designed with some built-in redundancy. Presentation only.

3. A discussion on time-of-use rates (0:21:19)

Charlie Fuller, Management Analyst, presented on time-of-use rates, and outlined various considerations 
and challenges of time-of-use rates. Ms. Fuller specifically outlined three rate structures which have been 
included in a proposal to redesign Provo Power’s rate structure:

 Coincident demand rate structure
 Time-of-use demand rate structure
 Time-of-use energy rate structure

Ms. Fuller explained each of these systems in detail and outlined benefits and disadvantages of each, both 
from an organizational standpoint and from a customer perspective. Presentation only.

4. A discussion on resources and Utah Municipal Power Agency (UMPA) (0:43:15)

Kevin Garlick, UMPA Power Resource Manager, and Layne Burlingham, UMPA CEO and General 
Manager, discussed and presented on two topics, the BYU Cogeneration project and the Public Utilities 
Regulatory Policies Act (which aims to promote energy conservation by reducing demand, and promoting 
greater use of domestic and renewable energy).

Paul Greenwood, Energy Board Member and BYU Director of Utilities, Engineering, and Maintenance, 
shared some updates regarding BYU’s energy generation facility. Mr. Greenwood indicated that they 
were in the midst of circulating information and educating those within the BYU organization about the 
terms of the program and how it could work.

Mr. Garlick explained that both he and Mr. Greenwood were trying to educate BYU’s leadership on the 
possibilities and limitations involved in the Cogeneration project. Both of them were sensitive to the 
effects to Provo City and the financial health of the general fund. Mr. Garlick explained that UMPA was 
committed to finding fair and equitable solutions for the many stakeholders involved in this and other 
projects. Mr. Greenwood was confident that an agreeable solution could be reached. Mr. Garlick briefly 
mentioned the Olmsted Power plant and the resources it represents for Provo’s power supply.

Mr. Garlick said that at the next UMPA Board Meeting, they would be announcing the development of a 
community solar project in Tooele County, in conjunction with Pacific Corp power lines. The intent was 
to connect these sources to UMPA cities in 2020 or 2021; the costs of solar operations have decreased and 
the timing is opportune to replace existing coal contracts when they are due to expire (the next expires in 
2020). Based on input from the Provo City council and other member cities, UMPA has observed that 
there is a desire to bring in renewable sources when it is economical to do so. Mr. Garlick and his 
colleagues acknowledged this significant step. The project was set to be presented at the September 
UMPA Board Meeting, with tentative approval to follow in October.

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
https://youtu.be/IYeGOKpV66k?t=1279
https://youtu.be/IYeGOKpV66k?t=2595
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Councilor David Sewell asked about the long-term vision for moving to renewable energy sources. He 
suggested that perhaps by the time of the next joint meeting of the Council and Energy Board, that they 
have in place a long-term goal and vision for how the City is going to move toward renewable sources, 
and how this can be communicated to residents. The Energy Board noted an opportunity for residents to 
attend a public meeting on October 18 sponsored by Provo Power and the Provo Sustainability 
Committee, with a guest from UMPA, regarding input on the Energy Department’s long-term plans. 
Public input would help shape the conversation about what goals the City pursues. As a member of 
UMPA, Provo City has a seat on the UMPA board and the City’s feedback helps to drive the future 
direction of the organization.

The forthcoming community solar project was a big step in the right direction, and Provo Power and 
UMPA continued to review other technologies to meet future needs. One challenge relates to the gas and 
coal contracts currently in place. Provo operates a gas plant, which is not renewable, but Provo Power is 
seeking to implement true renewable sources where possible, such as the Olmsted hydro-electric power 
plant and solar. There are still discussions with UMPA regarding a proposal to operate a community solar 
project in Spanish Fork. Councilors shared various comments and feedback, including comments 
regarding renewable energy, related policy considerations, and the upcoming public meeting.

Councilor George Stewart asked whether the market could sustain a reasonable rate for power without 
coal for a baseload. Mr. Garlick explained that UMPA has moved from coal to gas-fired combined cycle 
generation, however, by bringing in solar to replace coal, they would also need to bring in another 
resource to stabilize the baseload. Purchasing BYU Cogenerated power would be an important baseload 
resource for UMPA and Provo City. 

Ned Hill, Energy Board Chair, asked how the Council would like them to report back as a board. Mr. 
Winterton suggested perhaps the Council could request a report from the Energy Board more often; he 
thanked the Board members, Provo Power staff, and UMPA representatives for joining the Council for 
the joint meeting and expressed appreciation for their work.

Adjournment
Adjourned by unanimous consent.

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL 
Work Meeting
1:00 PM, Tuesday, September 25, 2018
Room 310, City Conference Room
351 W Center St., Provo, UT 84601
The meeting began at 1:20 PM.

Agenda (0:00:00)

Roll Call
The following elected officials were present:

Council Chair Gary Winterton, conducting
Council Vice-chair David Harding
Councilor David Knecht
Councilor David Sewell
Councilor George Stewart
Councilor George Handley
Councilor Kay Van Buren, arrived 1:23 PM
Mayor Michelle Kaufusi

Excused: Cliff Strachan, Council Executive Director; Wayne Parker, CAO; Isaac Paxman, Deputy Mayor

Prayer
The prayer was offered by Councilor David Sewell.

Approval of Minutes
August 16, 2018 Joint Meeting with the Provo School Board 
September 11, 2018 Work Meeting 
Approved by unanimous consent.

Business

1. A presentation on recommendations regarding a budget committee (18-075) (0:03:53)

Mayor Kaufusi introduced Norm Wright, Dean of UVU’s Woodbury School of Business, who presented 
several recommendations for a budget committee. Mr. Wright introduced several colleagues who had 
collaborated on the recommendations: David Connelly, UVU Associate Vice President of Academic 
Programs; and Jim Mortensen, Director of Business Graduate Programs at the UVU Woodbury School of 
Business. Mr. Wright outlined the recommendations, which were prepared using public administration 
resources, such as the Government Finance Officers Association, National League of Cities, and the 
International City/County Management Association.

Councilors shared comments and feedback, and discussed various factors for a Council budget committee. 
Councilor George Stewart felt that ultimately, the Council was the committee because it was their 
responsibility to approve the budget. He felt that the Council’s budget committee was not as useful as he had 
hoped, due to the limitations of a 3-member committee. Councilor David Harding noted that the policy and 
statutory responsibility is already in place; he felt it was typically in practice where the process was less clear. 

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
https://youtu.be/TYq2ofpYUZs
https://youtu.be/TYq2ofpYUZs?t=233
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He felt that the process last spring was very thorough in having departments present and report in advance; 
much of the review and work was completed in advance. Mr. Harding also noted that it could be 
advantageous to have a group to grant an advisory capacity regarding the budget and advising the Council.

Mr. Wright clarified that an advisory committee would report to the Administration, similar to the other City 
boards and commissions. Mr. Stewart had concerns about that format; unless the committee were appointed 
jointly, it would ultimately become a tool for the Administration, rather than the Council. Councilor George 
Handley noted that it seemed the discussion was touching on four separate groups: an audit committee, a 
committee under the Mayor and Administration, a Council-appointed committee, and a joint committee. Mr. 
Handley suggested the Council determine what was needed and wanted, then crafting a solution to meet those 
aspects. Councilors continued to discuss various aspects of the budgeting and budget review process.

Councilor David Sewell suggested that a committee could be very useful in moving toward priority-based 
budgeting. Mr. Wright acknowledged that the policy and/or financial analysts would be very involved with 
that process. Mr. Handley expressed that some preliminary training and orientation with the budget for new 
Councilors could be useful in the future. Mr. Wright addressed priority-based budgeting, explaining that 
while it requires more work to do a priority-based budget, the work was happening anyway—primarily it 
would just require more coordination to report results that are used as metrics. Mr. Wright noted that the 
Council has their statutory responsibilities related to the budget, but if a committee were simply duplicating 
efforts and were not helpful to the Council or Mayor, it would not make sense to have this redundancy. If the 
intent were to improve and implement a budgeting process, then a committee could be helpful.

Councilors shared additional comments regarding the composition of a budget committee and how it would 
interface with the Council’s work. Some Councilors were inclined to see through the process utilized during 
the last budget review, as they found directors’ presentations on their budgets to be informative and useful. 
Mayor Michelle Kaufusi indicated that the Administration planned to continue that process for the upcoming 
budget review; she felt it worked well and made a difference in how the process went. Councilor Kay Van 
Buren noted that while the Mayor and Council seemed fairly aligned on the current discussion of the budget 
process, that that may not always be the case; he felt that maintaining a degree of separation was helpful in 
keeping consistency and delineating the respective statutory responsibilities.

Mr. Wright explained that there is so much variety in practice across cities and how they implement priority-
based budgeting; there were certainly opportunities for variability for Provo’s process.

Motion: Gary Winterton moved to have the Council Policy Analysts prepare two or three options for 
how to form a budget committee and a plan for moving forward. Seconded by David Knecht.

Brian Jones, Council Attorney, provided additional guidance regarding the statutory responsibilities related to 
the budget; the Mayor has a statutory duty to prepare budget, while the Council has a statutory duty to review 
and approve the budget. Mr. Jones noted that past issues arose due to either the Mayor or Council trying to 
step into the role of the other. He suggested articulating with more clarity what the desired outcome was and 
what the role of the committee would be.

Councilors wished to further review the recommendations presented by Mr. Wright and to gain a better 
understanding of how those recommendations would work in practice. Following additional review of the 
recommendations by Councilors, the discussion would be resumed at a later time.

Mr. Winterton withdrew his motion.

Presentation only. This item was continued to a future Work Meeting discussion.  

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
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2. A discussion regarding the Salt Lake Chamber's Affordable Housing Resolution (18-070) (1:02:20)

Councilor David Knecht shared feedback from the Council’s Housing Committee regarding the resolution 
and the Salt Lake Chamber’s request for the Council to adopt it. Councilors shared comments and feedback. 
Among the comments, Councilor George Stewart expressed concern about approving a resolution without 
knowing the implications or how it would be used. Mr. Knecht explained that the resolution was aimed at 
cities doing little to nothing, whereas Provo could support it and indeed already was due to the extensive 
efforts of the City with housing issues. Councilor George Handley added that the resolution essentially 
requires a yes or no response from cities; it puts pressure on cities that have tried to coast along and are not 
pulling their weight. He felt that the risks of not signing the resolution were high.

The Housing Committee had proposed to strike “including exercising restraint in impact and permit fee 
increases” and to strike “including zoning, impact and other fees, and other potential impacts” from the 
resolution text. The Committee felt these elements should be considered in those important discussions, but 
felt it advisable that the City not commit to those measures—those elements were worth a discussion but not 
necessarily a commitment in the resolution itself. Council Attorney Brian Jones noted several grammatical 
adjustments to the text of the resolution.

Motion: George Handley moved to forward the resolution to the October 9, 2018 Council Meeting for 
approval as amended. Seconded by David Sewell. 

Roll call vote: Approved 7:0.

3. A discussion regarding public comments received from the Draft Environmental Assessment and 
an update on the Final Environmental Assessment preparation for the proposed Land and Water 
Conversion Fund property conversion (17-036) (0:51:00)

Ron Clegg, Clegg Consult, presented. Mr. Clegg has been the Parks and Recreation Department’s consultant 
on the environmental assessment. Mr. Clegg addressed the comments received in various formats from 
approximately 25 individuals. Given the volume of comments received and the substantive changes in the 
process of revising the assessment to adequately address the comments, Mr. Clegg explained that the revised 
assessment would be put out for another 30-day comment period on the following Monday. Mr. Clegg and 
Parks and Recreation staff also provided an update on the interlocal agreement draft.

Regarding the forthcoming round of public comment, Thomas McKenna, Parks Project Manager, explained 
that the public comment period would be noticed in the newspaper and City website, distributed by email to 
the Council and neighborhood chairs, and that a print copy would also be available in Customer Service as in 
the previous comment period. Scott Henderson, Parks and Recreation Director, thanked all who were part of 
the process thus far. Presentation only.

4. A discussion on temporary Justice Court judges (18-089) (1:10:49)

John Borget, Administrative Services Director, presented. Councilor David Harding asked whether appointing 
such a broad list of judges as possible temporary Justice Court judges put Provo citizens at risk to go before a 
judge whose background may not be at the level of Judge Rick Romney. Mr. Borget explained that the 
occasions in which a temporary judge would be present would be rare. Originally the Justice Court had 
proposed adopting a blanket list of all possible judges, as permitted by statute; ultimately, Judge Romney and 
ReAnnun Newton, Justice Court Administrator, reviewed the list and have prepared these recommendations 
with the selected judges listed. Mr. Borget explained that Judge Romney was in court and that Ms. Newton 
was out of the office, but that additional questions could be addressed to them if desired.

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
https://youtu.be/TYq2ofpYUZs?t=3740
https://youtu.be/TYq2ofpYUZs?t=3060
https://youtu.be/TYq2ofpYUZs?t=4249


Pending minutes – awaiting approval

4
https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
Elizabeth VanDerwerken – Executive Assistant

Motion: George Stewart moved to place this item on the October 9, 2018 Council Meeting Consent 
Agenda. Seconded by David Knecht.

Roll call vote: Approved 7:0.

5. A discussion on the appointment of a Justice Court Constable (18-091) (1:15:46)

John Borget, Administrative Services Director, shared a memo from the Justice Court staff outlining Judge 
Rick Romney and Reannun Newton’s hearty recommendation of Bob Conner to be reappointed as Constable. 

The Constable Nominating Commission (comprised of Gary Winterton, Council Chair; Robert West, City 
Attorney; Rich Ferguson, Chief of Police; Rick Romney, Justice Court Judge; and David Olpin, Provo 
resident) were unanimous in recommending the retroactive appointment of Mr. Conner, effective July 1, 
2017. Mr. Conner was present to answer any questions from the Council.

Motion: George Stewart moved to place this item on the October 9, 2018 Consent Agenda. Seconded 
by George Handley.

Roll call vote: Approved 7:0.

Policy Items Referred from the Planning Commission

6. A discussion on a request for a Zone Change from Public Facilities (PF) to Agriculture 1 (A1.1) 
for 5.89 acres located at 1437 E 2300 N. Rock Canyon neighborhood. (PLRZ20180239) (1:32:27)

Aaron Ardmore, Planner, presented. Mr. Ardmore highlighted the property, which is currently vacant with a 
ranger station and some storage area. The applicant has proposed subdividing the property into three lots for 
single-family homes. The lots would be just under two acres each and would not be able to be further 
subdivided. Mr. Ardmore noted that there was not a large amount of buildable area within each of the lots due 
to the topography, geologic hazards, and presence of a fault line (unbuildable areas marked with dense 
hatching on the map). Mr. Ardmore addressed a question regarding the General Plan designation (which 
recommends residential), noting that the agricultural zoning would prevent each of the three lots from further 
subdivision (which may have been possible under the R1.10 zone designation). Mr. Ardmore also noted the 
zoning regulations and requirements which would apply to the property, including size restrictions, yard 
setbacks, open space, and a 35-foot height restriction. These standards coupled with the geologic and 
topographical limitations would together regulate the ultimate size of any structure built.

Councilors shared comments and feedback on the proposal, including the following:
 Councilor George Handley noted that the visual appearance of the street would still be more or less 

uniform. He felt as long as the scale were similar, it would be a suitable request.
 Councilor David Harding felt that residential zones had certain protections for residential uses and 

against uses potentially in conflict with a residential area. He wondered whether the RA (Residential 
Agricultural) zone would help bridge the gaps and to make the change more suitable for the area.

 Councilor George Stewart asked whether Community Development had any concerns and whether 
there were any road issues. Mr. Ardmore expressed that they echoed Councilor David Harding’s 
comment about choosing the appropriate zone. Mr. Ardmore and planning staff felt that this change 
was congruent with the intent for the neighborhood. There were no road issues for the properties.

 Councilor David Knecht asked if a development agreement had been discussed. Mr. Ardmore said the 
applicant has agreed to apply restrictive covenants to the lots in order to remove agricultural uses that 
could be a nuisance to the residential area. Bill Peperone, Community Development Assistant 
Director, indicated that a restrictive covenant should be coupled with a development agreement to 
ensure that the City has the possibility of renegotiating the terms at a future time, if needed. Mr. 

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
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Ardmore indicated that before the plat would be recorded, he could work with the applicant to obtain 
a copy of the restrictive covenants and use these in drafting a development agreement.

Motion: George Stewart moved to prepare an ordinance authorizing the negotiation and execution of 
the development agreement, with the effective date of the rezone to be the date of execution 
of the development agreement. Seconded by Kay Van Buren.

Council Attorney Brian Jones would prepare the amended ordinance for the Council Meeting that evening.

Roll call vote: Approved 7:0.

Business

7. A presentation on Ranked Choice Voting by FairVote (18-088) (1:43:39)

Councilor David Harding introduced the discussion on ranked choice voting (RCV), which was presented by 
former Councilor Stan Lockhart. Mr. Lockhart outlined the bill adopted by the Legislature which allowed 
cities the option to enact RCV in 2019 municipal elections. Mr. Lockhart outlined various benefits of RCV 
and the similarity to the partisan caucus process. Mr. Lockhart felt that RCV encouraged active engagement 
in the political process, which he felt was the intent for the design of representative government. Mr. Lockhart 
also addressed the implications for candidates and how campaigns are run. Overall, the main challenge is 
educating the public, as it can be a confusing transition for voters used to the traditional election process.

Councilors shared comments and feedback throughout the presentation. Councilor George Handley shared 
one concern that RCV seemed to invite more candidates—it seemed there could be danger of validating the 
campaign of someone with a particularly extreme position. He recognized that this was part of being in a 
democracy, but such an extreme position may be given more air time, so to speak, in a RCV election. Other 
Councilors discussed how RCV could impact the campaign timelines and logistics for candidates, as well as 
the economic impact to cities (as RCV removes the need for a primary election).

Mr. Lockhart explained that Provo would need to give indication of a decision on RCV by January 1, 2019. 
He has been encouraging cities throughout Utah to try the system. The Legislature has wanted to see how 
RCV plays out in individual cities before pursuing anything seriously at a State-wide level.

Mr. Harding demonstrated how results are collected and tabulated in a RCV election. Mr. Handley felt that an 
election where party affiliations are strongly different was very different in nature than choosing a dessert 
preference (as participants did in the demonstration). Mr. Harding explained that he felt RCV better reflected 
the will of the electorate as a whole. Councilors continued to discuss various pros and cons of the system, 
particularly the shift of minority candidates to the full campaign duration, rather than being eliminated during 
the primary election. Mr. Lockhart outlined several additional considerations related to this.

Mr. Harding asked the Council whether they had any other questions or details for the committee or analysts 
to examine and report. He hoped the Council could reach a decision by the end of the year. Several 
Councilors expressed that they were generally in favor, but some needed more time to think about the issue. 
Mr. Handley shared a lingering concern about the quantity of candidates and the impediments to holding 
meaningful dialogue and debate with so many candidates. He could see that RCV gives a stronger sense in the 
end that a majority candidate has been selected, but it seemed somewhat unwieldly to manage. Councilor 
David Sewell expressed his favor of RCV. He felt that the biggest problem in politics was the corrosive, 
uncivil atmosphere; RCV was not a magic bullet, but had the potential to move the needle in the right 
direction toward a more civil discourse in politics. Mr. Harding noted that the City has successfully 

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
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transitioned to vote-by-mail with the aid of education efforts; he felt RCV was a good companion to vote-by-
mail, as it provides an inherent opportunity and time for voters to do research.

Amanda Ercanbrack, City Recorder, recently attended a presentation on rank-choice voting in Goshen. She 
noted that many city recorders have concerns about getting the results. There could be difficulties with 
updating the election maps, a timely canvass, and timeliness of tabulating results. She felt those issues could 
be overcome, but should be part of the overall conversation and considerations. Presentation only.

