


 

MILLCREEK, UTAH 
 RESOLUTION NO.  19-XX  

 
A RESOLUTION EXPRESSING MILLCREEK’S INTENT TO STUDY AND    

CONSIDER PARTICIPATION IN THE COMMUNITY RENEWABLE ENERGY 
ACT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 

 
 WHEREAS, the Millcreek Council ("Council'') met in regular meeting on November    , 
2019, to consider, among other things, approving a resolution expressing Millcreek’s intent to study 
and consider participation in the Community Renewable Energy Act of the State of Utah; and 
 

WHEREAS, during the 2019 Regular Legislative Session, the State Legislature 
adopted House Bill 411, codifying the Community Renewable Energy Act, which act 
provides for the opportunity for cities to commit to the development of renewable energy 
sources and the utilization of renewable energy sources; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Council hereby finds and declares that the adoption of renewable 

energy technologies and the utilization of renewable energy sources is in the public interest and 
will benefit the public welfare; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Council desires to take the initial steps to make the Community 

Renewable Energy Program available to its residents. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council as follows: 
 

Section 1. Statement of Goal.  Millcreek hereby states a goal of achieving an amount 
equivalent to 100% of the annual electric energy supply for participating customers from 
renewable energy resources by 2030. This goal is stated in accordance with the provisions of the 
Community Renewable Energy Act codified at Utah Code Ann. § 54-17-903, and is intended to 
express the City Council’s decision to participate in the study and review of the costs and other 
requirements related to the development of renewable energy sources for Millcreek and for use 
by participating customers within the city limits of Millcreek. 

 
Section 2. Direction to City Staff. City Staff is hereby directed to take all actions which 

are necessary and in support of this Resolution and to provide to the City Council all available 
information to support a determination by the Council on full participation in the Community 
Renewable Energy Act. 

 
Section 3. Severability. If any section, part or provision of this Resolution is held invalid 

or unenforceable, such invalidity or unenforceability shall not affect any other portion of this 
Resolution, and all sections, parts and provisions of this Resolution shall be severable. 

 
Section 4. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its 

approval by the City Council. 
 

PASSED AND APPROVED this  day of November 2019. 
 
 
MILLCREEK COUNCIL 

 



 

By:   
Jeff Silvestrini, Mayor 

 
  
ATTEST: 

 
 
  
Elyse Greiner, City Recorder 

Roll Call Vote: 
 
                Silvestrini       Yes    No 

Marchant  Yes    No 
Jackson  Yes    No 
Catten  Yes    No 
Uipi  Yes    No 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



H.B. 411 Frequently Asked Questions 
 
1. Who will be affected by this program if Millcreek decides to participate?  

a. All Rocky Mountain Customers with Millcreek’s city limits who do not opt out of participation. 
Rocky Mountain Power customers who have solar panels and are on Rocky Mountain Power’s 
Schedule 135 (those who signed an interconnection agreement before November 15, 2017) are 
not eligible to participate.  

2. What qualifies as Renewable Energy under H.B. 411?  
a. Solar, wind, geothermal, hydroelectric, energy efficiency, and certain sustainable technologies 
(including storage).  

3. What is the process? Especially with the Public Service Commission?  
a. City adopts a resolution by December 31, 2019 that commits to attain a net 100% renewable 
electricity goal by 2030  
b. Public Service Commission adopts Administrative Rules (process is currently underway)  
c. Cities who have adopted resolutions collectively enter into an agreement with Rocky 
Mountain Power  
d. Cities apply through Rocky Mountain Power to Public Service Commission for approval of the 
program and a plan to solicit the renewable resources. All cities that have passed a resolution 
and joined the application to the PSC will be responsible for the costs of the regulatory review 
and consulting fees, even if a city decides not to participate in the final program.  
e. Public Service Commission approves application  
f. Within 90 days of Public Service Commission approval, each City adopts an ordinance to 
formally establish participation in the renewable energy program  
g. Noticing period occurs for all eligible participants within city boundaries  

i. Customers will receive two notices within a 60-day period (separate from their electric 
bills) containing information on the program, estimated costs, and information on how 
to opt out.  
ii. After the 60-day period is complete, if a customer does not take action to opt out, 
they become a participant of the program and will begin to be billed at program rates. 
iii. Customer has three billing cycles under the new program rates to opt out without 
having to pay an exit fee.  