Closed Meeting

8. The Municipal Council or the Governing Board of the Redevelopment Agency will consider a 
motion to close the meeting for the purposes of holding a strategy session to discuss pending or 
reasonably imminent litigation, and/or to discuss the purchase, sale, exchange, or lease of real 
property, and/or the character, professional competence, or physical or mental health of an 
individual in conformance with § 52-4-204 and 52-4-205 et. seq., Utah Code. None requested.

Brian Jones, Council Attorney, outlined the proceedings for the evening Council Meeting with regard to the 
statutory process for public hearings related to several different aspects of the general obligation bond. 
Councilors shared comments and Mr. Jones responded to various questions. Discussion only.

Adjournment
Adjourned by unanimous consent.

https://documents.provo.org/onbaseagendaonline
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To the Citizens 
Of Provo City 

e are proud to present the City of Provo’s Popular Annual 
Financial Report (PAFR) for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
2018. This report gives readers a summary of the City’s 
financial standing. The purpose of the PAFR is to illus-

trate the City’s financial information in a clear, concise manner giving 
all readers, both financial and non-financial, the understanding of 
where the revenue comes from and where dollars are being spent. Most 
importantly, it is essential that our citizens understand the key services 
that the City provides to make Provo a safer and more enjoyable place 
in which to work, live, and play.  
 
The PAFR summarizes the financial activities of the City and is drawn 
from a more detailed report called the Comprehensive Annual Financial 
Report (CAFR). The CAFR includes financial statements that were pre-
pared in conformance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles 
(GAAP) and audited by Hansen, Malmrose, Bradshaw and Erickson, 
P.C., an independent auditing firm. The 2018 CAFR has received an un-
modified (clean) opinion. The numbers contained within the CAFR 
were acquired by applying the basis of accounting principles as pre-
scribed by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB).  
 
Although the numbers used in the PAFR come from an audited source, we have presented them in a condensed, 
easy to understand, non-GAAP format. GAAP reports deal with the presentation of segregated funds as well as 
full disclosure of all material financial and non-financial events in notes to the financial statements, while non-
GAAP reports do not contain such notes. Citizens who wish to review audited GAAP basis financial statements 
can refer to the City of Provo’s CAFR, which is available from the Finance Department or on the City of Provo’s 
website at provo.org. 
 
As a municipality, we want to continue awareness, accountability, and transparency of the City’s financial infor-
mation. We anticipate that after reading the PAFR, community members will be reassured that public dollars 
are being used to build a better, safer, and stronger Provo. With the help of all departments, the City, in 2018 
has accomplished many goals set within the 2030 vision. All of these positive achievements have helped to in-
crease growth and success in our City. We look forward to the future and growth of the City.  
  
We are honored to serve the citizens of Provo and hope you enjoy reviewing the 2018 PAFR. We welcome any 

input, questions, and comments you may have regarding this report. You may contact the Finance Division at 

801-852-6505. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Michelle Kaufusi 

 Mayor 

W 

 

GFOA Outstanding Achievement Award  

for the 2017 PAFR 



 

2 

Provo City Popular Annual Financial Report  June 30, 2018 

The City of Provo was incorporated in 1851 

and is located in a metropolitan area that 

has a dynamic and diverse economy. The 

City has been given numerous awards as 

one of the finest cities to live and do busi-

ness in the United States.   

The City has a diverse manufacturing and 

industrial base. Major industries include 

retail business, light manufacturing, soft-

ware development, and a university com-

munity.  This diversity stabilizes the un-

employment rate and offers a broad range 

of employment opportunities.  

Top 10 Provo Employers 
 

1) Brigham Young University 

2) Utah Valley Regional Medical 
Center 

3) Vivint, Inc. 

4) RBD Acquisition Sub, Inc. 

5) Central Utah Medical Clinic 

6) Chrysalis Utah, Inc. 

7) Nu Skin International Inc. 

8) Qualtrics, LLC 

9) Results Customer Solutions, 

LLC 

10) UHS of Provo Canyon, Inc. 

  
 
 
 
 

Provo 
 At a Glance 

Provo’s economy continues to outperform the 

national economy. The City closely monitors 

the current economic environment and plans 

and budgets for the future accordingly. You 

can view the City’s budget at provo.org. 

Provo City’s estimated population in 2018 was 123,336. 

 

23.6  
Median Age in Provo 
*As of 2016 

42.5% 
Adults over  25 with  
Bachelor’s degree or higher  
*As of 2017 

54  
Parks in Provo 

33,517  
students at BYU 

22  
public schools in Provo 

35.4  
Miles of Pathways/ 
Trailheads 

40.8%  
Homeownership  
*As of 2017 

2,790  
People per square mile 



 

3 

Provo City Popular Annual Financial Report  June 30, 2018 

  

Meet the Elected Officials 

Michelle Kaufusi 

Mayor 

 

Left to right: 
David Harding (vice-chair), Kay Van Buren,  

George Handley, George Stewart, Dave Knecht,  
Gary Winterton (chair), Dave Sewell 

 
Not pictured: Cliff Strachan (Executive Director) 

City Council 

Chief Administrative Officer ............................ Wayne Parker 

Chief Deputy Mayor’s Office .......................... Isaac Paxman 

Chief Deputy Economic Development ............ Dixon Holmes 

City Attorney .................................................... Robert West 

Police Chief ................................................... Rich Ferguson  

Fire Chief ....................................................... James Miguel 

Parks and Recreation ................................. Scott Henderson 

Library Services .............................................. Gene Nelson 

Energy .................................................................. Travis Ball 

Community Development ................................ Gary McGinn 

Redevelopment ................................................ David Walter 

Public Works ................................................... David Decker 

Administrative Services ..................................... John Borget 

Customer Service ............................................ Karen Larsen 

City Administration 
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Mayor—The Mayor’s Office enforces laws appli-

cable to those residing or conducting business in 

Provo, executes policies adopted by the Munici-

pal Council, prepares and submits the annual city 

budget, and recommends for adoption such 

measures as may be deemed necessary or prop-

er for the efficient operation of the City. 

Community Development—Community Devel-

opment is responsible for regulating land devel-

opment that takes place within the city.  Zoning, 

planning, and building work together to provide 

the City with an aesthetically pleasing, clean, and 

safe environment. 

Economic Development—Economic Develop-

ment is responsible for encouraging economic 

growth in Provo City by bringing new businesses 

to Provo and encouraging growth in existing busi-

nesses. 

Administrative Services—Administrative Ser-

vices is comprised of the Finance, Human Re-

sources, and Information Systems divisions with-

in the General Fund.  Administrative Services is 

also responsible for the administration of the Jus-

tice Court and for facility maintenance throughout 

the City of Provo. 

Attorney’s Office—The Attorney’s Office pro-

vides the City with a broad range of legal ser-

vices, including criminal prosecution, litigation, 

claims and risk management, and safety.  The 

Attorney’s Office also initiates and defends civil 

lawsuits on behalf of Provo City, reviews con-

tracts, participates in negotiations, and provides 

legal opinions. 

Parks and Recreation—The Parks and Recrea-

tion department oversees the maintenance of all 

parks throughout Provo.  The recreation center, 

the gun range, Peaks Ice Arena, and the Covey 

Center are also managed by this department, as 

well as all youth and adult recreation programs. 

Police—The Police Department provides re-

sponse to community-initiated calls for service 

and enforces all laws. The department provides 

proactive policing and service to the community 

including animal control, community-based pollu-

tion, and crime prevention.   

Fire—The Fire Department is responsible for the 

delivery of emergency and support services in the 

following areas:  fire prevention and education, 

inspection services, fire suppression, emergency 

medical treatment and ambulance transport, res-

cue services, and hazardous materials response. 

Library—The Provo City Library provides the 

community with a center for information, instruc-

tion, learning, leisure, and cultural opportunities.  

The library has over 215 thousand items in adult 

and children’s circulation, along with access to 

thousands of online eBooks and audiobooks. 

Energy—The Energy Department provides relia-

ble electricity with superior customer service at a 

competitive price to the residents and businesses 

in Provo. 

Public Works—The Public Works Department is 

responsible for maintaining streets in Provo, gar-

bage collection, water resources and reclamation, 

storm drain maintenance, airport administration, 

and fleet management. 

Redevelopment—The Redevelopment Agency 

undertakes programs and projects to revitalize 

Provo’s central business district and the sur-

rounding central-city neighborhoods.   

Customer Service—The Customer Service De-

partment provides residents with a way to report 

issues and acquire information from the City. The 

department also provides other services such as 

issuing passports and accepting utility payments. 

The following includes brief highlights of major departments and services within Provo City.  Please 

refer to the Provo City website at provo.org for any additional information about departments or ser-

vices described. 

   
 
 

 
 

Key Services 
Of Provo City  
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Duncan Aviation chose Provo as its full service 

western expansion to perform maintenance, re-

pair, and overhaul business aircraft. They will in-

vest over $80 million and create about 450 jobs.  

UVX: From 2017–2018, the State constructed 

a bus rapid transit system for the Provo-Orem 

area, connecting the two Frontrunner stations, 

BYU and UVU, and commercial centers.   

   
 
 
 
 

Significant Events 
of Provo City 

East Bay: Woodside Capital purchased and 

began revitalizing the East Bay Shopping Cen-

ter earlier in 2018. New tenants for 2019 in-

clude ROSS Dress for Less and others. 

Medical School: Wasatch Educational acquired 

21 acres of Provo’s East Bay Golf Course to build 

a proposed medical school. The school will eventu-

ally bring 1,500 jobs to Provo once it’s in operation. 
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Statement of Net Position 

The City’s governmental activities’ increased $5.6 million in total net position, which represents a 
1.63% increase from the prior year’s net position.  The City’s business-type activities’ increased $20.1 
million in total net position, which represents a 7.68% increase from the prior year’s net position. The 
City, as a whole, increased total net position by $25.7 million, which is a 4.26% increase from the prior 
year. The full Statement of Net Position can be located in our CAFR, located at provo.org. 

Unrestricted net position represents the available funds the City has at a point in time to pay 
for emergencies, shortfalls, or other unexpected needs in both the Governmental and Business-
Type Activities. Unrestricted net position allows management to track the City’s financial position 
over time. The city’s unrestricted net position increased during this fiscal year primarily due to 
the lack of new debt and expenditure of funds related to restricted cash projects.  
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Statement of Activities 

• General  Govern-

ment 

• Fire 

• Police 

• Streets 

• Parks & Recrea-

tion 

• Engineering 

• Library 

• Debt Service 

• Housing Consor-

tium 

• Redevelopment 

• Community De-

velopment  

• Economic Devel-

opment 

• Arts Council 

• Trust & Agency 

Functions of Governmental Activities 

Functions of Business-Type Activities 

• Airport 

• Energy 

• Golf 

• Water 

• Wastewater 

• Utility Transporta-

tion 

• Sanitation 

• Storm Drain 

As shown in the graphs above, both the Governmental and Business-type activities show trends of 
increasing revenues. Expenditures have been consistently lower than revenues for both Govern-
mental and Business-type activities. The increase in Governmental activities expenditures in 2018 
was a result of spending more on public safety and refunding the Rec Center bond. Although re-
funding the Rec Center bond had upfront costs, doing so will save the City money over the dura-
tion of the bond.    
 

The full, disclosed Statement of Activities can be located in our CAFR located at provo.org. 
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Where General Fund 
 Money Comes From  

The General Fund is the general operating fund of the City and supports day-to-day operations. By law, the 

City may only have one general fund. For data on all city funds, please view the CAFR at provo.org. The Gen-

eral Fund is comprised of the following departments:  

• General City Departments • Justice Court  • Emergency Response  • Trust & Agency 
• Mtn. Vista                         • B&C Roads  • Covey Center 
 
 
Below is five-year comparison of the General Fund total revenues and transfers in:  

The largest source of revenue for the General 

Fund was sales tax (27.7%), followed by trans-

fers in from other funds (17.3%). 

General Fund Revenues 

 

As shown above, sales tax continues to increase, which is a good indicator Provo’s economy is continuing to 

grow.  Admission revenues in the Recreation Center have continued to trend toward significant increases over 

prior years. 
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Where General Fund 
Money Goes 

Below is a five-year comparison of General Fund expenditures and transfers out. Expenditures in all 

departments increased in fiscal year 2018, with the exceptions of General Government and Commu-

nity Revitalization. Increases are due primarily to rising personnel and overhead costs. 

The General Fund’s largest department continues to be the Police Department (30.1%) followed by Parks 

and Recreation (17.4%) and the Fire Department (16.2%). 

General Fund Expenditures 

 

General Fund Full-Time Equivalent (FTE) 

 Summary by Department 

 

Police Department ............................................ 172 

Parks and Recreation ....................................... 146 

Fire Department .................................................. 80 

Administrative Services ....................................... 36 

Public Services .................................................... 33 

General Government .......................................... 36 

Community Revitalization ................................... 30 

Justice Court ....................................................... 10 
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General Fund 
Fund Balance 

Fund balance is the difference between the General 

Fund’s assets and liabilities. It is the net worth of the 

City. The “unassigned” fund balance is an indica-

tion of the amount of available resources the City has 

at a point in time to fund emergencies, shortfalls, or 

other unexpected needs.  

The ratio depicted below is determined by dividing 

the amount of unassigned fund balance by the gen-

eral fund revenue and subsidy transfers. The Munici-

pal Council has established a goal to have unassigned 

general fund balance between 20%-25%.  

Unassigned fund balance increased by $3.2 million or 32.8%, which was caused by revenues exceeding the 

budget due to a strong local and national economy, as well as by funds that were budgeted and not spent. See 

our complete disclosed information in our CAFR, Basic Financial Statements located at provo.org. 

 



 

11 

Provo City Popular Annual Financial Report  June 30, 2018 

  
 
 

Library Fund 

The Library Fund is the largest single special revenue fund within Provo City. The Provo City Library is funded 
primarily by property tax dollars. The Library was founded over 100 years ago with the goal of being a communi-
ty center for information, instruction, leisure, and cultural opportunities. In one year, the Library checks out 
over 1.5 million items, which includes newer formats such as downloadable e-books and audiobooks. During fis-
cal year 2018 the library had nearly 80,000 people attend the 1,412 programs held for children, teens, and adults. 
The Library also opened the Basement Creative Lab, an audiovisual production studio space, available free to 
Provo residents. 
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Property Tax 
Summary 

The City of Provo receives a portion of the property taxes collected on all real property located within the City. 
These tax dollars support public safety services such as those provided by police and fire departments, as well 
as many other critical government functions.  

Top Ten Property Taxpayers for Provo City 
 (amounts expressed in thousands) 

Property Tax Burden for $200,000  Market Value Property 

 

* 

The majority of the real estate taxes paid by 
Provo City residents are allocated to the Pro-
vo School District. Certain rounding has oc-
curred for ease of presentation. 

Tax Received by Provo 17.5% 

Tax Payer     Type of Busi-   2018 Assessed Valuations     % Total of Valuation  

SIR Properties Trust (formerly Novell) Technology   $               85,061   1.98% 

Nu Skin International Inc   Retail                     82,826    1.93% 

Brixton Provo Mall LLC   Retail                    49,600   1.15% 

Central Utah Investment Company LLC (et al) Investments                   44,216    1.03% 

Union Pacific Railroad Company  Transportation                   35,661   0.83% 

IHC Hospitals Inc                       31,617    0.73% Health Care   

Timpanogos Land Holdings LLC  Real Estate                    31,187   0.72% 

Questar Gas     Utilities                     29,940    0.70% 

Esnet Riverwoods Properties LLC  Retail                    27,959   0.65% 

B+F Timpanogos Tech Center   Technology                     25,045    0.58% 

    Subtotal                  443,112   10.29% 

    All Others               3,859,398   89.71% 

       $          4,302,510   100.00% 

         

Assessed value is the portion of property value that is taxed. Amounts listed are for the collections year ending December 31, 
2017.  Source: Utah County Auditor 
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Enterprise Funds 
Enterprise funds are used to account for those City operations that are financed and operated in a man-
ner similar to private business. Readers interested in more details should read the Comprehensive An-
nual Financial Report (CAFR) available at provo.org.   

Enterprise Fund FTE Summary by Department 

Energy…….69          Water…….35          Wastewater…….30          Airport…….4           

Sanitation…….19                  Storm Drain…….13          Golf…….14          Ice Sheet…….15 

 

*Includes  the Sanitation, Storm Drain, Utility Transportation, & Golf Course funds in FY2014-

FY2017.  The Ice Sheet fund was added to the other nonmajor funds in the FY2018 calculations 

because the City assumed responsibility for the Peaks Ice Arena that year. 
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Debt Summary 
Citywide 

Over the course of 2018, the City refunded the Rec Center bond, (general obligation bond), 
which will save the City money in the long run.  More information regarding the City’s debt 
can be found in the Long-Term Debt note in the CAFR located at provo.org. 

 

At fiscal year end, the City had $120.8 million in long-term debt outstanding which represents a 0.96% in-
crease from the prior year. Provo City has employed a variety of financing techniques for capital improve-
ments, as described below: 
 
General Obligation Bonds:  These bonds allow municipalities to borrow money to fund capital improve-
ments and infrastructure. Repayment of General Obligation Bonds is guaranteed by the “full faith and credit” 
of the City.  
 
Revenue Bonds:  Revenue bonds are secured by the issuer pledging specific revenues either from the pro-
jects being financed and/or other dedicated revenue sources such as franchise fees of utility service revenue.  
 
Capital Leases: The City uses capital leases to purchase vehicles and equipment.  

Debt Activity (in $000s) 
Balance at 
6/30/2017   

Net Debt Added 
(Issued)   

Net Debt Repaid 
(Retired)   

Balance at 
6/30/2018 

Compensated Absences            8,414                   11,772                  (11,336)            8,850  

Capital Leases            6,793                          -                          (996)             5,797  

General Obligation Bonds:          34,867                   30,077                  (29,533)          35,411  

General Revenue Bonds          25,702                          10                     (2,144)           23,568  

Energy Revenue Bonds          18,743                         -                         (780)          17,963  

Water Revenue Bonds          11,208                          -                          (452)           10,756  

Wastewater Revenue Bonds            9,347                         -                         (376)            8,971  

Stormwater Revenue Bonds            4,559                          -                          (601)             3,958  

Sales Tax Revenue Bonds  -                    5,529                        (22)            5,507  

Total:  $     119,633     $             47,388     $            (46,240)    $    120,781  

Historical Debt (in $000s) 2018   2017   2016   2015   2014   2013 

General Obligation Bonds  $        35,411    $    34,867    $    36,555    $    38,213    $    41,039    $    42,850  

General Revenue Bonds            23,568          25,702          27,738          29,765          31,699          31,250  

Utility Revenue Bonds            41,648         43,857         46,013         48,302           6,257         11,153  

Sales Tax Revenue Bonds              5,507                 -                   -                   -                   -                   -    

Capital Leases              5,797           6,793           5,500              462              919           1,370  

Notes Payable                   -                   -                   -                   43               188               327  

Compensated Absences              8,850           8,414           7,828           7,558           7,467           7,347  

Total:   $       120,781    $  119,633    $  123,634    $  124,343    $    87,569    $    94,297  
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Top Rankings 
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     Contact Us:   
    General - 801.852.6000 

    Finance - 801.852.6505 
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Final Bond Resolution

RESOLUTION NO. 2019-__

A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE SALE AND AUTHORIZING THE 
ISSUANCE OF $__________ GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS, SERIES 
2019 OF PROVO CITY, UTAH; FIXING THE INTEREST RATES TO BE 
BORNE THEREBY; PROVIDING FOR THE LEVY OF TAXES TO PAY 
PRINCIPAL OF AND INTEREST ON THE BONDS; PROVIDING FOR THE USE 
OF THE PROCEEDS THEREOF; MAKING CERTAIN FINDINGS AND 
COVENANTS IN CONNECTION THEREWITH; PROVIDING FOR A SYSTEM 
OF REGISTRATION THEREFOR; RATIFYING ACTIONS HERETOFORE 
TAKEN; MAKING CERTAIN REPRESENTATIONS AND COVENANTS 
CONCERNING MAINTENANCE OF THE TAX-EXEMPT STATUS OF 
INTEREST THEREON UNDER THE FEDERAL INCOME TAX LAWS; 
AUTHORIZING THE CIRCULATION OF AN OFFICIAL STATEMENT; 
APPROVING THE FORM AND AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A 
CONTINUING DISCLOSURE UNDERTAKING AND PROVIDING FOR 
RELATED MATTERS.