4. What is the procedure to opt out? Opt-in? 
a. Customers/residents will receive instructions in their notices on how to opt-out.  If a 
customer does not opt out within 60 days, they will be automatically enrolled in the program.  
b. If a customer opts out, they may be able to opt back into the program.  

5. What fees will be associated with the program?  
a. A participating customer will pay the program rates, which have yet to be determined.  
Program rates may include the costs associated with:  

i. Enhanced-energy efficiency program or renewable energy resource(s) that are 
built to meet the program goal of net-100% renewable by 2030.  

ii. Costs associated with replaced assets (which will be defined later in the process 
but may include coal plants).  

iii. Cost of noticing requirements (after the initial noticing 60 days before the 
program begins)  



iv. Administration costs  
6. Will customers have the ability to opt out once they have opted in?  

a. If a participating customer decides to leave the program after both the 60 day opt out 
and three billing cycles, they will pay an exit fee to leave the program. Once they leave 
and pay the exit fee, they will return to standard rates.  

7. Will new homeowners who move into our city have an option to opt out?  
a. New residents/customers will be automatically be enrolled in the program, but they 
will have an opportunity to opt-out with no exit fees.  

8. What is net metering?  
a. Net metering is used on homes where solar panels are installed. This special meter    
the amount of electricity used in the home along with the amount of electricity 
produced by the solar panels. If you produce more energy than you consume, you 
receive credit on your bill. Customers with solar panels on their home that received an 
interconnection agreement before November 15, 2017 are on Rocky Mountain Power’s 
Schedule 135, which is net metering. Customers with solar panels who received an 
interconnection agreement on or after November 15, 2017 are on Schedule 136, which 
is similar to net metering. Information about your rate schedule is available on your 
monthly utility bill.  

9. Where does Rocky Mountain Power plan to use the revenue they receive for this program? 
Will RMP invest in renewables?  

a. The revenue from program participants will be separately tracked by Rocky Mountain 
Power and used to pay for the renewable resource and other program costs (see list 
above). Rocky Mountain Power will make annual filings to the Public Service 
Commission to present this information for review by regulating agencies.  

10. What is the timeline?  
a. If the city moves ahead with plans to adopt this program, the passage of a city 
resolution is required by December 31, 2019. The Public Service Commission is expected 
to approve rules for the program by the end of 2019 or in early 2020. The cities and 
Rocky Mountain Power can choose when they would like to file an application to initiate 
the program, likely in 2020. The exact timeline for additional steps in this process, 
including when Rocky Mountain Power will begin procuring renewable energy for the 
cities, is not defined.  

11. What percentage of electricity customers in our city are subscribers in a current Rocky 
Mountain Power program such as Blue Sky, Net Metering, or Subscriber Solar?  

a. Currently about 3%  
12. What other cities or counties are in this process?  

a. Park City, Salt Lake City, Summit County, Moab, Holladay, and Cottonwood Heights. 
There are also a few other communities in discussions with Rocky Mountain Power 
about this program  

13. Differences between Blue Sky Program and House Bill 411?  



a. Blue Sky is an optional program where customers can purchase 100-kWh blocks of 
renewable energy for $1.95 per block per month to offset their usage. The customer can 
cancel at any time with no charge. The funds are used to purchase renewable energy 
credits (RECs), which are certificates that correspond to the environmental attributes of 
energy produced from renewable resources. These can be purchased as "bundled” – 
meaning the actual energy output is purchased with the REC, or “unbundled” – meaning 
just the REC can be purchased without the energy. Blue Sky RECs are unbundled, and do 
not include the purchase of electricity. Excess funds from the program also are used to 
provide grants to local nonprofits for installation of solar panels. H.B. 411 is different 
because an actual, utility-scale resource will be built to achieve the net-100% renewable 
goal of the program.  

14. Have any other cities adopted a resolution according to H.B. 411?  
a. Yes, Holladay.  The other cities mentioned above adopted their resolutions before 
H.B.411  

15. What happens if Millcreek doesn’t adopt a resolution?  
a. Millcreek will not be eligible to participate in the community renewable program. 
However, Millcreek is concerned about the environment and the adoption of this 
resolution would show a good faith effort toward sustainability and preserve Millcreek’s 
ability to participate in the program if it chooses to.  

16. How much will the regulatory review and consulting fees cost?  
a. Millcreek will work with Rocky Mountain Power, the regulating agencies, and the 
other participating communities to identify reasonable cost for these fees that all 
participating communities will collectively be responsible for.  

17. Has the Public Service Commission adopted the Administrative Rules?  
a. No, the rules are being developed currently and will likely be approved by the end of 
2019, or the beginning of 2020.  

18. Does Rocky Mountain Power have enough renewable energy sources to supply the 
net100% renewable goal of the program? If not, is Rocky Mountain Power building enough 
renewable energy sources to supply all who want to be net-100% renewable by 2030?  

a. To meet the net-100% renewable goal of the program, Rocky Mountain Power and 
the participating communities will issue a request-for-proposals to solicit competitive 
bids from renewable energy developers. Rocky Mountain Power will purchase and 
interconnect to their system the output of the renewable resource(s) built on behalf of 
the participating customers. Rocky Mountain Power is participating in the H.B.411 
process and will add renewable resource(s) to their portfolio according to the energy 
needs of those who will choose to participate in this program. 

19. Can a resident get renewable energy through any other means?  
a. You can install solar panels on your home  

20. How does Rocky Mountain Power’s Subscriber Solar program work?  



a. Those who can participate in this program are buying renewable energy from a 
specific resource that was built to serve the participants. The Subscriber Solar program 
is currently fully subscribed.  

21. What tax incentives do I have for installing solar panels on my house?  
a. There are state and Federal tax credits for installing solar on your home. The Federal 
tax credit is 30% of the cost of the solar panels through 2019 and then steps down each 
year until it expires at the end of 2021. The State tax credit is $1,600 until 2021 when it 
begins to step down and expires at the end of 2023. Private contractors/installers of 
solar panels can provide additional information on this question  

22. If Millcreek adopts this resolution, will my power bill increase?  
a. It is likely, but not certain, that power bills will increase for customers who stay in the 
program. H.B. 411 requires that program costs be isolated to participating customers 
(and not shared with non-participating customers), so program customers will have to 
pay for potential upgrades to the electricity grid to accommodate new renewable 
energy resources. However, new renewable energy resources tend to be the least 
expensive energy available, which may result in cost savings over time. Estimated 
customer rates for the program will be included in the application filed before the Public 
Service Commission, and participating communities may choose to leave the program at 
that point by choosing not to pass an ordinance.  

23. Is H.B. 411 the only option residents have for renewable energy?  
a. As mentioned above, you may be able to participate in other Rocky Mountain Power 
programs, or install solar panels on your home  

24. How does the city’s decision affect me if I already have solar panels?  
a. If you have solar panels and are on Rocky Mountain Power’s Schedule 135 (if you 
received an interconnection agreement before November 15, 2017), you are exempt 
from the H.B.411 program. If you have solar panels and are on Rocky Mountain Power’s 
Schedule 136 (if you received an interconnection agreement on or after November 
2017), you are eligible to participate. Your power bill has information about your rate 
schedule. 

 
https://www.pacificorp.com/about/newsroom/news-releases/2019-draft-irp-increased-renewables-
phased-coal-transition.html 

https://www.pacificorp.com/about/newsroom/news-releases/2019-draft-irp-increased-renewables-phased-coal-transition.html
https://www.pacificorp.com/about/newsroom/news-releases/2019-draft-irp-increased-renewables-phased-coal-transition.html


Sarah Inwood
Millcreek Homeowner

Former Project Manager at EPRI
sinwood@gmail.com



 Applied Energy Services (AES)
 Independent Power Producer

 The NorthBridge Group
 Economic and strategic consulting firm serving 
electric and natural gas industries.

 Stanford University
 Fellowship in Energy Resources Engineering, M.S.

 Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI)
 Nonprofit international organization; conducts R&D 
related to generation, delivery and use of electricity.



 Drivers of capital and variable costs of generation 
technologies

 Integrating variable renewable generation
 Power Markets
 Power Systems (grid operations)
 Cycling of Fossil Generation

 Demand Side Management
 Energy Efficiency, Demand Response, Time-of-Use

 Climate Change policy
 Intersection with technology and human behavior

 Rate Design
 Including: calculating stranded costs



1. Key misconceptions about HB 411
2. HB 411 compared to other cities’ plans
3. Recommendations and Next Steps



1. Will address the inversion





1. Will address the inversion
2. Bulk Energy Storage Technologies exist and 

are affordable and scalable



Li-Ion Batteries
(LIB)

Pumped Storage 
Hydro
(PSH)

2.5% of annual electricity consumed in the U.S.