***            ***            ***

WHEREAS, at the special bond election duly and lawfully called and held in Provo City, 
Utah (the “Issuer”), on November 6, 2018 (the “Bond Election”), the issuance of up to 
$69,000,000 of general obligation bonds was authorized for the purpose of paying the costs of 
acquiring, constructing, and equipping in the downtown area a new police and fire headquarters, 
emergency dispatch center, and city hall; acquiring, constructing, and equipping a new fire station 
to replace the fire station on Canyon Road; and providing for related improvements in Provo City 
(the “Project”), the result of which election was declared by the Municipal Council, sitting as a 
Board of Canvassers, on November 20, 2018;

WHEREAS, the Issuer has not heretofore issued any of the bonds voted at the Bond Election; 

WHEREAS, the Issuer has determined to authorize the issuance and sale at this time of 
$__________ principal amount of the bonds voted at the Bond Election to finance the Project;

WHEREAS, a notice inviting electronic bids for the purchase of the Bonds has been 
advertised by electronic dissemination through the PARITY® electronic bid submission system 
and brought to the attention of potential purchasers, and the ________ [# of bids] bids received 
pursuant to such notice have been tabulated as follows; and  

WHEREAS, it has been found that the bid of ____________________ (the “Purchaser”), 
conforms to the parameters, deadlines and procedures set forth in the notice of sale prepared in 
connection with the advertisement for sale of the Bonds and is the best bid received for the 
purchase of the Bonds, resulting in the sale of the Bonds at the lowest obtainable interest rate, said 
bid reading in full as follows:
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[ATTACH COPIES OF WINNING BID AND LIST OF BIDS RECEIVED]
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; and

WHEREAS, in the opinion of the Issuer, it is to the best interests of the Issuer that (a) the bid 
of the Purchaser be accepted and the sale of the Bonds to the Purchaser be ratified and confirmed, 
and (b) the Mayor be authorized to execute the Final Official Statement with respect to the Bonds;

NOW, THEREFORE, Be It Resolved by the Municipal Council of Provo City, Utah, as 
follows:

ARTICLE I

DEFINITIONS

Section 101. Definitions.  As used in this Bond Resolution (including the preambles 
hereto), unless the context shall otherwise require, the following terms shall have the following 
meanings:

“Act” means, collectively, the Local Government Bonding Act, Chapter 14 of Title 11 of 
the Utah Code, the Registered Public Obligations Act, Chapter 7 of Title 15 of the Utah Code, and 
the applicable provisions of Title 10 of the Utah Code.

“Bond Account” means the Bond Account established in Section 213 hereof.

“Bond Counsel” means Chapman and Cutler LLP or another attorney or a 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.

“Bond Election” means the special bond election duly and lawfully called and held in the 
Issuer on November 6, 2018, at which the issuance and sale by the Issuer of $__________ of the 
Bonds was authorized for the purpose of, among other things, providing for the Project, the results 
of which election were declared by the Municipal Council of the Issuer, sitting as a Board of 
Canvassers, on November 20, 2018.

“Bond Registrar” means each Person appointed by the Issuer as bond registrar and agent 
for the transfer, exchange and authentication of the Bonds.  Pursuant to Section 206 hereof, the 
initial Bond Registrar is Zions Bancorporation, National Association, of Salt Lake City, Utah.

“Bond Resolution” means, collectively, this Resolution of the Issuer adopted on January 
22, 2019, and that certain resolution of the Issuer adopted on December 11, 2018, both authorizing 
the issuance and sale of the Bonds.

“Bondowner” or “owner” means the registered owner of any Bond as shown in the 
registration books of the Issuer kept by the Bond Registrar for such purpose.
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“Bonds” means the Issuer’s $__________ General Obligation Bonds, Series 2019 
authorized by the Bond Resolution.

“Cede” means Cede & Co., the nominee of DTC, and any successor nominee of DTC with 
respect to the Bonds pursuant to Section 401 hereof.

“City Recorder” means the duly qualified and acting City Recorder of the Issuer, or in the 
absence or disability of such person, such other official as shall be duly authorized to act in the 
City Recorder’s stead.

“City Treasurer” means the City Treasurer of the Issuer or, in the absence or disability of 
such person, such other official as shall be duly authorized to act in the City Treasurer’s stead.

“Closing Date” means the date of the initial issuance of the Bonds.

“Code” means the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended.

“Continuing Disclosure Undertaking” means the Continuing Disclosure Undertaking of 
the Issuer, in substantially the form attached hereto as Exhibit 1, dated the Closing Date, for the 
purpose of providing continuing disclosure information under Rule 15c2-12 adopted by the 
Securities and Exchange Commission under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as may be 
amended from time to time.

“Costs of Issuance Account” means the Costs of Issuance Account established in 
Section 213 hereof.

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

“Final Official Statement” means the final Official Statement with respect to the Bonds, 
in substantially the form attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

“Issuer” means Provo City, Utah.

“Letter of Representations” means the Blanket Issuer Letter of Representations from the 
Issuer to DTC, dated April 14, 1999.

“Mayor” means the duly qualified and acting Mayor of the Issuer or in the absence or 
disability of such person, the duly qualified and acting Deputy Mayor of the Issuer.

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

“Paying Agent” means each Person appointed by the Issuer as paying agent with respect 
to the Bonds.  Pursuant to Section 206 hereof, the initial Paying Agent is Zions Bancorporation, 
National Association, of Salt Lake City, Utah.
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“Person” means natural persons, firms, partnerships, associations, corporations, trusts, 
public bodies and other entities.

“Preliminary Official Statement” means the Preliminary Official Statement with respect 
to the Bonds, dated January 10, 2019.

“Project Account” means the Project Account established in Section 213 hereof.

“Purchaser” means ____________________, as the initial purchaser of the Bonds from 
the Issuer.

“Record Date” means (a) in the case of each interest payment date, the day that is fifteen 
(15) days preceding such interest payment date, or if such day is not a business day for the Bond 
Registrar, the next preceding day that is a business day for the Bond Registrar, and (b) in the case 
of each redemption, such record date as shall be specified by the Bond Registrar in the notice of 
redemption required by Section 207 hereof, provided that such record date shall be not less than 
fifteen (15) calendar days before the mailing of such notice of redemption.

“Regulations” means United States Treasury Regulations dealing with the Bond 
provisions of the Code.

“Tax Certificate” means any agreement or certificate of the Issuer that the Issuer may 
execute in order to establish and maintain the excludability of interest on the Bonds from gross 
income of the owners thereof for federal income tax purposes.

“United States” means the government of the United States of America.

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

Section 102. Rules of Construction.  Unless the context otherwise requires:

(a) references to Articles and Sections are to the Articles and Sections of this 
Bond Resolution;

(b) the singular form of any word, including the terms defined in Section 101, 
includes the plural, and vice versa, and a word of any gender includes all genders; and

(c) the terms “hereby,” “hereof,” “hereto,” “herein,” “hereunder” and any 
similar terms as used in this Bond Resolution refer to this Bond Resolution.

Section 103. Authority for Bond Resolution.  This Bond Resolution is adopted pursuant to 
the provisions of the Act.
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ARTICLE II

AUTHORIZATION, TERMS AND ISSUANCE OF BONDS

Section 201. Authorization of Bonds, Principal Amount, Designation and Series.  In 
accordance with and subject to the terms, conditions and limitations established by the Act and in 
the Bond Resolution, a series of General Obligation Bonds of the Issuer is hereby authorized to be 
issued in the aggregate principal amount of _______________ Dollars ($__________).  Such 
series of bonds shall be designated “General Obligation Bonds, Series 2019.”

Section 202. Purpose.  The Bonds are hereby authorized to be issued under authority of 
the Act for the purpose of financing the costs of the Project, and the costs related to the issuance 
and sale of the Bonds.

Section 203. Issue Date.  The Bonds shall be dated as of the date of issuance and delivery 
thereof.

Section 204. Bond Details.  The Bonds shall mature on February 1 of the years and in the 
principal amounts, and shall bear interest (calculated on the basis of a year of 360 days consisting 
of twelve 30-day months) from the date of original issuance and delivery thereof, payable 
semiannually on February 1 and August 1 of each year, commencing August 1, 2019, and at the 
rates per annum, as shown below:

FEBRUARY 1
OF THE YEAR

AMOUNT
MATURING

INTEREST RATE
PER ANNUM

$                 %

The Bonds shall bear interest from their date of issuance. The Bond Registrar shall insert 
the date of registration and authentication of each Bond in the place provided for such purpose in 
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the form of Bond Registrar’s certificate of authentication on each Bond.  The Bonds shall bear 
interest on overdue principal at the aforesaid respective rates.

Section 205. Denominations and Numbers.  The Bonds shall be issued as fully-registered 
bonds, without coupons, in the denomination of $5,000 or any whole multiple thereof, not 
exceeding the amount of each maturity.  The Bonds shall be numbered with the letter prefix “R-” 
and from one (1) consecutively upwards in order of issuance.

Section 206. Paying Agent and Bond Registrar.  Zions Bancorporation, National 
Association, of Salt Lake City, Utah, is hereby appointed the initial Paying Agent and Bond 
Registrar for the Bonds.  The Issuer may remove any Paying Agent and any Bond Registrar, and 
any successor thereto, and appoint a successor or successors thereto.  Each Paying Agent and Bond 
Registrar shall signify its acceptance of the duties and obligations imposed upon it by the Bond 
Resolution by executing and delivering to the Issuer a written acceptance thereof.  The principal 
of and premium, if any, and interest on the Bonds shall be payable in any coin or currency of the 
United States of America that, at the respective dates of payment thereof, is legal tender for the 
payment of public and private debts.  The principal of and premium, if any, on the Bonds shall be 
payable when due to the owner of each Bond upon presentation and surrender thereof at the 
principal corporate trust office of the Paying Agent.  Payment of interest on each Bond shall be 
made to the Person that, as of the Record Date, is the owner of the Bond and shall be made by 
check or draft mailed to the Person that, as of the Record Date, is the owner of the Bond, at the 
address of such owner as it appears on the registration books of the Issuer kept by the Bond 
Registrar, or at such other address as is furnished to the Bond Registrar in writing by such owner 
on or prior to the Record Date.

Section 207. Optional Redemption and Redemption Price; Notice of Redemption.  (a) The 
Bonds maturing on or after February 1, 2029, are subject to redemption prior to maturity, at the 
election of the Issuer, on August 1, 2028, and on any date thereafter, in whole or in part, from such 
maturities or parts thereof as shall be selected by the Issuer, upon notice given as provided below, 
at a redemption price equal to one hundred percent (100%) of the principal amount of the Bonds 
to be redeemed plus accrued interest thereon to the date fixed for redemption.

(b) If less than all of the Bonds of any maturity are to be redeemed, the particular Bonds 
or portion of Bonds of such maturity to be redeemed shall be selected at random by the Bond 
Registrar in such manner as the Bond Registrar in its discretion may deem fair and appropriate.  
The portion of any registered Bond of a denomination of more than $5,000 to be redeemed will be 
in the principal amount of $5,000 or a whole multiple thereof, and in selecting portions of such 
Bonds for redemption, the Bond Registrar will treat each such Bond as representing that number 
of Bonds of $5,000 denomination that is obtained by dividing the principal amount of such Bond 
by $5,000.

(c) Notice of redemption shall be given by the Bond Registrar by registered or certified 
mail, not less than thirty (30) nor more than forty-five (45) days prior to the redemption date, to 
the owner, as of the Record Date, of each Bond that is subject to redemption, at the address of such 
owner as it appears in the registration books of the Issuer kept by the Bond Registrar, or at such 
other address as is furnished to the Bond Registrar in writing by such owner on or prior to the 
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Record Date.  Each notice of redemption shall state the Record Date, the principal amount, the 
redemption date, the place of redemption, the redemption price and, if less than all of the Bonds 
are to be redeemed, the distinctive numbers of the Bonds or portions of Bonds to be redeemed, and 
shall also state that the interest on the Bonds in such notice designated for redemption shall cease 
to accrue from and after such redemption date and that on the redemption date there will become 
due and payable on each of the Bonds to be redeemed the principal thereof and interest accrued 
thereon to the redemption date.  Each notice of optional redemption may further state that such 
redemption shall be conditional upon the receipt by the Paying Agent, on or prior to the date fixed 
for such redemption, of moneys sufficient to pay the principal of and premium, if any, and interest 
on such Bonds to be redeemed and that if such moneys shall not have been so received said notice 
shall be of no force and effect and the Issuer shall not be required to redeem such Bonds.  In the 
event that such notice of redemption contains such a condition and such moneys are not so 
received, the redemption shall not be made and the Bond Registrar shall within a reasonable time 
thereafter give notice, in the manner in which the notice of redemption was given, that such moneys 
were not so received.  Any notice mailed as provided in this Section shall be conclusively 
presumed to have been duly given, whether or not the owner receives such notice.  Failure to give 
such notice or any defect therein with respect to any Bond shall not affect the validity of the 
proceedings for redemption with respect to any other Bond.

(d) If notice of redemption shall have been given as described above and the conditions 
described above in this section, if any, shall have been met, the Bonds or portions thereof specified 
in said notice shall become due and payable at the applicable redemption price on the redemption 
date therein designated, and if, on the redemption date, moneys for the payment of the redemption 
price of all the bonds to be redeemed, together with interest to the redemption date, shall be 
available for such payment on said date, then from and after the redemption date interest on such 
bonds shall cease to accrue and become payable.

(e) Upon the payment of the redemption price of Bonds being redeemed, each check or 
other transfer of funds issued for such purpose shall bear the CUSIP number or numbers 
identifying, by issue and maturity, the Bonds being redeemed with the proceeds of such check or 
other transfer.

(f) The Bond Registrar shall also give any notice of the “defeasance” or redemption of 
the Bonds that may be required by the Continuing Disclosure Undertaking provided that the Issuer 
shall provide to the Bond Registrar any documents or other information that the Bond Registrar 
requests to provide such notice.

Section 208. Acceptance of Bid; Issuance, Sale and Delivery of Bonds.  (a)  The bid of the 
Purchaser for the purchase of the Bonds, which is set out in full in the preambles hereto, shall be 
and the same is hereby accepted, it being hereby found, determined and declared after public 
advertisement for bids for the purchase of the Bonds, that the Bonds bear interest at the lowest 
obtainable interest rate. 

(b) Under authority of the Act, the Bonds shall be issued by the Issuer for the purpose set 
forth in Section 202 hereof.  The sale of the Bonds to the Purchaser at the price of $_________ is 
hereby confirmed.
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(c) The Bonds shall be delivered to the Purchaser and the proceeds of sale thereof applied 
as provided in Section 210 hereof.

Section 209. Execution of Bonds.  The Bonds shall be executed on behalf of the Issuer by 
the Mayor and attested and countersigned by the City Recorder (the signatures of the Mayor and 
City Recorder being either manual or by facsimile) and the official seal of the Issuer or a facsimile 
thereof shall be impressed or printed thereon.  The use of such manual or facsimile signatures of 
the Mayor and the City Recorder and such facsimile or impression of the official seal of the Issuer 
on the Bonds are hereby authorized, approved and adopted by the Issuer as the authorized and 
authentic execution, attestation, countersignature and sealing of the Bonds by said officials on 
behalf of the Issuer.  The Bonds shall then be delivered to the Bond Registrar for manual 
authentication by it.  Only such of the Bonds as shall bear thereon a certificate of authentication, 
manually executed by the Bond Registrar, shall be valid or obligatory for any purpose or entitled 
to the benefits of the Bond Resolution, and such certificate of the Bond Registrar shall be 
conclusive evidence that the Bonds so authenticated have been duly authenticated and delivered 
under, and are entitled to the benefits of, this Bond Resolution and that the owner thereof is entitled 
to the benefits of this Bond Resolution.  The certificate of authentication of the Bond Registrar on 
any Bond shall be deemed to have been executed by it if (i) such Bond is signed by an authorized 
officer of the Bond Registrar, but it shall not be necessary that the same officer sign the certificate 
of authentication on all of the Bonds issued hereunder or that all of the Bonds hereunder be 
authenticated by the same Bond Registrar, and (ii) the date of registration and authentication of 
the Bond is inserted in the place provided therefor on the certificate of authentication.

In case any officer whose signature or a facsimile of whose signature shall appear on any 
Bond shall cease to be such officer before the issuance or delivery of such Bond, such signature 
or such facsimile 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.

Section 210. Delivery of the Bonds; Application of Proceeds.  The Bonds shall be 
delivered to the Purchaser at such time and place as the Issuer and the Purchaser shall agree to.  
The Issuer is hereby authorized and instructed to make delivery of the Bonds to the Purchaser and 
to receive payment therefor in accordance with the terms of the Purchase Contract and to set aside 
the proceeds of the sale of the Bonds for deposit as follows: 

(i) $__________, into the Project Account, and

(ii) $__________, into the Costs of Issuance Account.

Section 211. Continuing Disclosure Undertaking.  The Mayor is hereby authorized, 
empowered and directed to execute and deliver, and the City Recorder to seal, countersign, and 
attest, the Continuing Disclosure Undertaking in substantially the same form as now before the 
Municipal Council of the Issuer and attached hereto as Exhibit 1 or with such changes therein as 
the Mayor shall approve, his or her execution thereof to constitute conclusive evidence of his or 
her approval of such changes.  When the Continuing Disclosure Undertaking is executed and 
delivered on behalf of the Issuer as herein provided, the Continuing Disclosure Undertaking will 
be binding on the Issuer and the officers, employees and agents of the Issuer, and the officers, 
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employees and agents of the Issuer are hereby authorized, empowered and directed to do all such 
acts and things and to execute all such documents as may be necessary to carry out and comply 
with the provisions of the Continuing Disclosure Undertaking as executed.  Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this Bond Resolution, the sole remedies for failure to comply with the 
Continuing Disclosure Undertaking shall be the ability of the beneficial owner of any Bond to seek 
mandamus or specific performance by court order, to cause the Issuer to comply with its 
obligations under the Continuing Disclosure Undertaking.

Section 212. Further Authority.  The Mayor and the City Recorder and other officers and 
employees of the Issuer 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, registration and delivery of the Bonds and to fulfill the 
obligations of the Issuer hereunder and thereunder.

Section 213. Establishment of Accounts.  (a) The following accounts on the accounting 
records of the Issuer are hereby created, which are to be held as follows:

(i) Bond Account, to be held by the Paying Agent; 

(ii) Project Account, to be held by the Issuer; and 

(iii) Costs of Issuance Account, to be held by the Paying Agent.

(b) Pending application for the purposes contemplated hereby, moneys on deposit in the 
Bond Account and Project Account shall be invested as permitted by law in investments approved 
by the Issuer’s Division Director of Finance or other authorized officer of the Issuer.

(c) Amounts held in the Project Account shall be held by the Issuer and shall be disbursed 
by the Issuer to pay costs of the Project.  [Amounts in respect of capitalized interest on the Bonds 
shall be transferred, upon written request of the City Treasurer or any other authorized officer of 
the Issuer, from the Project Account to the Paying Agent for deposit into the Bond Account no less 
than one business day prior to the applicable interest payment date.]

(d) Amounts held in the Costs of Issuance Account shall be disbursed by the Paying 
Agent upon the written request of the Issuer to pay costs of issuance of the Bonds.  Amounts in 
the Costs of Issuance Account shall be transferred to the Bond Account upon payment of costs of 
issuance in accordance with the Tax Certificate.