1. Will address the inversion
2. Bulk Energy Storage Technologies exist and 

are affordable and scalable
3. Solar and Wind PV are cheap; will soon be 

cheaper than natural gas generating assets



1. Highly capital intensive: $Trillions infrastructure
2. Reliable, Resilient, Affordable

 End-users want power on-demand
3. Environmentally Responsible
4. Laws of Physics

 Frequency: 60.0 Hz (threshold: 59.7 - 60.02 Hz)
 Power Generation = Load

5. Heavily regulated
 Federal: FERC, NERC, EPA
 State: utility commission



 California
 Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS)
 60% RE by 2030; 100% Zero Carbon Energy* by 2045

 2019: 31% RE
 Portland, OR

 RPS: 50% by 2040; 100% by 2050
 2019: 7% RE

 Burlington, VT
 2019: 100% Zero Carbon Energy*
 36% Wood
 36% Hydro
 28% Wind

*Zero Carbon Energy (ZCE): Includes Nuclear and Large Hydro generating assets









http://www.caiso.com/informed/Pages/ManagingOversupply.aspx

http://www.caiso.com/informed/Pages/ManagingOversupply.aspx


1. Will address the inversion
2. Bulk Energy Storage Technologies exist and are 

affordable and scalable
 Lithium Ion Batteries (LIB): mobile applications

3. Solar and Wind PV are cheap
 Integration costs are high and not always knowable

4. Building out Solar and Wind in the United States 
is the best way to combat climate change
 U.S.: energy efficiency; transportation sector; diet
 Work with developing countries to build less coal-fired 

generation https://ww.carbonbrief.org/mapped-
worlds-coal-power-plants

https://ww.carbonbrief.org/mapped-worlds-coal-power-plants


Burlington, VT: Burlington Electric Department
Portland, OR: Portland General Electric
San Francisco: CleanPower SF
Berkeley/Oakland: East Bay Community Energy

Also: Silicon Valley (CA), Marin County (CA), Boston (MA), 
San Diego (CA), Boulder (CO)



1. RMP/PSC select consultant; no reviewing 
consultant

2. Opt out period: 60 days, two notices
3. Penalty to opt out after opt out period: TBD by 

RMP/PSC
4. Rate Making Process: Increased annually by 

RMP/PSC ; no city involvement
5. After launch: no defined role for the cities to 

participate

*RMP/PSC: Rocky Mountain Power/ Public Service Commission of UT



Goal: 100% RE
Municipal Utility

%





* San Francisco

Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS)
44% RE 2024; 52% by 2027;
60% RE by 2030; 
100% ZCE by 2045



 Community Choice Aggregation (CCA): 2016
 Goal: 100% RE by 2030

 Previously: by 2020; updated in 2014
 Three service options:

Generation Rate 8.393 9.393 9.850
PG&E Delivery Rate 13.004 13.004 13.004
Stranded Asset Rate 3.404 3.404 0
Total Electricity Rate 
(cents/kWh) 24.7974 25.7974 22.854



https://ebce.org/residents/

https://ebce.org/residents/


City Consultant 
selection

Goal Service 
Offerings

Current RE 
& ZCE %

Opt out 
penalty

HB 411 RMP/PSC 100% net RE by 2030 No 10%, 14% Yes

Burlington,
VT

City 100% ZCE No 100%* No

Portland, OR City 100% RE by 2050 Yes 9%, 40% No

San Francisco City Affordable,
100% net RE by 2030

Yes 39%, 85% No

Berkeley
(EBCE)

City Affordable Yes 39%, 85% No

Marin City Affordable Yes 39%, 85% No

Silicon Valley City Affordable Yes 39%, 85% No

San Diego City Affordable Yes ~50%, n/a -

Boston City Affordable, 
ZCE by 2050

Yes 14%, 31% No

RE: Renewable Energy
RMP/PSC: Rocky Mountain Power / Public Service Commission of Utah
ZCE: Zero Carbon Energy
* Includes large hydro



1. Cities select consultant/reviewer: rate impact study
 HB 411: RMP/PSC selects

2. Offer tiered service options
 HB 411: 100% net RE by 2030

3. No penalty to exit
 HB 411: Penalty to be set and adjusted by RMP/PSC

4. Reduce price risk; start with:
 Renewable Energy Credits (RECs )
 5-year Power Purchase Agreements (PPAs)

5. Empower the cities with oversight authority over RMP’s 
submissions to PSC
 GOAL: obviate Petitions to Intervene
 HB 411: cities have no formal legal role



Sources
 See slide notes
 Correspondence with former associates at

 Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI)
 Advanced Microgrid Solutions (AMS)
 The NorthBridge Group
 MRW and Associates

Sarah Inwood, sinwood@gmail.com











http://www.caiso.com/TodaysOutlook/Pages/defaul
t.aspxhttp://www.caiso.com/informed/Pages/ManagingOversup

l

http://www.caiso.com/TodaysOutlook/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.caiso.com/informed/Pages/ManagingOversupply.aspx




 Old regimen: Total Capacity (MW)
 Emerging regimen: Flexibility Requirements

 ~2018, California Energy Commission (CEC)
 CEC: >75% by Natural Gas
 Response times [in three time frames]
 Ramp rates
 Unknown costs ($$)



 GDP: ~5th largest economy in the world
 Population: 40 million  UT = 3 million

 Annual Electricity: 285,000 GWh UT : 30,000 GWh

 Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS), 2002
 44% by 2024; 60% by 2030
 Current: 31% RE
 100% Zero Carbon Energy by 2045
 UT: optional, 20% by 2025



 Conventional Power plants
 Scheduled
 Revenue: electricity and ancillary services (ramps)
 Natural gas and coal: fuel contracts

 Solar PV and Wind
 Integration: substantial flexible resources ($$)
 Generation does not correlate with Load
 Curtailments
 Power Purchase Agreements (PPAs) --- $$$



Advantages
 Long Duration (8 to 16 hours)
 Long asset life (60-100+ years)
 Known technology
 Fast ramping capability

Cons
 Requires specific geology (uncommon)
 Long planning horizon (10-25 years)
 Environmental impact







 Tremendous advances
 Improved energy density (kW/kg) Lightweight
 More affordable
 But: 90-95% cheaper to backstop wind/solar

 Hype outpaces the actual activity and value 
proposition
 grid support: some frequency control, peak shaving

 Ideally suited for non-grid applications
 Remote rural electrification
 Mobile applications

 Vehicle Electrification



 Reliable
 Durable
 Scalable
 Affordable [and efficient]
 Environmentally sustainable
 Nothing in the innovation pipeline has these 

attributes  >20 years out









 

   

MILLCREEK, UTAH 
ORDINANCE NO. 19-44  

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THE MILLCREEK 

CODE OF ORDINANCES RELATED TO THE DEFINITION OF JUNK (9.56.010 
AND 9.56.020), ELIMINATING THE TERM “REAL ESTATE SECTION” 

(14.04.140 AND 14.48.050), ELIMINATING REFERENCES TO CANYON AND 
RURAL ROADS (14.28 AND 14.12.100), AND CHANGING THE TIME PERIOD 
THAT A VEHICLE LEFT PARKED IN THE SAME PLACE CONSTITUTES A 

NUISANCE (11.40.020) 
 
 WHEREAS, on October 28, 2019, the Millcreek Council (the “Council”) met in 
regular session to consider, among other things, an ordinance amending various sections 
of the Millcreek Code of Ordinances related to the definition of junk (9.56.010 and 
9.56.020), eliminating the term “real estate section” (14.04.140 and 14.48.050), 
eliminating reference to canyon and rural roads (14.28 and 14.12.100), and  changing the 
time period that a vehicle left parked in the same place constitutes a nuisance 
(11.40.020); and  
 

WHEREAS, the Council has determined to amend sections 9.56.010, 9.56.020, 
11.40.020, 14.12.100, 14.48.050 and repeal section 14.04.140 and chapter 14.28; and 
 
 WHEREAS, after careful consideration, the Council has determined that it is in 
the best interest of the health, safety and welfare of the residents of the City to amend 
various sections of the Millcreek Code of Ordinances related to the definition of junk, 
eliminating the term “real estate section” and changing the time period that a vehicle left 
parked in the same place constitutes a nuisance; and 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED that the Council hereby amends 
9.56.010, 9.56.020, 11.40.020, 14.12.100, 14.48.050 and repeals 14.04.140 and 14.28 of 
the Millcreek Code of Ordinances as follows (designated by interlineating the words to 
be deleted and underlining the words to be added):   
 
9.56.010 - Definitions  

For the purposes of this chapter, the following definitions shall apply:  
"Containers" means county health department and collection agency approved metal, 

heavy-duty paper or plastic receptacles used for the disposal and storage of solid waste.  
“Junk” means   
A. Any salvaged or scrap copper, brass, iron, steel, metal, rope, rags, batteries, paper, 

wood, trash, plastic, rubber, tires, waste or other articles or materials commonly 
designated as junk.  