ARTICLE III

TRANSFER AND EXCHANGE OF BONDS; BOND REGISTRAR

Section 301. Transfer of Bonds.  (a) Any Bond may, in accordance with its terms, be 
transferred, upon the registration books kept by the Bond Registrar pursuant to Section 303 hereof, 
by the Person in whose name it is registered, in person or by such owner’s duly authorized attorney, 
upon surrender of such Bond for cancellation, accompanied by delivery of a duly executed written 
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instrument of transfer in a form approved by the Bond Registrar.  No transfer shall be effective 
until entered on the registration books kept by the Bond Registrar.  The Issuer, the Bond Registrar 
and the Paying Agent may treat and consider the Person in whose name each Bond is registered in 
the registration books kept by the Bond Registrar as the holder and absolute owner thereof for the 
purpose of receiving payment of, or on account of, the principal or redemption price thereof and 
interest due thereon and for all other purposes whatsoever.

(b) Whenever any Bond or Bonds shall be surrendered for transfer, the Bond Registrar 
shall authenticate and deliver a new fully-registered Bond or Bonds of the same series, designation, 
maturity and interest rate and of authorized denominations duly executed by the Issuer, for a like 
aggregate principal amount.  The Bond Registrar shall require the payment by the Bondowner 
requesting such transfer of any tax or other governmental charge required to be paid with respect 
to such transfer.  With respect to each Bond, no such transfer shall be required to be made (i) after 
the Record Date with respect to any interest payment date to and including such interest payment 
date, or (ii) after the Record Date with respect to any redemption of such Bond.

(c) The Bond Registrar shall not be required to register the transfer of or exchange any 
Bond selected for redemption, in whole or in part, except the unredeemed portion of Bonds being 
redeemed in part.  Upon surrender of any Bond redeemed in part only, the Issuer shall execute, 
and the Bond Registrar shall authenticate and deliver to the Bondowner at the expense of the Issuer, 
a new Bond or Bonds of the same series, designation, maturity and interest rate and of authorized 
denominations equal in aggregate principal amount to the unredeemed portion of the Bond 
surrendered.

Section 302. Exchange of Bonds.  Bonds may be exchanged at the principal corporate trust 
office of the Bond Registrar for a like aggregate principal amount of fully-registered Bonds of the 
same series, designation, maturity and interest rate of other authorized denominations.  The Bond 
Registrar shall require the payment by the Bondowner requesting such exchange of any tax or 
other governmental charge required to be paid with respect to such exchange.  With respect to each 
Bond, no such exchange shall be required to be made (a) after the Record Date with respect to any 
interest payment date to and including such interest payment date, or (b) after the Record Date 
with respect to any redemption of such Bond.

Section 303. Bond Registration Books.  This Bond 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 Bond Registrar shall keep or cause to be kept, at its 
principal corporate trust office, sufficient books for the registration and transfer of the Bonds, 
which shall at all times be open to inspection by the Issuer; and, upon presentation for such 
purpose, the Bond Registrar shall, under such reasonable regulations as it may prescribe, register 
or transfer, or cause Bonds to be registered or transferred on those books as herein provided.

Section 304. List of Bondowners.  The Bond Registrar shall maintain a list of the names 
and addresses of the owners of all Bonds and upon any transfer shall add the name and address of 
the new Bondowner and eliminate the name and address of the transferor Bondowner.
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Section 305. Duties of Bond Registrar.  If requested by the Bond Registrar, the Mayor and 
the City Recorder are authorized to execute the Bond Registrar’s standard form of agreement 
between the Issuer and the Bond Registrar with respect to the compensation, obligations and duties 
of the Bond Registrar hereunder, which may include the following:

(a) to act as bond registrar, authenticating agent, paying agent and transfer 
agent as provided herein;

(b) to maintain a list of Bondowners as set forth herein and to furnish such list 
to the Issuer upon request, but otherwise to keep such list confidential;

(c) to give notice of redemption of Bonds as provided herein;

(d) to cancel and/or destroy Bonds that have been paid at maturity or upon 
earlier redemption or submitted for exchange or transfer;

(e) to furnish to the Issuer at least annually a certificate with respect to Bonds 
cancelled and/or destroyed; 

(f) to furnish upon request to the Issuer at least annually an audit confirmation 
of Bonds paid, Bonds outstanding and payments made with respect to interest on the 
Bonds; and

(g) to comply with all applicable provisions of DTC’s operational 
arrangements, as provided in Section 402 hereof.

ARTICLE IV

BOOK-ENTRY SYSTEM; LIMITED OBLIGATION OF ISSUER; 
LETTER OF REPRESENTATIONS

Section 401. Book-Entry System; Limited Obligation of Issuer.  (a) The Bonds shall be 
initially issued in the form of a separate, single, certificated, fully-registered Bond for each of the 
maturities set forth in Section 204 hereof.  Upon initial issuance, the ownership of each such Bond 
shall be registered in the registration books kept by the Bond Registrar in the name of Cede, as 
nominee of DTC.  Except as provided in Section 403 hereof, all of the outstanding Bonds shall be 
registered in the registration books kept by the Bond Registrar in the name of Cede, as nominee of 
DTC.

(b) With respect to Bonds registered in the registration books kept by the Bond Registrar 
in the name of Cede, as nominee of DTC, the Issuer, the Bond Registrar and the Paying Agent 
shall have no responsibility or obligation to any such Participant or to any Person on behalf of 
which such a Participant holds an interest in the Bonds.  Without limiting the immediately 
preceding sentence, the Issuer, the Bond 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 Bonds, (ii) the delivery to any Participant 
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or any other Person, other than a Bondowner, as shown in the registration books kept by the Bond 
Registrar, of any notice with respect to the Bonds, including any notice of redemption, or (iii) the 
payment to any Participant or any other Person, other than a Bondowner, as shown in the 
registration books kept by the Bond Registrar, of any amount with respect to the principal of or 
premium, if any, or interest on the Bonds.  The Issuer, the Bond Registrar and the Paying Agent 
may treat and consider the Person in whose name each Bond is registered in the registration books 
kept by the Bond Registrar as the holder and absolute owner of such Bond for the purpose of 
payment of principal, premium and interest with respect to such Bond and other matters with 
respect to such Bond, for the purpose of registering transfers with respect to such Bond, for the 
purpose of giving notices of redemption and for all other purposes whatsoever.  The Paying Agent 
shall pay all principal of, and premium, if any, and interest on, the Bonds only to the respective 
Bondowners, as shown in the registration books kept by the Bond Registrar, or their respective 
attorneys duly authorized in writing, as provided in Section 206 hereof, and all such payments 
shall be valid and effective to fully satisfy and discharge the Issuer’s obligations with respect to 
payment of principal of, and premium, if any, and interest on, the Bonds to the extent of the sum 
or sums so paid.  No Person other than a Bondowner, as shown in the registration books kept by 
the Bond Registrar, shall receive a certificated Bond evidencing the obligation of the Issuer to 
make payments of principal, premium, if any, and interest pursuant to the Bond Resolution.

(c) Upon delivery by DTC to the Issuer of written notice to the effect that DTC has 
determined to substitute a new nominee in place of Cede, and subject to the provisions herein with 
respect to Record Dates, the word “Cede” in this Bond Resolution shall refer to such new nominee 
of DTC; and upon receipt of such a notice the Issuer shall promptly deliver a copy of the same to 
the Bond Registrar and the Paying Agent.

Section 402. Letter of Representations.  The Issuer’s prior execution and delivery of the 
Letter of Representations shall not in any way limit the provisions of Section 401 hereof or in any 
other way impose upon the Issuer any obligation whatsoever with respect to Persons having 
interests in the Bonds other than the Bondowners, as shown on the registration books kept by the 
Bond Registrar.  In the written acceptance of each Paying Agent and Bond Registrar referred to in 
Section 206 hereof, such Paying Agent and Bond Registrar, respectively, shall agree to take all 
action necessary for all of DTC’s operational arrangements pertaining to the Paying Agent and 
Bond Registrar, respectively, to at all times be complied with.

Section 403. Transfers Outside Book-Entry System.  At the option of the Issuer or upon 
receipt by the Issuer of written notice from DTC that DTC is unable or unwilling to discharge its 
responsibilities, and no substitute depository willing to undertake the functions of DTC hereunder 
can be found that is willing and able to undertake such functions upon reasonable and customary 
terms, the Bonds shall no longer be restricted to being registered in the registration books kept by 
the Bond Registrar in the name of Cede, as nominee of DTC, but may be registered in whatever 
name or names Bondowners transferring or exchanging Bonds shall designate, in accordance with 
the provisions of Article III hereof.

Section 404. Payments to Cede.  Notwithstanding any other provision of this Bond 
Resolution to the contrary, so long as any Bond is registered in the name of Cede, as nominee of 
DTC, all payments with respect to principal of and premium, if any, and interest on such Bond and 
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all notices with respect to such Bond shall be made and given, respectively, in the manner provided 
in the Letter of Representations.

ARTICLE V

COVENANTS AND UNDERTAKINGS

Section 501. Covenants of Issuer.  All covenants, statements, representations and 
agreements contained in the Bonds and all recitals and representations in the Bond Resolution are 
hereby considered and understood, and it is hereby confirmed that all such covenants, statements, 
representations and agreements are the covenants, statements, representations and agreements of 
the Issuer.

Section 502. Levy of Taxes; Bond Account.  The Issuer covenants and agrees that to pay 
the interest falling due on the Bonds as the same becomes due and also to provide a sinking fund 
for the payment of the principal of the Bonds at maturity, a direct annual tax sufficient to pay the 
interest on the Bonds and to pay and retire the same shall be levied on all taxable property in the 
Issuer in addition to all other taxes.  The taxes when collected shall be applied solely for the 
purpose of the payment of the interest on and principal of the Bonds and for no other purpose 
whatsoever until the indebtedness so contracted under the Bond Resolution, principal and interest, 
shall have been fully paid, satisfied and discharged.  Nothing herein contained shall be so construed 
as to prevent the Issuer from applying any other funds that may be in the Issuer’s treasury and 
available for that purpose to the payment of the interest on and principal of the indebtedness 
contracted under the Bond Resolution as the same become due and mature.  The levy or levies 
herein provided for may thereupon be diminished to that extent.  The sums herein provided for to 
meet the interest on the Bonds and to discharge the principal thereof when due are hereby 
appropriated for that purpose, and the required amount for each year shall be included by the Issuer 
in its annual budget and its statement and estimate as certified in accordance with law in each year.  
Principal or interest falling due at any time when there shall not be available from the proceeds of 
the levies described in this Section money sufficient for the payment of such principal or interest 
shall, to the extent of such deficiency, be paid from other funds of the Issuer available for such 
purpose.  Such other funds shall be reimbursed when the proceeds of the levies become available.

The taxes or other funds that are referenced in the foregoing paragraph and that are to be 
used to pay the principal of or interest on the Bonds shall be deposited into the Bond Account.  On 
or prior to the date preceding each date on which monies are required to be on deposit with the 
Paying Agent sufficient for the payment of the principal of and interest on the Bonds, but in any 
event not later than the business day next preceding each such payment date, the Issuer shall 
deposit into the Bond Account an amount sufficient to pay the principal of and interest on the 
Bonds due on such payment date.  Moneys remaining on deposit in the Bond Account immediately 
after each such payment date, including any investment earnings thereon earned during the period 
of such deposit, shall be immediately withdrawn from the Bond Account by the Issuer and 
commingled with the general funds of the Issuer.  The Bond Account has been established 
primarily to achieve a proper matching of revenues and debt service on the Bonds.  The Bond 
Account shall be depleted at least once each year by the Issuer, except for a reasonable carryover 
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amount not to exceed the greater of one year’s earnings on the Bond Account or one-twelfth of the 
annual debt service on the Bonds.

Section 503. Arbitrage Covenant; Covenant to Maintain Tax-Exemption.  (a) The Mayor, 
the City Recorder and other appropriate officials of the Issuer are hereby authorized and directed 
to execute such Tax Certificates as shall be necessary to establish that (i) the Bonds are not 
“arbitrage bonds” within the meaning of Section 148 of the Code and the Regulations, (ii) the 
Bonds are not and will not become “private activity bonds” within the meaning of Section 141 of 
the Code, (iii) all applicable requirements of Section 149 of the Code are and will be met, (iv) the 
covenants of the Issuer contained in this Section will be complied with and (v) interest on the 
Bonds is not and will not become includible in gross income of the owners thereof for federal 
income tax purposes under the Code and applicable Regulations.

(b) The Issuer covenants and certifies to and for the benefit of the owners from time to 
time of the Bonds that:

(i) it will at all times comply with the provisions of any Tax Certificates;

(ii) it will at all times comply with the rebate requirements contained in 
Section 148(f) of the Code and the Regulations, including, without limitation, the entering 
into any necessary rebate calculation agreement to provide for the calculations of amounts 
required to be rebated to the United States, the keeping of records necessary to enable such 
calculations to be made, the creation of any rebate fund to provide for the payment of any 
required rebate and the timely payment to the United States of all amounts, including any 
applicable penalties and interest, required to be rebated, except to the extent that the Bonds 
are not subject to such arbitrage rebate requirements;

(iii) no use will be made of the proceeds of the issue and sale of the Bonds, or 
any funds or accounts of the Issuer that may be deemed to be proceeds of the Bonds, 
pursuant to Section 148 of the Code and applicable Regulations, which use, if it had been 
reasonably expected on the date of issuance of the Bonds, would have caused the Bonds to 
be classified as “arbitrage bonds” within the meaning of Section 148 of the Code;

(iv) it will not use or permit the use of any of its facilities or properties in such 
manner that such use would cause the Bonds to be “private activity bonds” described in 
Section 141 of the Code;

(v) no bonds or other evidences of indebtedness of the Issuer (other than the 
Bonds) have been or will be issued, sold or delivered within a period beginning fifteen (15) 
days prior to the sale of the Bonds and ending fifteen (15) days following the delivery of 
the Bonds, other than the Bonds; 

(vi) it will not take any action that would cause interest on the Bonds to be or to 
become ineligible for the exclusion from gross income of the owners of the Bonds as 
provided in Section 103 of the Code, nor will it omit to take or cause to be taken in timely 
manner any action, which omission would cause interest on the Bonds to be or to become 
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ineligible for the exclusion from gross income of the owners of the Bonds as provided in 
Section 103 of the Code; 

(vii) it recognizes that Section 149(a) of the Code requires the Bonds to be issued 
and to remain in fully registered form in order that interest thereon is excludable from gross 
income of the owners thereof for federal income tax purposes under laws in force at the 
time the Bonds are initially delivered and the Issuer agrees that it will not take any action 
to permit the Bonds to be issued in, or converted into, bearer or coupon form without an 
opinion of Bond Counsel to the effect that such action will not adversely affect the 
excludability of interest on the Bonds from the gross income of the owners thereof for 
federal income tax purposes; and

(viii) it 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 Bonds, under 
present rules, the Issuer may be 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.

Pursuant to these covenants, the Issuer obligates itself to comply throughout the term of the issue 
of the Bonds with the requirements of Section 103 of the Code and the Regulations proposed or 
promulgated thereunder.

ARTICLE VI

FORM OF BONDS

Section 601. Form of Bonds.  Each fully-registered Bond shall be, respectively, in 
substantially the following form, with such insertions or variations as to any redemption or 
amortization provisions and such other insertions or omissions, endorsements and variations as 
may be required (including, but not limited to, such changes as may be necessary if the Bonds at 
any time are no longer held in book-entry form as permitted by Section 403 hereof):

[The remainder of the page intentionally left blank.]
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[FORM OF BOND]

____________________

Unless this certificate is presented by an authorized representative of The Depository Trust 
Company, a New York corporation (“DTC”), to the Issuer or its agent for registration of transfer, 
exchange, or payment, and any certificate issued is registered in the name of Cede & Co. or in such 
other name as is requested by an authorized representative of DTC (and any payment is made to 
Cede & Co. or to such other entity as is requested by an authorized representative of DTC), ANY 
TRANSFER, PLEDGE, OR OTHER USE HEREOF FOR VALUE OR OTHERWISE BY OR TO ANY 
PERSON IS WRONGFUL inasmuch as the registered owner hereof, Cede & Co., has an interest 
herein.

____________________

Registered Registered

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

STATE OF UTAH

COUNTY OF UTAH

PROVO CITY 

GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND, SERIES 2019

Number R-____ $____________

INTEREST RATE MATURITY DATE DATED DATE CUSIP

________% February 1, ________ February 6, 2019 _______

REGISTERED OWNER:

PRINCIPAL AMOUNT:-------------------------------------- DOLLARS----------------------------------------

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that Provo City, Utah (the “Issuer”), a duly 
organized and existing municipal corporation and a political subdivision of the State of Utah, 
acknowledges itself indebted and for value received hereby promises to pay to the registered owner 
identified above, or registered assigns, on the maturity date identified above, upon presentation 
and surrender hereof, the principal amount identified above (the “Principal Amount”), and to pay 
the registered owner hereof interest on the balance of the Principal Amount from time to time 
remaining unpaid from the interest payment date next preceding the date of registration and 
authentication of this Bond, unless this Bond is registered and authenticated as of an interest 
payment date, in which event this Bond shall bear interest from such interest payment date, or 
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unless this Bond is registered and authenticated prior to the first interest payment date, in which 
event this Bond shall bear interest from the dated date identified above (the “Dated Date”), or 
unless, as shown by the records of the hereinafter referred to Bond Registrar, interest on the 
hereinafter referred to Bonds shall be in default, in which event this Bond shall bear interest from 
the date to which interest has been paid in full, at the interest rate per annum (calculated on the 
basis of a year of 360 days consisting of twelve 30-day months) identified above (the “Interest 
Rate”), payable semiannually on February 1 and August 1 in each year, commencing August 1, 
2019, until payment in full of the Principal Amount, except as the provisions set forth in the 
hereinafter defined Bond Resolution with respect to redemption prior to maturity may become 
applicable hereto.  This Bond shall bear interest on overdue principal at the Interest Rate.  Principal 
of and premium, if any, on this Bond shall be payable upon presentation and surrender hereof at 
the principal corporate trust office of Zions Bancorporation, National Association, of Salt Lake 
City, Utah, as Paying Agent for the Bonds, or at the principal corporate trust office of any successor 
who is at the time the Paying Agent of the Issuer, in any coin or currency of the United States of 
America that at the time of payment is legal tender for the payment of public and private debts; 
and payment of the interest hereon shall be made to the registered owner hereof and shall be paid 
by check or draft mailed to the person who is the registered owner of record on the Record Date. 

This Bond is one of the General Obligation Bonds, Series 2019 of the Issuer (the “Bonds”), 
limited to the aggregate principal amount of $__________, dated as of the Dated Date, issued 
under and by virtue of the Local Government Bonding Act, Chapter 14 of Title 11, Utah Code 
Annotated 1953, as amended (the “Utah Code”), the Registered Public Obligations Act, Chapter 7 
of Title 15 of the Utah Code, and the applicable provisions of Title 10 of the Utah Code 
(collectively, the “Act”), and under and pursuant to resolutions of the Issuer adopted on 
December 11, 2018 and January 22, 2019 (collectively, the “Bond Resolution”), after having been 
authorized at a special bond election held on November 6, 2018, in the Issuer by a vote of the 
qualified electors thereof, for the purpose of paying the costs of acquiring and constructing Project 
(as defined in the Bond Resolution).

Zions Bancorporation, National Association, of Salt Lake City, Utah, is the initial bond 
registrar and paying agent of the Issuer with respect to the Bonds.  This bond registrar and paying 
agent, together with any successor bond registrar or paying agent, are referred to herein, 
respectively, as the “Bond Registrar” and the “Paying Agent.”

The Issuer covenants and is by law required to levy annually a sufficient tax to pay interest 
on this Bond as it falls due and also to constitute a sinking fund for the payment of the principal 
hereof as the same falls due.

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

The Bonds are issuable solely in the form of registered Bonds in the denomination of 
$5,000 or any whole multiple thereof.

The Bonds are subject to redemption as described in the Bond Resolution.

Except as otherwise provided herein and unless the context clearly indicates otherwise, 
words and phrases used herein shall have the same meanings as such words and phrases in the 
Bond Resolution.