 
B. Except as provided in subsections (C) or (D), junk shall also mean any 

dismantled, wrecked or inoperable motor vehicles or recreational vehicles or parts 
thereof which are stored or parked on property outside of an enclosed building 
and which remain in such condition for a period of time in excess of 60 days. An 



 

   

automobile, truck or bus shall be considered inoperable if it is not currently 
registered and licensed in this state or another state. 

 
C.  One truck with a capacity of one ton or less or one automobile which is not 

currently licensed and registered in this state or another state but is otherwise 
operable may be stored on property for a period not to exceed two years if the 
truck or automobile is secured with the windows closed, the trunk and hood 
closed and the doors locked and is not damaged exposing jagged metal; or 

 
D.  One truck with a capacity of one ton or less or one automobile which is 

inoperable may be stored in a side yard (except a side yard which faces on a 
street) or a rear yard for a period not to exceed two years provided: 
 
1.  The automobile or truck is secured with the windows closed, the trunk and 

hood closed and the doors locked and is not damaged exposing jagged metal; 
and 

 
2.  The automobile or truck is not visible from any public street; and 
 
3.  The automobile or truck is entirely concealed by a covering which is 

maintained in good condition and which does not extend closer to the ground 
than the lowest point of the vehicle body.“”  

 
"Litter" means any quantity of uncontainerized paper, metal, plastic, glass or 

miscellaneous solid waste which may be classed as trash, debris, rubbish, refuse, garbage 
or junk.  

"Private property" means and includes, but is not limited to, the following exterior 
locations owned by private individuals, firms, corporations, institutions or organizations: 
Yards, grounds, driveways, entranceways, passageways, parking areas, working areas, 
storage areas, vacant lots and recreation facilities.  

"Public property" means and includes, but is not limited to, the following exterior 
locations: Streets, street medians, roads, road medians, catch basins, sidewalks, strips 
between streets and sidewalks, lanes, alleys, public rights-of-way, public parking lots, 
school grounds, publicly owned vacant lots, parks, playgrounds and other recreational 
facilities, and publicly owned waterways and bodies of water.  
 
9.56.020 - Keeping Property Clean  
A. It shall be the duty of the owner, agent, occupant or lessee to keep exterior private 
property free of litter and/or junk. This requirement applies not only to removal of loose 
litter, but to materials that already are, or become, trapped at such locations as fence and 
wall bases, grassy and planted areas, borders, embankments and other lodging points. 
 
 
11.40.020 - Vehicles Deemed Nuisance 



 

   

A. In addition to vehicles parked in violation of any ordinance of the city or the laws 
of the state, the following are declared to be nuisances:  
1. Any unattended vehicle stopped, standing or parked in violation of any of the 
provisions of this title;  
2. Any vehicle found upon the streets or alleys of this city with faulty or defective 
equipment;  
3. Any vehicle left unattended upon any bridge, viaduct, or at any subway where 
such vehicle constitutes an obstruction to traffic;  
4. Any vehicle upon a street so disabled as to constitute an obstruction to traffic, 
when the persons in charge of the vehicle are, by reason of physical injury, incapacitated 
to such an extent as to be unable to provide for its custody or removal;  
5. Any vehicle left unattended upon a street or alley and parked illegally so as to 
constitute a definite hazard or obstruction to the normal movement of traffic;  
6. Any vehicle left parked in the same place on any street or alley continuously for 
forty-eighttwenty-four hours;  
7. Any vehicle wherein the driver has been taken into custody by the local law 
enforcement agency under circumstances so as to leave such vehicle unattended in a 
street, alley or restricted parking area;  
8. Any vehicle being driven on the streets which is not in a proper condition to be 
driven; or  
9. Any vehicle found so parked as to constitute a fire hazard or an obstruction to 
fire-fighting apparatus.  
B. Such nuisances may be summarily abated by removal by, under the direction of, 
or at the request of an officer of the local law enforcement agency, to a place of storage 
within the city, by means of towing or otherwise.  State law will govern the handling of 
the impounded vehicle.    
 