This Bond and the issue of Bonds of which it is a part are issued in conformity with and 
after full compliance with the Constitution of the State of Utah and pursuant to the provisions of 
the Act and all other laws applicable thereto.  It is hereby certified and recited that all conditions, 
acts and things required by the Constitution or laws of the State of Utah and by the Act and the 
Bond Resolution to exist, to have happened or to have been performed precedent to or in 
connection with the issuance of this Bond exist, have happened and have been performed and that 
the issue of Bonds, together with all other indebtedness of the Issuer, is within every debt and other 
limit prescribed by the Constitution and laws referenced above, and that the full faith and credit of 
the Issuer are hereby irrevocably pledged to the punctual payment of the principal of and interest 
on this Bond according to its terms.

This Bond shall not be valid until the Certificate of Authentication hereon shall have been 
manually signed by the Bond Registrar.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, PROVO CITY, UTAH, has caused this Bond to be signed in its name 
and on its behalf by its Mayor and countersigned and attested by its City Recorder, and has caused 
its official seal or a facsimile thereof to be impressed or imprinted hereon, all as of the Dated Date.

PROVO CITY, UTAH

By ____________________________________
  Mayor

ATTEST AND COUNTERSIGN:

By _________________________________
       City Recorder

[SEAL]
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[FORM OF BOND REGISTRAR’S CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICATION]

This Bond is one of the Bonds described in the within-mentioned Bond Resolution and is 
one of the General Obligation Bonds, Series 2019 of Provo City, Utah.

ZIONS BANCORPORATION, NATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION, as Bond Registrar

By____________________________________
 Authorized Officer

Date of registration and authentication:  February 6, 2019.

Bond Registrar and Paying Agent:

Zions Bancorporation, National Association
Corporate Trust Department
One South Main Street, 12th Floor
Salt Lake City, Utah  84133-1109
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[FORM OF ASSIGNMENT]

The following abbreviations, when used in the inscription on the face of the within Bond, 
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 TRAN 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 Bond of PROVO CITY, UTAH, and hereby irrevocably constitutes and appoints 
_____________________________________________________________________________
attorney, to register the transfer of said Bond 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 Bond Registrar, which requirements include membership or participation in 
STAMP or such other “signature guarantee program” as may be determined by the Bond 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 Bond in every particular, without alteration or enlargement or any change 
whatever.
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ARTICLE VII

MISCELLANEOUS

Section 701. Final Official Statement.  The Final Official Statement of the Issuer in 
substantially the form of the Preliminary Official Statement presented at this meeting and attached 
hereto as Exhibit 2, with such changes, omissions, insertions and revisions as the Mayor shall deem 
advisable, is hereby authorized.  The Mayor shall sign and deliver such Final Official Statement 
to the Purchaser for distribution to prospective purchasers of the Bonds and other interested 
persons.  The approval of the Mayor of any such changes, omissions, insertions and revisions shall 
be conclusively established by the Mayor’s execution of the Final Official Statement.

Section 702. Official Statement Deemed Final.  The Issuer has previously deemed, and 
does hereby deem, final the Preliminary Official Statement within the meaning and for purposes 
of paragraph (b)(1) of Rule 15c2-12 of the Securities and Exchange Commission, subject to 
completion thereof with the information established at the time of the sale of the Bonds.  The 
Mayor and the City Recorder 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 Bonds, 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.

Section 703. Ratification.  All proceedings, resolutions and actions of the Issuer and its 
officers taken in connection with the sale and issuance of the Bonds are hereby ratified, confirmed 
and approved, including, without limitation, the publication of the notice of sale for the Bonds as 
set out in the preambles hereto.

Section 704. Severability.  It is hereby declared that all parts of this Bond Resolution are 
severable, and if any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this Bond 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 Bond Resolution.

Section 705. Conflict.  All resolutions, orders and regulations or parts thereof heretofore 
adopted or passed that are in conflict with any of the provisions of this Bond Resolution are, to the 
extent of such conflict, hereby repealed.

Section 706. 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 Bond Resolution.
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Section 707. Immunity of Officers and Directors.  No recourse shall be had for the payment 
of the principal of or premium or interest on any of the Bonds or for any claim based thereon or 
upon any obligation, covenant or agreement contained in this Resolution against any past, present 
or future officer, member or director of the Issuer, or any incorporator, officer, director or trustee 
of any successor corporation, as such, either directly or through the Issuer or any successor 
corporation, under any rule of law or equity, statute or constitution, or by the enforcement of any 
assessment or penalty or otherwise, and all such liability of any such incorporator, officer, director 
or trustee as such is hereby expressly waived and released as a condition of and consideration for 
the execution of this Resolution and issuance of such Bonds.

Section 708. Effective Date.  This Bond Resolution shall take effect immediately.
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ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 22nd day of January, 2019. 

PROVO CITY, UTAH

By____________________________________
  Chair, Municipal Council

[SEAL]

ATTEST:

By__________________________________
City Recorder

PRESENTATION TO THE MAYOR

The foregoing resolution was presented to the Mayor for her approval or disapproval on 
the 22nd day of January, 2019.

____________________________________
Council Chair

MAYOR’S APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL

The foregoing resolution is hereby approved this 22nd day of January, 2019.

____________________________________
Mayor
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SUBJECT: A semi-annual report from the from the Sustainability Committee (19-016)

RECOMMENDATION: Information only.

BACKGROUND: The Sustainability Committee has been active in their efforts within 
Provo. They have recently hired a new full-time Parking and Sustainability Coordinator, 
Austin Taylor, who also serves as the Committee's executive secretary. Other recent 
initiatives include collaboration with Provo Energy Department and Utah Municipal 
Power Agency, improving air quality, improving energy-efficiency in local buildings, 
recycling education, and land use.

FISCAL IMPACT:

PRESENTER’S NAME: Don Jarvis/Austin Taylor

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: 30 minutes

COMPATIBILITY WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES:
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PROVO SUSTAINABILITY AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE 

2018 

CITY SUPPORT 

Administration, Municipal Council, Provo Energy, Employees 

Our new Mayor Michelle Kaufusi pledged to continue Mayor John Curtis’s environmental 
support. Evidence of that commitment included securing approval of a $86 M bond issue to 
build a new, energy-efficient city center and securing a low-cost loan for a critically needed new 
waste-water treatment plant. She delegated direct supervision of the Committee to Deputy 
Mayor Isaac Paxman, who met monthly with Committee chair Don Jarvis and new City Council 
member George Handley, a key ally. Council members David Sewell and Dave Knecht continued 
their support. Provo Planner Dustin Wright continued his excellent service as executive 
secretary for the Committee through November, when Parking/Sustainability Coordinator 
Austin Taylor was hired. Provo Energy Department began frequent collaboration with the 
Committee (see below). The Provo City Employee’s Sustainability Committee continued to 
coordinate with us on several initiatives, including electric vehicle charging stations and bicycle- 
and scooter-sharing. 
 
Parking/Sustainability Coordinator  
The Committee’s major achievement this year, aided by Isaac Paxman and George Handley, was 
to convince the administration to hire a full-time, well-prepared coordinator of sustainability. In 
January we prepared a list of eight western cities with paid sustainability personnel (Appendix 
1) and a five-page paper “Why Fund Sustainability in Provo?” (Executive Summary, Appendix 2), 
which we presented to the Municipal Council on 9 January. In 
April we collected and forwarded to the administration 
testimonials on the financial value of such a position from Salt 
Lake City, Santa Fe NM, Las Cruces NM, Ft. Collins CO, and 
Oregon State Dept. of Energy.  
 
In June we agreed to the administration’s proposal to add 
parking to the position’s job description, the slot and budget 
for it was available. We discovered such a combined position in 
Fayetteville, Arkansas, helped draft a job description for Provo, 
and with George Handley advertised the position to over thirty 
institutions in addition to those posted by Provo City Human 
Relations Department. As a result thirty-eight individuals applied, 
and we participated in the selection process directed by Community Development Director 
Gary McGinn. Austin Taylor, a Provo resident and Development Director for the Utah Bicycle 
Collective was selected and began working on 22 October. He was instructed by McGinn to 
invest 90% of his time on parking for the present, with the expectation that sustainability work 
could be increased in the future. He immediately began monthly meetings with Paxman, 
Handley, and Jarvis, a group that we called the “Mayor’s Sustainability Group.” In December 

Provo City’s first Parking/ 
Sustainability Coordinator, 
Austin Taylor 
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Austin began serving in place of Dustin Wright as the Committee’s executive secretary in 
addition to his responsibilities as Parking/Sustainability Coordinator. 
 

Collaboration with Provo Energy Department and Utah Municipal Power Agency   

With a 2017 letter of support from the 
Sustainability Committee, Provo City Power (PCP) 
this year instituted more advantageous rates for 
Provo’s commercial and industrial customers. 
Commercial customers (25kW to 750kW) who 
produce electricity, using solar or other means can 
now sell it to PCP at $.0622 /KwH, which exceeds 
the previous rate paid to commercial solar 
customers. That also is more than their cost of 
$.0446/KwH to purchase electricity from PCP.  
 

In May, Kevin Garlick (Power Resource Manager 

at Utah Municipal Power Agency) and Travis 

Ball (Director of Provo City Power) began periodic 

meetings with us, City Council member George Handley, and others interested in sources for 

electricity. Garlick and Ball reported to the Committee in May that an area in Spanish Fork is 

being repurposed into a community solar farm. In October Provo City Power held a public 

meeting on sources of electric power that was attended by about fifty residents. Handley 

reviewed the urgent need for low carbon sources, Jarvis urged residents to switch to electric 

yard-care tools, while Ball and Garlick reported that UMPA gets over 50% of its power from coal 

and over 30% from hydro and wind, but expects to source roughly 42% from low-carbon 

sources by 2022. 
 

The Sustainability Committee in December approved Provo resident Ryan King’s proposal to ask 
the City Council to request that Provo City Power 1) supply 50% of its electricity from low-
carbon sources by 2030, 2) mount a vigorous advertising campaign for Renew Choice, 3) include 
climate change in sourcing decisions, and 4) work towards sourcing 100% of its electricity from 
low-carbon sources as technology allows it.” 
 

AIR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT 

Provo Clean Air Toolkit publicity and revision   

Provo City’s online, user-friendly toolkit www.provocleanair.org  was released in January of 2017.  

Publicizing and implementing it was high priority again in 2018, so we worked with the Provo 

City Neighborhood Program to recommend that families in each neighborhood discuss the 

PCAT and decide on ways they could incorporate its suggestions in their activities. In 

September, Mayor Kaufusi conducted a formal presentation about the PCAT to attendees at the 

annual convention of the Utah League of Cities and Towns.  

Provo Power’s new office building is LEED-Gold 
certified and has two high-speed EV charging 

stations. 

http://www.provocleanair.org/
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This summer, Emily Weinheimer 

led the Committee in discussing 

changes to make the PCAT more 

attractive to typical families (see 

Appendix 3). In August Don 

Jarvis met with Envision Utah 

representatives Ari Bruning and 

who informed him that EU is 

searching for funding to 

incorporate the Committee’s 

revisions and introduce the PCAT at least county-wide.  

 

School air quality campaign 

Again this year Committee member Janelle Jarvis distributed air-quality posters to all Provo 

schools and, with Provo PTA leaders, provided electronic or hard-copy handouts to all Provo 

school pupils. Using revised materials from Breathe Utah, Janelle personally presented thirty-

minute air-quality lessons in every Provo School District elementary school (usually to fourth 

grade classes), teaching a total of 794 students. Anecdotal evidence suggests that educating 

 
Edgemont School teachers, Deputy Mayor Isaac Paxman, Parking/Sustainability Coordinator Austin Taylor, parent Jennifer B. 
Prokhorov, her children, and other Edgemont pupils participate in a “Clean Air Blitz” at Edgemont School on 6 December 2018 

Provo children about air quality has significant impact on their parents’ behavior. Partly as a 

result of Janelle’s work, Breathe Utah has hosted ten Provo School District teachers at paid 

workshops focusing on air quality education in science classes.  

 

On 6 December at 8:15 a.m., Deputy Mayor Isaac Paxman, Austin Taylor, and Committee 

members, together with teachers and students of Edgemont Elementary School, handed out 
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dozens of anti-idling flyers and window clings to parents dropping off their children at the 

school. The reaction of school staff and parents receiving the flyers was generally positive and 

grateful.  
 

Diesel emissions testing: HB 101  

Until this year, Utah County was the only populous county along the Wasatch Front not 

requiring annual testing of light and medium-duty diesel vehicles. Last year, Municipal Council 

Chair David Sewell led the Council to unanimously pass the Committee’s joint resolution 

supporting annual testing of all diesel vehicles made after 2007. Although the Legislature in 

2017 failed to pass a bill requiring that testing, in 2018 Rep. Patrice Arent and Sen. Curtis 

Bramble successfully sponsored HB 101 designating a three-year pilot project that requires such 

testing. We are grateful to Mr. Sewell, the Council, Mayor Curtis, Rep. Arent and Sen. Bramble 

for this signal achievement.  

 

Displays   

Committee members staffed displays explaining how to improve air quality at five events: the 

SLC Clean Air Solutions Fair (January), the “Provo Serves” fair on 16 June, the Latin-American 

Festival (Labor Day Weekend), the Provo Power Fair (4 October), and Utah Valley University 

Austin Taylor, Kim Jones, and Ben Weinhimer (husband of Committee member Emily 
Weinheimer) staff our first-ever display at the Provo Power Fair in October.  
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Sustainability Conference (24 October). Committee members informed residents of the value of 

driving less, walking and biking more, using public transit and electric yard-care tools (see 

Appendix 4). Kim Jones coordinated the displays, Emily Nelson added a roulette wheel and 

questions on air quality with help from Ned Hill and Janelle Jarvis. Ned was among the most 

active in developing content and in staffing the displays.  

 

Facebook 

Matthew Jelalian was unable to attend many meetings in 2018 but did yeoman work 

maintaining our Facebook page, which has 145 followers. See 

https://www.facebook.com/ProvoSustainability/  

 

ENERGY-EFFICIENT BUILDINGS: C-PACE FINANCING IMPROVED 

Heating and cooling of buildings will continue to produce a significant and growing share of our 

air pollution and global-warming gasses. To combat this, at the urging of the Sustainability 

Committee, in 2016 the Municipal Council accepted the state-approved system of Commercial 

Property-Assessed Clean Energy (C-PACE) financing for energy-efficient new buildings and 

remodels in Provo, 

while excluding 

net-metering 

projects. However, 

in April of this year 

Council Member 

David Sewell led 

the Council to 

approve a revision 

of Provo’s C-PACE 

program that 

includes net 

metering and will 

be administered by 

the Governor’s 

Office of Energy 

Development, thus 

reducing Provo City 

employees’ burden 

to administer this 

important program. 

Our challenge once again is publicizing this advantageous financing option to local builders and 

developers. In many cases, energy-efficient improvements financed with C-PACE can be cash-

flow positive within one or two years.  

C-PACE financing is active in Utah and in 32 other states, facilitating 
funding for energy-efficient building and remodeling. 

https://www.facebook.com/ProvoSustainability/
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RECYCLING 

To improve recycling for students and others who do not have access to Provo’s opt-out blue-

can recycling program, BYU student Jaimie Choi collaborated with the Committee to urge Provo 

City’s Sanitation Department to improve residents’ understanding of recycling policies. Working 

with the Utah Recycling Alliance, she is having laminated, informative posters made for the 

large recycling bins in city parks. Her fellow BYU student Thomas Stanford connected with BYU 

Universe staff to get an article on the subject published in that newspaper. 

 

LAND USE 

Agricultural land preservation 

Provo Agriculture Commissioner Shawn Miller (who reports to the Sustainability Committee) 

has invested many hours this year in searching for land owners willing to preserve their land for 

agriculture by selling its development rights. Provo residents LaDonn and Marlin Christianson 

are working with the owner--her father, Moreno Robins--to do this for 38 acres in NW Provo 

located east of Utah Lake State Park and south of the Provo River restoration area. 

In September, Representatives of the Nature Conservancy and Provo City Council visited the Robins 
property in NW Provo to investigate preserving it as agricultural land. L-R Elizabeth Kitchens (TNC), Kara 

Butterfield (TNC), Marlin Christianson (Robins’ son-in-law), George Handley (Provo City Council), Dave 
Knecht (Provo City Council), Shawn Miller (Provo Agriculture Commissioner), and Ann Neville (TNC). 
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Representatives of the Nature Conservancy and the US Dept. of Agriculture have both 

expressed interest in helping to fund this and have visited the Robins property this fall.  

 

In January, Mayor Kaufusi and the City Council unanimously approved Shawn Miller’s resolution 

recommending that the legislature authorize a significant allocation to the LeRay McAllister 

Fund (listed in last year’s report), which historically has attracted $9 for open space 

preservation from every dollar allocated to it. The legislature failed to do that this year, but may 

do so in 2019. If so, funding for such agricultural land preservation may become available. 

 

SW Provo Planning 

At the invitation of Provo Planning Division’s Bill Peperone, Don Jarvis participated with a dozen 

other residents in a SW Provo Planning Process over several months this spring and summer. He 

warned that urban sprawl was unsustainable financially and advocated mixed-use zoning, 

mixed-density housing, and maximum preservation of agricultural land. The resulting 

development plan represented the compromise consensus of the group but did incorporate 

some of what Jarvis had advocated. (See Appendix 5) 

 

COMMITTEE ORGANIZATION AND NETWORKING 

Provo Sustainability and Natural Resources Committee meeting, 17 April 2018.  L-R clockwise, Emily Weinheimer, 

Shauna Mecham (Mountainland Association of Governments), Austin Taylor (then with Provo Bike Collective), Rick 

Cox, Ned Hill, Kimberly Jones, Rob Slater (Electric Highway Co.), Madison Daniels (Utah Lake Commission), Julie 

Hatchett (BYU), Janelle Jarvis, Don Jarvis (Chair), Dustin Wright (Provo Planning Dept.) 

 

Reporting: The Committee reported monthly to Deputy Mayor Isaac Paxman, with Councilman 

George Handley always attending those meetings. We also reported irregularly to the City 
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Council, monthly to the Utah Valley Clean Air Task Force and periodically to Utah Clean Air 

Partners (UCAIR) in Salt Lake City. Janelle Jarvis reports annually to Breathe Utah in SLC, and 

Don Jarvis was invited in November to join the Utah Citizens’ Council, a policy group in SLC. 

 

Sub-committees:  See Appendix 6 for a complete, updated roster of the Committee. 

Displays—Kim Jones, Ned Hill, Emelie Nelson, Emily Weinheimerl 

Electricity sourcing—Ned Hill with Committee guest Ryan King 

Energy efficient buildings—Ned Hill, Rick Cox 

Green business recognition program—Rick Cox 

Open space preservation—Don Jarvis 

Publicity—Kim Jones and Matthew Jelalian 

Recycling—Committee guests Jaimie Choi and Thomas Stanford 

School air quality education—Janelle Jarvis  

 

Networking: We established contact with the Utah Citizens’ Council (SLC), maintained relations  

with Provo City Employees’ Sustainability Committee, the Rock Canyon Preservation Alliance 

(Provo), Utah Clean Air Partners (UCAIR, in SLC), Utah Valley Chamber of Commerce’s Clean Air 

Task Force, BYU Earth Stewardship Club, Provo PTA, Breathe Utah, and Utah Valley Earth 

Forum. Ned Hill chaired the Provo Energy Board and the Utah Valley Clean Air Task Force and 

attended meetings of the Utah Valley Chamber of Commerce’s Public Policy Committee. Our 

Committee meetings were occasionally attended by Sarah Bateman, chair of the Orem City 

Natural Resources Stewardship Committee.   
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APPENDIX 2 

 

WHY FUND SUSTAINABILITY IN PROVO? 
Provo Sustainability and Natural Resources Committee 

9 January 2018 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Many medium-sized western cities have funded sustainability programs, and these provide major 

economic, health, and social benefits. For instance, Park City’s program has saved taxpayers $260,000 by 

retrofitting city buildings, and they invited U-Haul to establish a popular car-share program that only 

costs the city a little parking space. Other budgeted programs are saving city money and improving 

family health in such cities as Flagstaff, Arizona; Missoula Montana; Santa Fe and Las Cruces, New 

Mexico; Lakewood and Ft. Collins, Colorado; and Salt Lake City.  

Most of these programs acquire significant amounts of outside funding to augment city budgets and 

improve quality of life. An unusual example is Ft. Collins, which in 2016 secured $1,620,384 in outside 

funding for environmental projects.  

Provo has a more severe air pollution problem than do most of these cities, and it impacts not only our 

families’ health but our economic prospects. We have an active volunteer Sustainability Committee that 

would be more effective if the city had an employee with an environmental education plus sufficient 

time and authority to work with the Committee, apply for grants, and improve communication with city 

employees, elected officials, the public, and other Utah County cities.  

All sustainability programs work to reduce pollution, which is the cause of many serious problems here 

along the Wasatch Front. Air pollution increases complications in pregnancy and birth, increases the risk 

of cancer, and damages the brain, lungs, and cardiovascular system. Surprisingly, pollution of various 

kinds is associated with increased crime, and pollution actually kills or injures more people than street 

crime.   

Annual personnel budgets for smaller sustainability programs average around $50,000 per full-time 

employee. Project budgets for such programs vary widely from $15,875 to $380,000. 

It is recommended that Provo open a full-time position for a sustainability adviser with excellent 

credentials. 
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APPENDIX 3 

 

How can my electricity use affect pollution?  

HERE’S WHAT YOU CAN DO TODAY AND IF YOU CAN BUY SOMETHING 
Close drapes and blinds in the day during summer to 
reduce solar gain and at night in the winter to reduce 
heat loss. Windows and doors account for 10% to 25% 
of heating and cooling loss from your home. In the 
summer, open windows at night to cool the house. 

Replace your gas-powered yard tools with electric ones. 
Powerful electric lawn mowers, chain saws, trimmers, snow 
blowers, and many other tools are available.  A gas lawn 
mower pollutes as much as eleven gas cars. Electric 
equipment produces no pollution in your yard.   

Adjust your house thermostat up a bit in the 
summer, down a bit in the winter. That will reduce 
electricity use and pollution. If all Utahns lowered their 
thermostats in the winter by just one degree, we could 
remove 1% of all household emissions. 

Replace your car with one that pollutes less. Look for 

one with a high smog rating, ideally, eight to ten (hybrid, 
plug-in hybrid or fully electric). That will dramatically reduce 
pollution and gas costs. Federal tax credits are available to 
help pay for the upgrade. 

Turn off computers, modems, and TVs at night. 
That will reduce energy use and pollution. 

Plant trees on the south and west side of your house to 
reduce summer air-conditioning costs. Deciduous trees let 
sunshine into windows to heat your house in the winter. 

Turn off lights, fans, and TVs when not in use. That 
will reduce energy use and pollution. 

Improve insulation, especially in the attic, to reduce 

cooling and heating costs. 
Use only LED light bulbs. They use only a sixth of the 
energy that incandescents do and last longer. 

Replace windows with ones that reduce solar gain and 
heat loss. They account for much of your utility costs.  

 
Install solar panels. They will reduce your cooling and 
heating costs while reducing regional pollution. 
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APPENDIX 4 

 

PROVO CLEAN AIR TOOLKIT REVISIONS TO MAKE IT APPLICABLE STATEWIDE  
This update: 31 December 2018 

1. Delete PROVO from the title to make it more generic.  

2. On the home page, delete Best Tools for the Job, and its three items because the first one, Buy a cleaner car, is unrealistic 

and discouraging for most people. Replace Best Tools for the Job with Get Involved--that’s what people want when they 

enter the website.  

3. Under Get Involved, replace the current items with the following to be more friendly for ordinary people. The whole 

table should of course NOT be visible on the website at one time. As in the present website, it should be listed 

as a series of main headings that you click down on. What can I do today? is a main heading and under it 

Reduce Car Emissions and Reduce Home Emissions. Under each of these would be clickable headings that 

are now listed in bold. Under each of those headings, the small type info would be visible only when one clicks 

down on it.  

4. Still under Get Involved should be a third heading And if you can buy something,… which if clicked would 

reveal the 10 items now listed.  

5. Under the present headings Businesses and Organizations and City, replace references to BYU and to Provo 

into more generic ones like local university and your city. 

6. Under About the Provo Clean Air Toolkit, slightly revise the text to be applicable statewide by changing Utah 

Valley to The Wasatch Front and Utah County to Utah. 

7. Delete Why Does Provo Care About Clean Air? and the accompanying letter.  
 

What can I do today to improve my community’s air quality? 

REDUCE CAR EMISSIONS REDUCE HOME EMISSIONS 
Do not let your car idle more than thirty seconds, except at traffic lights. 

Even on cold mornings, cars warm up faster when driven. Idling pollutes, 
wastes fuel, and is hard on the engine. Your catalytic converter does not reach 
operating temperature when your engine is just idling.  

Avoid burning wood or coal indoors or out if at all possible:  one 

hour of wood-burning emits the same pollution as ninety SUVs running 
for that hour! 

Combine car trips. Do as many errands as possible in one trip to avoid 

cold starts. Your catalytic converter takes a few minutes to warm up when 
driving. Then it stays warm for about an hour even if you turn off your car. 

Adjust your house thermostat down a bit in the winter, up in 

the summer. If all Utahns lowered their thermostats in the winter by just 

one degree, we could remove 1% of all household emissions.  

Avoid drive-up windows. Instead, park and walk in. Drive-up windows 

encourage idling that causes pollution.  
Lower your water heater thermostat to reduce emissions. 

Reduce your car use. Walk, run, ride a bike, carpool, or use public transit. 

Encourage your children to do the same.  

Close drapes and blinds at night in the winter to reduce heat loss. 
Close them in the day during summer. Windows and doors account for 

10% to 25% of heating and cooling loss from your home. In the summer, 
open windows at night to cool the house. 

Buy only cleaner Tier 3 (low sulfur) gasoline for your car when it 

becomes available in your area. This will greatly reduce your car’s pollution.  
Turn off computers, modems, and TVs at night. That can 

reduce energy use and pollution, improve network security, and protect 
against power surges. Many companies require this for their equipment.  

Be aware of red, orange, and yellow air-quality days. Do as 

much of the above as you can then to reduce pollution. See 
https://air.utah.gov  for an air-quality forecast for your county. 

 

 

  

https://air.utah.gov/
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And if you can buy something, … 

Replace your car with one that pollutes less. Look for one with a high smog rating, ideally, eight to ten (hybrid or electric). That will 

dramatically reduce pollution. Tax credits may be available. 
Replace your lawn mower and other landscaping and snow-removal tools with electric ones. A gas lawn mower produces in one hour as much 

pollution as eleven new cars do. 
Replace your water heater with an ultra-low-NOx water heater. It will cost about the same as an ordinary water heater but produce far 

less pollution 
Replace all incandescent light bulbs with LED bulbs. 

Improve your home insulation. The attic is the easiest place to start. It should have at least 10-14 inches of insulation. 

Install insulating blinds or drapes. Windows are poor insulators, but blinds or drapes can reduce winter heat loss if you close them at night. In the 

summer, close them during the day to reduce heat gain. Consider buying more energy-efficient windows. 
Replace your furnace and AC with a high-efficiency models. You will save money in the long run and greatly reduce pollution. 
Replace a wood-burning stove or fireplace with natural gas burners. Burning wood or coal for one hour emits the same pollution as ninety SUVs 

running for an hour!  

Install solar panels. They will reduce your heating and cooling costs while reducing regional pollution. Rebates and tax credits may help. 
Plant trees on the south and west side of your house to reduce air-conditioning use in the summer. Deciduous trees will let sunshine into windows to 

help heat your house in the winter. 
Replace your gas can (if you still have one) with a new one that reduces vapor leakage and spills. 
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APPENDIX 5: SW Provo Future Land Use Planning 
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APPENDIX 6 

 

PROVO MAYOR’S  

SUSTAINABILITY AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE  

ROSTER 

 DECEMBER 2018 
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

Submitter: DGRABAU
Department: Finance
Requested Meeting Date: 12-18-2018

SUBJECT: A discussion on an appropriation for the Urban Deer Program. (18-061)

RECOMMENDATION: The council is requested to appropriate $20,000 in the General 
Fund for the Police Department from fund balance to fund FY 2019's Urban Deer 
Program.

BACKGROUND: In FY 2016, the Municipal Council appropriated $35,000 to fund an 
urban deer removal program on an interim basis. On May 15, 2018, the council 
evaluated the program and voted to extend the program for an additional year. In that 
motion, the council recommended the funding be included in the FY 2019 budget. 
Through the changes that were made to the budget, that change was not incorporated 
into the new-year budget. The annual cost for administering the program last year 
approached $20,000. The request before the council is to appropriate an additional 
$20,000 to fund the FY2019 portion of the program.

During the presentation on this item, the police department would like to share 
information about the program’s efficacy and the burden on staff for its administration. 
Additional appropriation may be requested to alleviate this burden.

FISCAL IMPACT: $20,000

PRESENTER’S NAME: Dustin Grabau, Rich Ferguson

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: 20 minutes

COMPATIBILITY WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES:

CITYVIEW OR ISSUE FILE NUMBER: 18-061



1 RESOLUTION 2019-.
2
3 A RESOLUTION APPROPRIATING $20,000 IN THE POLICE 
4 DEPARTMENT GENERAL FUND FOR THE URBAN DEER PROGRAM 
5 APPLYING TO THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2019. (18-061)
6
7 WHEREAS, the Municipal Council of Provo City Corporation has received a 
8 recommendation from the Provo City Mayor that $20,000 be appropriated in the Police 
9 Department General Fund for funding the Urban Deer Program; and

10
11 WHEREAS, the appropriation will be funded by $20,000 from the General Fund balance; 
12 and
13
14 WHEREAS, on January 8 and January 22, 2019,  the Municipal Council met to ascertain 
15 the facts regarding this matter and receive public comment, which facts and comments are found 
16 in the public record of the Council’s consideration; and; and
17
18 WHEREAS, all persons for and against the proposed appropriation were given an 
19 opportunity to be heard; and
20
21 WHEREAS, after considering the Mayor's recommendation, and facts and comments 
22 presented to the Municipal Council, the Municipal Council finds the proposed appropriation 
23 reasonably furthers the health, safety, and general welfare of the citizens of Provo City.
24
25 NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Municipal Council of Provo City, Utah as 
26 follows:
27
28 PART I:
29
30 The Mayor is hereby authorized to appropriate $20,000 in the Police Department General 
31 Fund. 
32
33 PART II:
34
35 This resolution shall take effect immediately.
36
37 END OF RESOLUTION.
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

Submitter: BMUMFORD
Department: Recorder
Requested Meeting Date: 01-22-2019

SUBJECT: A presentation on the Provo Airport and potential budget requests. (19-004)

RECOMMENDATION: Information only.

BACKGROUND: During the process for the development of the FY 2018-2019 budget, 
the Council was briefed on different departments and divisions with respect to their 
operations and budgetary needs. The Council Office intends to produce the same 
procedure for preparation of the FY 2019-2020 Provo City Budget. This presentation is 
part of that intention.

FISCAL IMPACT: N/A

PRESENTER’S NAME: Steve Gleason

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: 40 minutes

COMPATIBILITY WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES: 
Goal 1.4.13 – Prioritize areas within the city for economic development.
• Objective 1.4.13.6 Ensure that adequate measures are in place to protect the Provo 
Airport from the encroachment of incompatible development.
Goal 2.4.1 – Promote connectivity for all modes of transportation to key locations 
throughout the City.
• Objective 4.2.1.11 Upgrade facilities and market the Provo Airport for commuter airline 
service.
Goal 5.4.3 – Focus on maximizing our airport for business and increasing recreational 
vacation traffic.
• Objective 5.4.3.1 Create innovative marketing campaigns to promote the Provo 
Municipal Airport to local businesses and tourists as an economical and convenient 
alternative to using the Salt Lake International Airport.
• Objective 5.4.3.2 Work with land owners and businesses surrounding the Provo 
Municipal Airport to create business opportunities for businesses directly involved with 
the aviation industry.
• Objective 5.4.3.3 Continue to work with Allegiant Air to open new destinations from the 
Provo Municipal Airport, specifically to major terminal hubs such as San Diego, Orlando, 
Des Moines, Baltimore, Kansas City, Honolulu, Billings, Las Vegas, and Austin.
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• Objective 5.4.3.4 Strengthen the airport and access to the airport as assets to the 
business community.
• Objective 5.4.3.5 Provo City will seek cooperation with local businesses and nonprofit 
organizations to provide critical assistance to poor and transient populations in our 
community to balance community health, employment, housing, and safety issues.
Goal 7.4.8 – Maximize our airport for business and recreational traffic.
• Promote the airport to the local business and tourism travel industry as an economical 
and convenient alternative to using the Salt Lake International Airport.
• Develop a business park around the Provo Municipal Airport that attracts and 
promotes aviation-related business.

CITYVIEW OR ISSUE FILE NUMBER: 19-004



Steve Gleason and Dave Decker, 

The Council would like to invite you (and any employees you would like to invite) to 
educate the Council regarding the Airport’s budget at the Work Meeting on Tuesday, 
January 22, 2019. As Council staff reviewed the General Plan, we found several Goals and 
Objectives (listed below) that seemed to relate to the Airport Division. We would 
appreciate if you structured your report to the Council around the following questions: 

 What is your department/division doing to help the City achieve the goals listed in the 
General Plan Implementation section (Chapter 9 of the General Plan or any other relevant 
goal of the department)? 

 Are there Goals and Objectives in the General Plan where you feel like you could do 
more if given more budget? If so, what are they?

 Do you anticipate submission of supplemental requests at the conclusion of the year for 
your department/divisions? Please tell us what that request may be. 

 If you received supplemental money last year, what did you do with those dollars? How 
did those dollars make it easier to achieve your department/division goals?

 If you were asked to reduce your department/division budget by 5%, how would you 
prioritize in order to meet that request?

 Are there other requests related to FY2019-2020 budget you’d like to bring before the 
Council?

Thank you for presenting to the City Council!

*****

General Plan Goals and Objectives Related to the Airport

Goal 1.4.13 – Prioritize areas within the city for economic development.

 Objective 1.4.13.6 Ensure that adequate measures are in place to protect the Provo Airport 
from the encroachment of incompatible development.

Goal 2.4.1 – Promote connectivity for all modes of transportation to key locations 
throughout the City.

 Objective 4.2.1.11 Upgrade facilities and market the Provo Airport for commuter airline 
service.

Goal 5.4.3 – Focus on maximizing our airport for business and increasing recreational 
vacation traffic.

 Objective 5.4.3.1 Create innovative marketing campaigns to promote the Provo Municipal 
Airport to local businesses and tourists as an economical and convenient alternative to 
using the Salt Lake International Airport.

https://provo.municipal.codes/GenPlan/3.2.1


 Objective 5.4.3.2 Work with land owners and businesses surrounding the Provo Municipal 
Airport to create business opportunities for businesses directly involved with the aviation 
industry.

 Objective 5.4.3.3 Continue to work with Allegiant Air to open new destinations from the 
Provo Municipal Airport, specifically to major terminal hubs such as San Diego, Orlando, Des 
Moines, Baltimore, Kansas City, Honolulu, Billings, Las Vegas, and Austin.

 Objective 5.4.3.4 Strengthen the airport and access to the airport as assets to the business 
community.

 Objective 5.4.3.5 Provo City will seek cooperation with local businesses and nonprofit 
organizations to provide critical assistance to poor and transient populations in our 
community to balance community health, employment, housing, and safety issues.

Goal 7.4.8 – Maximize our airport for business and recreational traffic.
 Promote the airport to the local business and tourism travel industry as an economical and 

convenient alternative to using the Salt Lake International Airport.
 Develop a business park around the Provo Municipal Airport that attracts and promotes 

aviation-related business.



Planning Commission Hearing 
Staff Report 

Hearing Date: January 9, 2019 
 

 

*ITEM #2  The Provo City Economic Development Dept. requests a Zone Change from the 

Regional Shopping Center (SC3) Zone to the Interim Transit Oriented Development (ITOD) Zone for 

approximately 14 acres, located at 2300 N University Parkway. Carterville neighborhood.  Aaron 

Ardmore (801) 852-6404  PLRZ20180406 

Applicant: Dixon Holmes - Provo City 
Economic Development 
 
Staff Coordinator: Aaron Ardmore 
 
Property Owner: PLUM TREE 
PROPERTY LLC 
 
Parcel ID#: 46:992:0001 
 
Acreage: 14 
 
Number of Properties: 1 
   
Number of Lots: 6 
 
ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS 
1. Continue to a future date to obtain 
additional information or to further consider 
information presented.  The next available 
meeting date is January 23, 5:00 P.M. 
 
3.  Recommend Denial of the requested 
zone change.  This action would not be 
consistent with the recommendations of the 
Staff Report. The Planning Commission 
should state new findings. 

 
 

Current Legal Use: The property contained in this 
zone change request is currently vacant commercial 
property in the SC3 zone. 
 
 
Relevant History: The owners of the property have 
been through a redesign of a large commercial center, 
called The Mix. The owners have an approved plan to 
build new commercial and residential units at this 
property, but have now decided to change the plan 
with this rezone to allow ITOD residential development 
along the north and east sections. 
 
 
Neighborhood Issues: There have not been any 
reported issues to staff at the time of this report. 
 
Summary of Key Issues: 

 The prior approved plan had a mix of commercial, 
office, and residential uses within the SC3 zone. 

 The developers have now abandoned portions of 
that plan and desire ITOD zone on 14 acres for 
residential development. 

 This proposed zone change would need to be 
accompanied by a development agreement to 
ensure proper phasing and development occurs. 

 
 
Staff Recommendation: That the Planning 
Commission recommend to the Municipal Council 
approval of a zone change of 14 acres from SC3 to 
the ITOD with the following conditions: 
1. That a Development Agreement is signed and 
recorded prior to establishment of the zone change. 
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OVERVIEW 

The applicant, Provo City Economic Development, is requesting a zone change on 

behalf of the owner and developer of “the Mix” property, located at 2300 N University 

Pkwy. The request is to amend the zone map from the SC3 to the ITOD zone for 14 

acres along the north and east ends of the property (see attachment #1). 

The owners of the property have an approved plan for this property under SC3 zoning 

with commercial, office, and residential development. However, due to changing 

markets and a revised plan from the developers, they now are requesting an 

amendment to the zoning, which will be followed by an amendment to their 

development plan. 

The zone change will enable the developers to move forward with building on “The Mix” 

site. Staff has recommended, at the property owner’s representative has agreed, that a 

Development Agreement should be recorded in the office of the Utah County Recorder 

prior to any actual change in zoning that would include at least the following restrictions: 

 1. That the remaining SC3 zone will not include any residential uses; 

 2. That in the ITOD zone 10% of the residential units must be income restricted 

 at 60% Average Median Income, or that a cash-in-lieu is proffered for 10% of the 

 units, and; 

 3. That the attached zoning map be included in the Development Agreement 

 which will dictate zone boundaries and road locations.  

 

FINDINGS OF FACT  

1. Provo City Code Section 14.02.020(2) sets forth the following guidelines for 

consideration of zoning map amendments: 

 Upon receipt of a petition by the Planning Commission, the Commission shall hold a 

public hearing in accordance with the provisions of Section 14.02.010 of this Title and 

may approve, conditionally approve, or deny the preliminary project plan.  Before 

recommending an amendment to this Title, the Planning Commission shall determine 

whether such amendment is in the interest of the public, and is consistent with the goals 

and policies of the Provo City General Plan.  The following guidelines shall be used to 

determine consistency with the General Plan: (responses in bold) 
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(a) Public purpose for the amendment in question. 

 Since the SC3 zone was established in this location in the late 1980s Bus 

Rapid Transit has been added to University Parkway and a bus station is 

convenient to the subject property.  This change in transportation 

infrastructure has made the subject property appropriate for Transit 

Oriented development.  The proposed zone change will allow significant 

residential development (400-500 units) as part of a mixed-use 

development, helping to provide affordable housing that will support new 

commercial businesses in Provo. 