14.04.140 – Real Estate Section.  
 “Real Estate Section” means the Salt Lake County Real Estate Division when 
providing services to City. 
 
Chapter 14.28 - CANYON AND RURAL ROAD MAINTENANCE AND 
CLASSIFICATION  
Sections:  
 
14.28.010 - Purpose.  
The purpose of this chapter is to identify the canyon and designated rural roads for which 
the city has maintenance responsibility and to classify the roads for the level of 
maintenance to be performed.  
14.28.020 - Definitions.  
For the purposes of this chapter:  
"Canyon roads" means canyon roads for which the city has maintenance responsibility.  
"Dry road surface" means road surfaces that can be maintained only during periods of dry 
or fair weather.  
"Rural" means an area which has developed primarily with agricultural or estate 
residential uses, and the lot size is a minimum of one acre.  



 

   

"Rural roads" means only those roads designated on the map described in Section 
14.28.040.  
"Summer maintenance" means routine maintenance that can be performed after April 1st 
when the road is snow free until the weather in the fall necessitates snow plowing. 
Summer maintenance shall not include any snow plowing.  
"Wet and dry road surface" means road surfaces that can be maintained year round under 
any climatic conditions.  
14.28.030 - Classifications.  
Canyon and rural roads shall be classified according to the following categories:  
A. Category 1 Road. A Category 1 road consists of asphalt or concrete pavement 
with the following characteristics:  
1. Lane striping; 
2. Regulatory and street identification signing; 
3. Speed limits between five to thirty-five miles per hour; 
4. Year-around maintenance with wet and dry road surface conditions. 
B. Category 2 Road. A Category 2 road consists of asphalt or concrete pavement 
with the following characteristics:  
1. No lane striping; 
2. Regulatory and street identification signing; 
3. Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour; 
4. Summer maintenance only with dry road surface condition. 
C. Category 3 Road. A Category 3 road consists of asphalt or concrete pavement 
with the following characteristics:  
1. No lane striping; 
2. Regulatory and street identification signing; 
3. Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour; 
4. Year-around maintenance with wet and dry road surface conditions. 
D. Category 4 Road. A Category 4 road consists of gravel surface with the following 
characteristics: 
1. No lane striping; 
2. Regulatory and street identification signing; 
3. Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour; 
4. Summer maintenance only with dry road surface condition. 
E. Category 5 Road. A Category 5 road consists of gravel surface with the following 
characteristics: 
1. No lane striping; 
2. No regulatory and street identification signing; 
3. Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour; 
4. Summer maintenance only with dry road surface condition. 
F. Category 6 Road. A Category 6 road consists of dirt surface with the following 
characteristics: 
1. No lane striping; 
2. No regulatory and street identification signing; 
3. Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour; 
4. Summer maintenance only with dry road surface condition. 
14.28.040 - Classification map.  



 

   

The identification, location and categorization of canyon and designated rural roads for 
which the city has a maintenance responsibility shall be placed on a map entitled the 
"canyon and rural road classification map" which shall be on file in the county 
engineering division. Such map, before becoming effective, shall be approved by the City 
Council.  
14.28.050 - Amendments to map.  
Amendments to the canyon road classification map may be made by the director of the 
public works department upon the approval of the mayor as long as such amendments are 
within the scope of the budget approved by the council. Amendments to the 
categorization of canyon roads shall be considered on the basis of safety, cost benefit 
ratio and serviceability factors. 
 
14.12.100 - Right-of-way and Pavement Design 
 
C. 
 All canyon roads, as classified in Chapter 14.28 of this code, shall be provided with 

the following minimum standards:  

Right-of-Way Pavement or 
Travel Width Design Section 

Cat. 1 66′ 15′—36′ 10″ base 4″ asph. 
Cat. 2 50′ 25′ 8″ base 3″ asph. 
Cat. 3 50′ 25′ 8″ base 3″ asph. 
Cat. 4 25′ 20′ 6″ base only 
Cat. 5 25′ 20′ 4″ base only 
Cat. 6 25′ 20′ 4″ base only 

 
 
14.48.050 - Legal Interest of City  
No action shall be taken on any petition to vacate a street until the City attorneyreal estate 
section, acting in behalf of City, identifies and verifies the specific manner in which the 
city acquired its interest in the street and the City attorney determines the legal interest of 
the city in the street. 
 