(b) Confirmation that the public purpose is best served by the amendment in 

question. 

 Amending 14 acres of the SC3 zone to ITOD will encourage that quality 

residential development will be built as part of the mixed-use project. 

(c) Compatibility of the proposed amendment with General Plan policies, goals, and 

objectives.  

 The zone change helps to meet the following goals of the General Plan:  

Goal 1.4.3 to increase dispersal of affordable housing in Provo.   

 Goal 1.4.8 may be achieved by encouraging long-term residency and 

balanced neighborhoods. 

 Goal 3.4.5 is to encourage various types of housing and sufficient 

accommodations for people to work and live in Provo. 

(d) Consistency of the proposed amendment with the General Plan’s “timing and 

sequencing” provisions on changes of use, insofar as they are articulated. 

 This proposal is set to be developed in phases, with the commercial being 

established first, and then the residential. This will help to provide a 

desirable place for people to live in the new units that are built. 

(e) Potential of the proposed amendment to hinder or obstruct attainment of the 

General Plan’s articulated policies. 

 The proposed amendment should not have hindrance or obstruction to 

obtaining the goals of the General Plan. 

(f) Adverse impacts on adjacent land owners. 
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 Adverse impacts on adjacent land owners are mitigated by this proposal, 

since the neighboring property to the north with have less intense 

development with the ITOD zone than it could have had with the SC3 zone. 

There will be an increase of traffic to adjacent land owners, but this should 

also be mitigated by a planned out traffic flow and control plan. 

(g) Verification of correctness in the original zoning or General Plan for the area in 

question. 

 The zoning and General Plan for the area are correct and do not need to be 

amended. 

(h) In cases where a conflict arises between the General Plan Map and General 

Plan Policies, precedence shall be given to the Plan Policies. 

 No conflict exists. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS 

The proposal has benefits to Provo City, in that this zone change will first allow new 

development to start at “The Mix”, and second, that the residential component of the 

development will be combined and well-regulated with the ITOD zone.  

Phasing the plan with SC3 and ITOD development will allow the developer and City Staff to 

ensure that quality development occurs at this site, and the zone change to ITOD will also help 

to provide new areas for affordable housing to be built. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The proposed zone change along with the Development Agreement will provide a way for the 

developer to move forward with “The Mix” and give assurances to the city that the right kind of 

mixed-use development occurs at this gateway site in the city. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 1. That a signed Development Agreement with the conditions listed in this staff report 

shall be recorded in the office of the Utah County Recorder prior to any actual change in 

zoning. 

 Staff recommends that the Planning Commission recommend approval of a zone 

 change of 14 acres to the ITOD zone, with the following conditions: 
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ATTACHMENTS 

1. Proposed Zone Map Amendment 

 

ATTACHMENT 1 – PROPOSED ZONE MAP AMENDMENT 

 

 

 



PLANNING COMMISSION 
January 9, 2019 



The Provo City Economic Development Dept requests a 
Zone Change from the Regional Shopping Center (SC3) 

Zone to the Interim Transit Oriented Development (ITOD) 
Zone for approximately 14 acres, located at 2300 N 

University Parkway.   
 

Carterville neighborhood 
 

 PLRZ20180406   

ITEM 2* 









Coordinator Review Committee Report 
Submitted: November 21, 2018 
Report Date: January 02, 2019 
  
Project Name: The Mix at Rivers Edge 
Address: 2300 N University Pkwy, BLDG A 
Project #: PLRZ20180406 
Application Type: Rezone 
Application Expiration: This application will expire December 06, 2019. For exceptions to this rule 

see Section 15.01.040 Provo City Code. 
 

 
Submission Deadline: In order to have a submission placed on the next available review agenda, all 

documents must be submitted to the Planning Coordinator, Aaron Ardmore. 

Project Review 

Review: Building Inspection Review Review Date: 12/11/2018 
Department: Community Development 
Reviewer James Anderson 

Email: janderson@provo.utah.gov 
Phone: 8018526411 

Approval Status: No Comment 

Comments:    
 

Review: Fire Review Review Date: 12/10/2018 
Department: Fire 
Reviewer Kevin Paxton 

Email: kpaxton@provo.utah.gov 
Phone: 8018526333 

Approval Status: No Comment 

Comments: No concerns at this time.   

 

Review: Parks and Recreation Review Review Date: 12/18/2018 
Department: Parks and Recreation 
Reviewer Thomas Mckenna 

Email: tmckenna@provo.utah.gov 
Phone: 8018526643 

Approval Status: No Comment 

Comments:    
 

Review: Planning Review Review Date: 12/20/2018 
Department: Community Development 
Reviewer Aaron Ardmore 

Email: aardmore@provo.utah.gov 
Phone: 8018526404 

Approval Status: No Comment 

Comments:    

 

Review: Public Works Review Review Date: 01/02/2019 
Department: Public Works 
Reviewer Jared Penrod 

Email: jpenrod@provo.utah.gov 
Phone: 8018526739 

Approval Status: Comments Received 

Comments:    

Corrections: Miscellaneous 
 Sewer flow calculations have been requested from the applicant for the proposed 



change to the project to ensure that flow will not be increased from what was originally 
approved. Until flow calculations can be verified a rezone is not recommended. 

Review: Power Review Review Date: 12/20/2018 
Department: Power 
Reviewer Kevin Taylor 

Email: KTaylor@provo.utah.gov 
Phone: 8018526803 

Approval Status: No Comment 

Comments:    

 
 

 
Conditions 

 
 
 
 



 

 

Provo City Planning Commission 

Report of Action 
January 09, 2019 

 

 

*ITEM 2 The Provo City Economic Development Dept requests a Zone Change from the Regional Shopping Center 

(SC3) Zone to the Interim Transit Oriented Development (ITOD) Zone for approximately 14 acres, located at 2300 N 

University Parkway. Carterville neighborhood.  Aaron Ardmore (801) 852-6404  PLRZ20180406 

 

 

 

The following action was taken by the Planning Commission on the above described item at its regular meeting of January 

09, 2019: 

 
POSITIVE RECOMMENDATION WITH CONDITIONS 

 

On a vote of 5:0, the Planning Commission [recommended that the Municipal Council approve the above noted 
application and authorize the Mayor to sign the development agreement, with the following conditions: 
 
Conditions of Approval: 
1. That a Development Agreement is signed prior to adoption of the ITOD zone that would include the following: 
2. That the remaining SC3 zone will not permit any residential uses; 
3. That 10% of the residential units in the ITOD zone must be income restricted at 60% Average Median Income or 

that cash-in-lieu is proffered for 10% of the units; 
4. That the attached zoning map be included in the Development Agreement which will dictate zone boundaries and 

road locations. 
5. That it is understood by all parties that future development of the subject property may necessitate significant 

improvements to city sewer facilities and that the cost of any such improvements will be the responsibility of the 
developer.   

 
Motion By: Andrew Howard 
Second By: Jamin Rowan 
Votes in Favor of Motion: Andrew Howard, Jamin Rowan, Robert Knudson, Deborah Jensen, Shannon Ellsworth 

 Deborah Jensen was present as Chair. 

 
• Includes facts of the case, analysis, conclusions and recommendations outlined in the Staff Report, with any 

changes noted; Planning Commission determination is generally consistent with the Staff analysis and 
determination. 

 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR PROPERTY TO BE REZONED 
The property to be rezoned to the ITOD Zone is described in the attached Exhibit A. 
 

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



included the following:  That discussions that Planning Commission has had on the subject property prompted this staff-
initiated application.  Staff  had conversations with the property owner and the City Council to determine if a city-
initiated application for a zone change to ITOD would seem feasible.  David Day addressed the need to review sewer 
demands before the upcoming project plan is approved, but that the zone change is supported by Public Works staff. 

 

NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING DATE  
• A neighborhood meeting was held with Economic Development on January 2

nd
. 

 

NEIGHBORHOOD AND PUBLIC COMMENT  
• Neighbors or other interested parties were present and addressed the Planning Commission with the following 

concerns: 
- Dave Iman from the adjacent BYU Motion Picture Studio stated concerns with security, noise, light, and other 

issues that residential neighbors could bring. He also does not want to pay for utility improvements associated 
with the area. 

- Carl Bacon, a neighboring resident, had concerns about the quality of the buildings that will be built at the site. 
- Russell Lorne stated that he hopes that the development will be aesthetically pleasing, but noted that more 

medium and high density residential product is needed in the City. 
- Paul Riddle stated concerns with the intensity of the proposal without design being shown. 
- Erik Davis asked staff what the differences are between the SC3 zone and ITOD zone. 
- Brent Henry wondered why only a portion of the project was changing to ITOD zoning. 

 

APPLICANT RESPONSE 
Key points addressed in the applicant's presentation to the Planning Commission included the following: Staff addressed 
the concerns by stating that design will be reviewed in the future Project Plan and will be seen at Planning Commission. 
The ITOD zone will allow an additional 25 feet in height over the SC3 zone and is primarily residential. 
 

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

- The design regulations of the ITOD zone, the need for affordable housing in the project, sewer capacity issues 
that will need to be addressed, advantages to the ITOD zone over the SC3 zone, benefits of the zone change, 
and ability to create a better place. 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Planning Commission Chair  
 

 
 

 

Director of Community Development  
 
See Key Land Use Policies of the Provo City General Plan, applicable Titles of the Provo City Code, and the Staff Report to the 

Planning Commission for further detailed information. The Staff Report is a part of the record of the decision of this item. 
Where findings of the Planning Commission differ from findings of Staff, those will be noted in this Report of Action. 

 



Legislative items are noted with an asterisk (*)  and require legislative action by the Municipal Council following a public hearing; 
the Planning Commission provides an advisory recommendation to the Municipal Council following a public hearing. 

Administrative decisions of the Planning Commission (items not marked with an asterisk) may be appealed by submitting an 
application/notice of appeal, with the required application and noticing fees, to the Community Development Department, 330 

West 100 South,  Provo, Utah, within fourteen (14) calendar days of the Planning Commission's decision (Provo 
City office hours are Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.). 

BUILDING PERMITS MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE CONSTRUCTION BEGINS 
 
EXHIBIT A 
 

 



1 ORDINANCE 2018-.
2
3 AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONE MAP CLASSIFICATION OF 
4 APPROXIMATELY 14 ACRES, GENERALLY LOCATED AT 2300 N 
5 UNIVERSITY PARKWAY, FROM REGIONAL SHOPPING CENTER (SC3) 
6 TO INTERIM TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT (ITOD). 
7 CARTERVILLE NEIGHBORHOOD. (PLRZ20180102)
8
9 WHEREAS, it is proposed that the classification on the Zone Map of Provo for 
10 approximately 14 acres of real property, generally located at 2300 N University Parkway (as 
11 shown on Exhibit A), be amended from Regional Shopping Center (SC3) and Planned Industrial 
12 Commercial (PIC) to Public Facilities (PF); and
13
14 WHEREAS, on January 9, 2019, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public 
15 hearing to consider the proposal and after such hearing the Planning Commission recommended 
16 approval to the Municipal Council in a 5:0 vote; recommending additionally that a Development 
17 Agreement be signed prior to the adoption of the ITOD zone that would include the following: 
18 (1) that the remaining SC3 zone will not permit any residential uses, (2) that 10 percent of the 
19 residential units in the ITOD zone must be income restricted at 60 percent Average Median 
20 Income or that cash-in-lieu is proffered for 10 percent of the units, (3) that the attached zoning 
21 map (Exhibit A) be included in the Development Agreement which will dictate zone boundaries 
22 and road locations, and (4) that it is understood by all parties that future development of the 
23 subject property may necessitate significant improvements to city sewer facilities and that the 
24 cost of any such improvements will be the responsibility of the developer; and
25
26 WHEREAS, on January 22, 2019, the Municipal Council met to ascertain the facts 
27 regarding this matter and receive public comment, which facts and comments are found in the 
28 public record of the Council’s consideration; and
29
30 WHEREAS, after considering the Planning Commission’s recommendation and facts and 
31 comments presented to the Municipal Council, the Council finds (i) the Zone Map of Provo, 
32 Utah, should be amended as described herein; and (ii) the proposed zone map classification 
33 amendment for the real property shown in the attached Exhibit A reasonably furthers the health, 
34 safety and general welfare of the citizens of Provo City.
35
36 NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the Municipal Council of Provo City, Utah, as 
37 follows:
38
39 PART I:
40



41 The classification on the Zone Map of Provo, Utah is hereby amended from the Regional 
42 Shopping Center (SC3) Zone to the Interim Transit Oriented Development (ITOD) Zone for 
43 approximately 14 acres of real property generally located at 2300 N University Parkway, as 
44 described in the attached Exhibit A.
45
46 PART II:
47
48 A. If a provision of this ordinance conflicts with a provision of a previously adopted 
49 ordinance, this ordinance shall prevail.
50
51 B. This ordinance and its various sections, clauses and paragraphs are hereby declared to be 
52 severable. If any part, sentence, clause or phrase is adjudged to be unconstitutional or 
53 invalid, the remainder of the ordinance shall not be affected thereby.
54
55 C. The Municipal Council hereby directs that the official copy of the Zone Map of Provo 
56 City, Utah be updated and codified to reflect the provisions enacted by this ordinance. 
57
58 D. This ordinance shall take effect immediately after it has been posted or published in 
59 accordance with Utah Code 10-3-711, presented to the Mayor in accordance with Utah 
60 Code 10-3b-204, and recorded in accordance with Utah Code 10-3-713.
61
62 END OF ORDINANCE
63



64 Exhibit A
65

66



1

PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

Submitter: RBREEN
Department: Community Development
Requested Meeting Date: 01-22-2019

SUBJECT: Julie Smith requests the annexation (Peay Annexation) of 13.45 acres of 
property into the incorporated limits of Provo City, located at approximately 
5400 N Canyon Road.  North Timpview and Riverbottoms neighborhoods.  
PLANEX20180355

RECOMMENDATION: Item requested for both the Work and Council meetings on 
January 22, 2019.

BACKGROUND: Annexation petition.

FISCAL IMPACT:

PRESENTER’S NAME: Brian Maxfield (801) 852-6429

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: 10 minutes

COMPATIBILITY WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES:

CITYVIEW OR ISSUE FILE NUMBER: PLANEX20180355









1 RESOLUTION 2018-
2
3 A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING AN ANNEXATION PETITION FOR 
4 FURTHER CONSIDERATION FOR APPROXIMATELY 13.45 ACRES OF 
5 PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT 5400 NORTH CANYON ROAD, 
6 PROVO. NORTH TIMPVIEW AND RIVERBOTTOMS NEIGHBORHOODS.
7
8 WHEREAS, The Municipal Council has received a petition to annex approximately 
9 13.45acres of property generally located at 5400 North Canyon Road into the Municipality of 

10 Provo; and
11
12 WHEREAS, pursuant to Utah Code 10-2-405, the Municipal Council may accept or deny 
13 the petition for further consideration; and  
14
15 WHEREAS, if within fourteen days of the receipt of the annexation petition by the City 
16 Recorder the Municipal Council fails to affirmatively accept or deny the petition it is considered 
17 to have been accepted for further consideration pursuant Utah Code; and
18
19 WHEREAS, the petition at issue here was not delivered to the City Recorder, therefore it 
20 cannot be considered to have been accepted by operation of law, but can still be considered by 
21 the Council; and
22
23 WHEREAS, per the Provo City General Plan Map 6.1 – Annexation Policy, the property 
24 is within Annexation Policy Area #5; and 
25
26 WHEREAS, Provo City Code Section 15.03.300 requires that, concurrent with any 
27 request to rezone or annex property, a concept plan application shall be submitted to the City, 
28 which requirement has been met; and 
29
30 WHEREAS, Provo City Code Section 15.15.020 requires: (a) an accurate survey plat of 
31 the property, (b) a statement as to the anticipated timetable for development of the property being 
32 annexed, and (c) a full disclosure of any and all waters owned or historically utilized on the 
33 property to be annexed and a statement from the water owner as to the water owner’s estimate of 
34 value of the water or the price at which the owner is willing to sell the said water to the City, 
35 which requirements have been met; and 
36
37 WHEREAS, after considering the facts and comments presented to the Municipal 
38 Council at a public meeting held on January 22, 2019, the Council finds that acceptance of this 
39 annexation petition for further consideration would reasonably further the health, safety and 
40 general welfare of the citizens of Provo City.
41
42 NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Municipal Council of Provo City, Utah, as 
43 follows:
44
45 PART I:
46



47 1. The Municipal Council hereby accepts for further consideration, in accordance with 
48 the process set forth in state law and local ordinance, the petition to annex approximately 
49 13.45acres of property generally located at 5400 North Canyon Road, as shown in the attached 
50 Exhibit A.
51
52 PART II:
53
54 This resolution shall take effect immediately.
55
56 END OF RESOLUTION.
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1 RESOLUTION 2018-
2
3 A RESOLUTION DENYING AN ANNEXATION PETITION FOR FURTHER 
4 CONSIDERATION FOR APPROXIMATELY 13.45 ACRES OF PROPERTY 
5 GENERALLY LOCATED AT 5400 NORTH CANYON ROAD, PROVO. 
6 NORTH TIMPVIEW AND RIVERBOTTOMS NEIGHBORHOODS.
7
8 WHEREAS, The Municipal Council has received a petition to annex approximately 
9 13.45acres of property generally located at 5400 North Canyon Road into the Municipality of 

10 Provo; and
11
12 WHEREAS, pursuant to Utah Code 10-2-405, the Municipal Council may accept or deny 
13 the petition for further consideration; and  
14
15 WHEREAS, if within fourteen days of the receipt of the annexation petition by the City 
16 Recorder the Municipal Council fails to affirmatively accept or deny the petition it is considered 
17 to have been accepted for further consideration pursuant Utah Code; and
18
19 WHEREAS, the petition at issue here was not delivered to the City Recorder, therefore it 
20 cannot be considered to have been accepted by operation of law, but can still be considered by 
21 the Council; and
22
23 WHEREAS, per the Provo City General Plan Map 6.1 – Annexation Policy, the property 
24 is within Annexation Policy Area #5; and 
25
26 WHEREAS, Provo City Code Section 15.03.300 requires that, concurrent with any 
27 request to rezone or annex property, a concept plan application shall be submitted to the City, 
28 which requirement has been met; and 
29
30 WHEREAS, Provo City Code Section 15.15.020 requires: (a) an accurate survey plat of 
31 the property, (b) a statement as to the anticipated timetable for development of the property being 
32 annexed, and (c) a full disclosure of any and all waters owned or historically utilized on the 
33 property to be annexed and a statement from the water owner as to the water owner’s estimate of 
34 value of the water or the price at which the owner is willing to sell the said water to the City, 
35 which requirements have been met; and 
36
37 WHEREAS, after considering the facts and comments presented to the Municipal 
38 Council at a public meeting held on January 22, 2019, the Council finds that acceptance of this 
39 annexation petition for further consideration would not reasonably further the health, safety and 
40 general welfare of the citizens of Provo City.
41
42 NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Municipal Council of Provo City, Utah, as 
43 follows:
44
45 PART I:
46



47 1. The Municipal Council hereby denies for further consideration the petition to annex 
48 approximately 13.45 acres of property generally located at 5400 North Canyon Road, as shown 
49 in the attached Exhibit A.
50
51 PART II:
52
53 This resolution shall take effect immediately.
54
55 END OF RESOLUTION.
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1

PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

Submitter: BMUMFORD
Department: Recorder
Requested Meeting Date:

SUBJECT: A discussion on affordable housing policies in Provo City. (18-070)

RECOMMENDATION: Discussion only. If Council desires to make a shift in policy, a 
motion will be required.

BACKGROUND: At the August 7, 2018 Work Meeting, representatives from The Salt 
Lake Chamber came to discuss a policy initiative they recently headed and referred to 
as the Housing Gap Coalition. As part of their presentation, they discussed with the 
Council a study their group had recently commissioned with the Kem C. Gardner Policy 
Institute at the University of Utah. The study uncovered several areas dealing with 
housing affordability and availability that were of concern and in need of attention. One 
of the primary asks of this presentation was that the Council consider and pass a 
resolution which would unite cities in the state and partner with the Housing Gap 
Coalition to address housing affordability.

The Council has had numerous discussions regarding this resolution, but never adopted 
the resolution. Council Leadership asked Council staff to review the housing policies in 
place and to particularly look at current policies and whether current policies would 
create a duplication in effort.

FISCAL IMPACT: N/A

PRESENTER’S NAME: Cliff Strachan

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: 45 minutes

COMPATIBILITY WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES:

CITYVIEW OR ISSUE FILE NUMBER: 18-070



Affordable Housing 
Policy Discussion  
Work Session, December 18, 2018 



 
 
 
 
 

Housing Gap Coalition Resolution: 
1. Seek to minimize barriers to the provision of housing opportunities for all incomes and life stages;  
2. Review existing practices that would negatively impact housing affordability; 
3. Plan and seek to allow significant housing opportunities near employment centers, public 

transportation, and other amenities; 
4. Increase public and government awareness and understanding of the housing affordability needs of our 

city, region and state; 
5. Think, and coordinate regionally, about local land use decisions; 
6. Seek to align housing, infrastructure, and economic development efforts; and 
7. Promote collaboration with other communities, elected officials, and stakeholders on additional 

solutions. 
 



Housing Gap Coalition Resolution: 
• Do nothing        
• Reject the resolution 
• Revise the Resolution 
• Approve the resolution 
• Approve a new resolution 
• Affirm the UCLT resolution 
• Research housing needs 



ULCT Resolution 2018-004: 
 1. Population growth and the housing gap 

• engage with other stakeholders to formulate and consider state initiatives that facilitate the 
accommodation of population growth, and that enhance flexibility of other revenue tools. 

• support expanding the use of accessory dwelling units where appropriate. 
• review zoning ordinances, regulatory ordinances, and processes to facilitate additional housing units (i) 

where the infrastructure can support them, (ii) particularly near current and future transportation 
corridors, and (iii) in a manner that preserves local official decision- making. 

• support efforts to inform residents about population growth and mitigate the impacts on their quality of 
life. 

 
 



ULCT Resolution 2018-004: 
 2. Housing affordability 

• support federal policies that could ease material and labor costs that impact housing prices. 
• support other efforts to reduce costs of housing that are not tied to infrastructure. 
• support state and local efforts to improve wage growth. 

  
 3. Affordable housing 

• commit to examining their current housing stock by complying with HB 259 (2018) Moderate Income 
Housing Amendments to incorporate moderate income housing into their general plans. 

• support state financial support and other incentives such as inclusionary zoning in certain areas to 
preserve or create affordable housing. 

 
 



HGC Resolution vs. Provo General Plan 
 



HGC Resolution vs. Provo General Plan 
 



HGC Resolution vs. Provo General Plan 
 



HGC Resolution vs. Provo General Plan 
 



HGC Resolution vs. Provo General Plan 
 



HGC Resolution vs. Provo General Plan 
 



HGC Resolution vs. Provo General Plan 
 



Moderate Income Housing Requirements – Existing and Proposed 

 



 
 
 
 
 

HGC Resolution (Provo amendments): 
 



 
 
 
 
 

HGC Resolution (Provo amendments): 
 



 Affordable Housing in Utah County: 
 

• 29 of 47 affordable housing projects  
• 1,093 of 1,870 units 

are in Provo              
Source: Utah Regional Housing as presented at the Utah Community Land Trust Symposium, December 6, 2018 

 



1 RESOLUTION 2018-.
2
3
4 A RESOLUTION REGARDING A PLEDGE TO CONSIDER HOUSING 
5 AFFORDABILITY ISSUES AND TO IDENTIFY MEASURES TO BE TAKEN 
6 TO ADDRESS UTAH’S HOUSING NEEDS ACROSS THE STATE AND IN 
7 PROVO CITY. (18-070)
8
9 WHEREAS, Utah’s population growth is among the highest in the nation, the result of a 
10 strong economy, larger family sizes, and high quality of life measures; and
11
12 WHEREAS, the developable land in Utah’s most populated valleys is rapidly 
13 disappearing; and
14
15 WHEREAS, research conducted by the University of Utah has shown that for the first 
16 time in 40 years Utah has had more new households than new housing units provided, resulting 
17 in a housing shortage that is contributing to housing costs that financially strain many Utah 
18 families who are struggling to meet their housing needs; and
19
20 WHEREAS, since 2011 this “housing gap,” or shortage of housing, is estimated to be 
21 above 50,000 units and growing each year, even as Utah led the nation, in percentage terms, in 
22 housing construction last year; and 
23
24 WHEREAS, "housing affordability" means the ability of a household to occupy a 
25 housing unit while paying no more than 30% of the household's income for gross housing costs, 
26 including utilities; and
27
28 WHEREAS, “affordable housing” refers to housing affordability for residents who earn 
29 less than the area’s median income and describes the availability of affordable housing units 
30 targeted for low-, very low-, and extremely low-income groups; and
31
32 WHEREAS, while the current affordable housing crisis in Utah is concentrated in 
33 households with incomes below the median income, with housing prices rising, the crisis may 
34 grow to affect households with incomes above the median income if the supply and availability 
35 of affordable housing units does not begin to satisfy demand, and affordable housing could 
36 become far more scarce, impacting a majority of Utah families; and
37
38 WHEREAS, accommodating a significant portion of Utah’s population growth in 
39 proximity to employment opportunities allows people to live closer to work, reduce driving, 
40 reduce air pollution, reduce household transportation costs, decrease infrastructure costs, and 
41 maintain and improve the quality of life for Utah’s residents; and



42
43 WHEREAS, cities that adopt measures encouraging and supporting housing affordability 
44 will improve overall prosperity and air quality, as well as reduce housing and transportation 
45 costs, not only for their cities, but for the region and state; and
46
47
48 WHEREAS, the Municipal Council of Provo City has included multiple measures 
49 supporting housing affordability and affordable housing in the city’s General Plan; and
50
51 WHEREAS, the Provo City Housing Authority found that 29 (62%) of 47 affordable 
52 housing projects in Utah County are located in Provo City, and that 1,093 (58%) of the 1,870 
53 affordable housing units comprising these projects are located in Provo City; and
54
55 WHEREAS, the Municipal Council of Provo City supports the Salt Lake Chamber of 
56 Commerce and the Utah League of Cities and Towns in raising awareness about the choices to 
57 promote and increase housing affordability and affordable housing, to preserve our strong 
58 economy and protect the quality of life in the face of rapid growth.
59
60
61 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE 
62 CITY OF PROVO, UTAH:
63
64 SECTION 1. Pledge of support. We, as municipal leaders of Provo City, pledge to 
65 consider housing affordability issues with a regional perspective. We also pledge that together 
66 with other Utah local governments and community stakeholders, Provo City will continue to 
67 work towards the goal of housing affordability for all Utah residents. We recognize our ability to 
68 implement various smart growth strategies to promote and maintain housing affordability, and 
69 we call upon other cities in Utah County to join with us as we endeavour to find solutions to the 
70 shortage of affordable housing. 
71
72 Section 2. Measures to be taken. Within the context of the General Plan, the Municipal 
73 Council of Provo City pledges to:
74
75 1. Seek to minimize barriers to the provision of housing opportunities for all incomes and 
76 life stages; 
77 2. Review existing practices that would negatively impact housing affordability;
78 3. Plan and seek to allow significant housing opportunities near employment centers, public 
79 transportation, and other amenities;
80 4. Increase public and government awareness and understanding of the housing affordability 
81 needs of our city, region and state;



82 5. Think, and coordinate regionally, about local land use decisions;
83 6. Seek to align housing, infrastructure, and economic development efforts; and
84 7. Promote collaboration with other communities, elected officials, and stakeholders on 
85 additional solutions.
86
87 Toward these ends, we will review and, as needed, update our General Plan, comply with the 
88 2018 moderate-income housing legislation, and take other steps as appropriate.
89
90 SECTION 3. Effective Date. This resolution shall be effective immediately.



Council Committees and Board Assignments
Last Updated: January 3, 2019

City-Related Organizations
Council Members act as board members of several other city-related boards, including:

 The Redevelopment Agency of Provo
 The Municipal Building Authority
 The Board of Canvassers
 The Stormwater Special Service District Governing Board
 The Records Appeal Board

Other Boards, Committees and Liaisons
Individual Municipal Council members may be appointed to various other City boards, commissions, 
and committees, or act as a liaison to them. 

Leadership Responsibilities (*first name is Chair, second name is Vice Chair)
Group Appointed 

By
Current 
Appointment

Term Term 
Expiration

Meeting 
Time

Municipal Council 
Leadership

Municipal 
Council

*Gary Winterton
David Harding

1 year January Wed. 4pm

Executive Committee of 
the Provo 
Redevelopment Agency

Municipal 
Council

*David Knecht
George Stewart 
Mayor Kaufusi

1 year January monthly 2nd 
Tuesday
4:00 pm

Municipal Building 
Authority Leadership

MBA 
Bylaws

Council Chair 
and Vice Chair

1 year January

Stormwater Service 
District

SSD 
Bylaws

Council Chair 
and Vice Chair

1 year January

Council Committees (PCC 2.50.110) (*first name is Chair, second name is Vice Chair)
Committee Type Councilors Mission Statement
Policy Governance 
Committee

Standing, 
(standing but 
not active; 
committee 
may 
reconvene 
periodically)

*Gary Winterton 
David Harding

Mission statement: “The mission of the 
Policy Governance Committee is to 
examine existing and proposed policy 
and bring recommendations to the 
Council body relative to the vision and 
policy for the Council and Provo City.”

Council Rules 
Committee

Standing *David Sewell Mission Statement: "The Rules 
Committee reviews Council rules and 
procedures and brings suggested 
improvements to the Council for 
consideration."

Council Budget 
Committee

Standing Council 
committee of 
the whole 

The mission of the Budget and Audit 
Committee is to objectively review and 
make recommendations to the City 
Council concerning: 
a) the City’s annual budgets, which 

http://www.codepublishing.com/UT/Provo/html/Provo02/Provo0250.html#2.50.110


Committee Type Councilors Mission Statement
should be results-oriented and 
structurally balanced, have sustainable 
revenues, and promote cost effective 
management of programs and capital 
infrastructure;
b) the City’s financial reporting 
processes, standards, 
financial statements, and internal 
controls, as audited by the City’s 
independent auditors; and 
c) specific assignments as requested or 
approved by the City Council.

Housing Committee Ad Hoc *David Knecht  
Kay Van Buren 
George Handley

The purpose of the Ad Hoc Housing 
Committee is to research best practices 
and make recommendations for:
1. Understanding what characteristics 
meet the tenets of a balanced and 
healthy neighborhood that promote 
owner occupancy and long-term 
residency; and 2. How best to 
proactively address housing issues 
county-wide by engaging surrounding 
cities, the school board, housing 
advocates, and other experts.

Impact Fee Review 
Committee

*Kay Van Buren
Gary Winterton

Neighborhood 
Program Review 
Committee

Ad Hoc *David Knecht 
David Sewell

Mission Statement: “Perform a 
comprehensive review of the 
Neighborhood Program and 
recommend any changes based on how 
they will best help individual 
neighborhood organizations reach their 
full potential.”

Neighborhood 
Advisory Board

Standing
(see PCC 
2.29)

*David Knecht Mission Statement: “The Neighborhood 
Program is intended to provide advice 
and recommendations to the Municipal 
Council to aid them in their decision 
making, and to provide the citizens of 
Provo additional opportunities for input 
and feedback regarding land use 
decisions that affect their communities.”

Development 
Approval Process 
Review Committee

Ad Hoc *David Sewell
David Knecht
David Harding

Provo depends on developers to create 
our built environment, which in turn 
affects our quality of life and the vitality 
of our neighborhoods. An effective and 
efficient development approval process 
can attract high quality developments 
and enhance the city’s property tax 
revenues.

https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/Provo/
https://www.codepublishing.com/UT/Provo/


Committee Type Councilors Mission Statement
This committee will partner with the 
Administration to review the city’s 
development approval process and 
create standards for desired outcomes 
and service levels. The recommended 
standards should inspire developer 
friendly attitudes and processes while 
preserving Provo’s emphasis on citizen 
safety, neighborhood character, and city 
values. The resulting standards should 
also encourage citizen involvement and 
yield a process that quickly yet robustly 
evaluates the quality of a proposal and 
how it fits into Provo’s vision. Process 
participants – including developers, city 
staff, neighborhood Chairs, and 
residents, will be invited to share 
experiences, lessons learned and best 
practices from other cities.

Zoning Compliance 
Committee

Ad Hoc *David Knecht
David Sewell
George Handley

Statement of purpose: To review 
recommendations from citizens and the 
Administration pertaining to zoning 
enforcement and compliance, and to 
advise the Council on how to move 
forward with those recommendations.

City Administrative Boards with Council Appointment 
Board Appointed By Current 

Appointment
Term Term 

Expiration
Meeting 
Time

Library Board 
- see PCC 2.26

Mayor with 
Council A&C

Vacant 3 years 4:00 on 2nd 
Wednesday

Provo Foundation
 - see PCC 2.34

Articles of 
Incorporation

Council Chair 1 year January As Needed

City Advisory/Policy Recommending Boards with a Council Appointment
Board Appointed By Current 

Appointment
Term Term 

Expiration
Meeting 
Time

Student of Higher 
Education and Young 
Adult Advisory Board 
- see PCC 2.39

Municipal 
Council Chair

Inactive 2 years Inactive 
Board

http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_2.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_2.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_2.pdf


City Advisory/Policy Recommending Boards with a History of Council Liaisons
Board Current Assignment Meeting Time
Airport Board - see PCC 2.21 Gary Winterton Quarterly on 2nd 

Tuesday 12:30 
Arts Council – see PCC 2.22 David Sewell
Energy Board - see PCC 12.01 Gary Winterton, George Stewart,

George Handley 
1st Monday 4:00

Transportation and Mobility Advisory 
Committee – see PCC 14.04B

George Handley 2nd Tuesday 
12:30 pm

Parks & Recreation Board - see PCC 
2.38

Gary Winterton, George Handley 3rd Thursday 
Monthly 12:00pm

Rock Canyon Advisory Committee George Handley

Sustainability Committee George Handley

Utah Valley Clean Air Task Force

CDBG General Committee David Harding

CDBG Social Services Committee David Harding, David Knecht?

City Advisory/Policy Recommending Boards without Council Appointment or Liaison
● Landmarks Commission (see PCC 16.01)
● Planning Commission  (see PCC 14.04)

○ Design Review Committee (see PCC 14.04A) 

Joint Entity Boards
Board Appointed By Current 

Appointment
Term Term 

Expiration
Meeting Time

South Utah Valley 
Solid Waste District 
(SUVSWD)

SUVSWD 
Bylaws

Wayne 
Parker, CAO

3rd Wed every 
other month

Utah Lake 
Commission

ULC Bylaws Mayor 
Kaufusi?

4 years 4th Thurs each 
month 7:30 am

Utah Municipal Power 
Agency (UMPA) Board 
of Directors - see PCC 
2.20.040(3)

Mayor with 
Council A&C

Mayor 
Kaufusi

4 years 4th 
Wednesday
6:00

Metropolitan Water 
Board - see PCC 
2.20.040(1)

All Members 
Appointed by 
Council 

Liaison: Kay 
Van Buren, 
Gary 
Winterton

6 years Quarterly
Sara Hubbs, 
provometrowater
@gmail.com 
801-465-5205

Provo Housing 
Authority* - see PCC 
2.20.010

Mayor with 
Council A&C

George 
Handley

Monthly 3rd or 
4th Wednesday 
at 4:15 PM

http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_2.pdf
https://provo.municipal.codes/Code/2.22.010
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http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.provo.org%2Fuserfiles%2Fdownloads%2Fcouncil%2Ftitle_12.pdf&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFRZVgsHkregg7vEX6XzPik4sfnYg
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.provo.org%2Fuserfiles%2Fdownloads%2Fcouncil%2Ftitle_12.pdf&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFRZVgsHkregg7vEX6XzPik4sfnYg
https://provo.municipal.codes/Code/14.04B
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fprovo.org%2Fuserfiles%2Fdownloads%2Fcouncil%2Ftitle_2.pdf&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNG5qkJ2gnOoLmVgBQ4vHQjL3K6lZw
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fprovo.org%2Fuserfiles%2Fdownloads%2Fcouncil%2Ftitle_2.pdf&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNG5qkJ2gnOoLmVgBQ4vHQjL3K6lZw
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fprovo.org%2Fuserfiles%2Fdownloads%2Fcouncil%2Ftitle_2.pdf&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNG5qkJ2gnOoLmVgBQ4vHQjL3K6lZw
http://www.provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_16.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_14_combined.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_14_combined.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_2.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_2.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_2.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_2.pdf
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mailto:provometrowater@gmail.com
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Non-City Boards with City/Council Appointments/Liaisons (by rule, tradition, or request):
Board Appointed By Current Assignment Meeting Time
Downtown Provo, Inc. (Liaison 

appointed by 
Council Chair)

Gary Winterton, David 
Harding

3rd Wed monthly 
8:00 am

Utah Lake Commission Bylaws Mayor Kaufusi
Mountainland Association 
of Governments Executive 
Council 

Bylaws Mayor Kaufusi Bylaws stipulate 4th 
Thursday

ULCT Land Use Task Force Bylaws Council Executive Director 
or designee

ULCT Legislative Policy 
Committee

Bylaws; City may 
have up to three 
but only one staff 
member

David Harding (assume 
Mayor and CAO are the 
other two)

Mondays (except 
holidays) at 12:00 
pm during State 
Legislative Session

City Administrative and Quasi-judicial Boards without Council Appointment/Liaison 
(Not Recommended)

● Board of Adjustment (Zoning) (see PCC 14.05)
● Board of Appeals (Building Code) (see PCC 2.20.010)
● Classified Civil Service Commission (see PCC 2.20.010)
● Landmarks Commission (see PCC 16.01)
● Planning Commission  (see PCC 14.04)

○ Design Review Committee (see PCC 14.04A)
● Unclassified Civil Service Appeals Board (PCC 2.20.010)

http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_14_combined.pdf
http://www.codepublishing.com/UT/Provo/html/Provo02/Provo0220.html#2.20.010
http://www.codepublishing.com/UT/Provo/html/Provo02/Provo0220.html#2.20.010
http://www.provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_16.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_14_combined.pdf
http://provo.org/userfiles/downloads/council/title_14_combined.pdf
http://www.codepublishing.com/UT/Provo/html/Provo02/Provo0220.html#2.20.010
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

Submitter: HSALZL
Department: Recorder
Requested Meeting Date:

SUBJECT: A review of Council Board and Committee assignments, including a 
discussion regarding Council goals (Part 2 of 2). (19-002)

RECOMMENDATION: Information only.

BACKGROUND: The Council has a number of goals and priorities they would like to 
accomplish. Each year, the Council has a discussion where the Council Committee 
assignments are established. This will be the second of two meetings to discuss this 
item. The first was in the Work Meeting on January 8, 2019.

FISCAL IMPACT: N/A

PRESENTER’S NAME: Councilor Dave Harding

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: 60 minutes

COMPATIBILITY WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES:

CITYVIEW OR ISSUE FILE NUMBER: (19-002)
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PROVO MUNICIPAL COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

Submitter: HSALZL
Department: Council
Requested Meeting Date: January 22, 2019

SUBJECT: A discussion on the use of the surplus property list. (19-015)

RECOMMENDATION: Informational only with the intention of a resolution coming to the 
Council Meeting on February 5, 2019.

BACKGROUND: The discussion will address an alternative proposal for how the 
Council surpluses properties and how those properties are discussed.

FISCAL IMPACT: NA

PRESENTER’S NAME: Brian Jones

REQUESTED DURATION OF PRESENTATION: 10

COMPATIBILITY WITH GENERAL PLAN POLICIES, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES:

CITYVIEW OR ISSUE FILE NUMBER: 19-015
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