 
  
PASSED AND APPROVED this 28th day of October 2019. 
 
      
 
 
 
 
 



 

   

     MILLCREEK 
 
 
 
     By: ______________________________________ 
          Jeff Silvestrini, Mayor 
 

 
       
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
Elyse Greiner, City Recorder 
 

Roll Call Vote: 
 
                Silvestrini       Yes    No 

Marchant  Yes    No 
Jackson  Yes    No 
Catten  Yes    No 
Uipi  Yes    No 
 

 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING 
 

I, the duly appointed recorder for Millcreek, hereby certify that:  
ORDINANCE 19-44: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING VARIOUS SECTIONS OF THE 
MILLCREEK CODE OF ORDINANCES RELATED TO THE DEFINITION OF JUNK 
(9.56.010 AND 9.56.020), ELIMINATING THE TERM “REAL ESTATE SECTION” 
(14.04.140 AND 14.48.050), ELIMINATING REFERENCES TO CANYON AND 
RURAL ROADS (14.28 AND 14.12.100), AND CHANGING THE TIME PERIOD 
THAT A VEHICLE LEFT PARKED IN THE SAME PLACE CONSTITUTES A 
NUISANCE (11.40.020) 
was passed and adopted the 28th day of October 2019 and certifies that copies of the 
foregoing Ordinance 19-44 were posted in the following locations within the 
municipality this ____ day of _________________, 2019.  
 
1. Millcreek City Office, 3330 S. 1300 E., Millcreek, UT 84106 
2. Millcreek Community Center, 2266 E. Evergreen Ave., Millcreek, UT 84109 
3. Calvin S. Smith Library, 810 E. 3300 S., Millcreek, UT 84106 
 
_________________________  
Elyse Greiner, City Recorder  



3330S. 1300 E.
Millcreek, UT 84107

801-214-2700 
millcreek.us

City Council Staff Report

Meeting Date: 28 October 2019
Applicant: Millcreek

Request: Amendment to Millcreek Together General Plan

Prepared By: Blaine Gehring, AICP  

SYNOPSIS AND SCOPE OF DECISION

Millcreek staff has been requested to process an amendment to the Millcreek Together General plan in response 
to a neighborhood petition.  The request is to change the area in the vicinity of 4000 S. and 700 W. designated as 
Neighborhood 2 in the Millcreek Together General Plan to a Neighborhood 1 designation.

PROJECT INFORMATION_____________________________________________
The subject area lies in the area that is one of the few remaining agricultural areas left in Millcreek, many of 
which are slowly being sold off and rezoned for housing development. Millcreek has two agricultural zones still 
remaining in this area that host a variety of agricultural uses that are no longer compatible with urban living. 

File No. GP-19-002
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Aerial Map

Zoning Map
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The subject area is approximately one mile west from the Meadowbrook TRAX Station and is situated among 
other medium to high density housing just to the north and into South Salt Lake.  

Due to the proximity of the TRAX station, the area has become a site for medium to high density housing 
which also contains some low-income housing. Basic planning concepts encourage a higher density of 
residential when in close proximity of public transit, parks and more intense land uses like 
manufacturing/industrial.

GENERAL PLAN CONSIDERATIONS AND ANALYSIS

Millcreek’s Future Land Use Map indicates the area to be designated as “Neighborhood 2” to accommodate a 
mix of different higher density housing types. Such density would allow for a range of 6-18 units per acre with 
heights up to 2 to 3 stories.  One of the goals of the Millcreek Together General Plan is to increase the amount 
of affordable housing in the city.  During the overall general plan process, it was felt that this was a good area 
where medium density housing could be developed at a more affordable price range.  The area was designated 
Neighborhood 2 because of its adjacency to existing multiple family housing, a large public park and next to 
industrial zoning.  

Recent proposals to develop townhomes or senior condominiums in the area have met with great opposition by 
the neighborhood resulting in the citizens’ petition.  
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This is the specific area being requested for the change in the land use designation to Neighborhood 1.

The difference in a Neighborhood 2 versus a Neighborhood 1 designation is as follows:
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COMMUNITY COUNCIL INPUT

At their meeting on September 3, 2019, the Millcreek Community Council voted unanimously (7 members) to 
send a favorable recommendation to the Planning Commission on this general plan amendment.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION 

At their meeting on September 18, 2019, the Millcreek Planning Commission voted 4 to 3 to send a favorable 
recommendation to the City Council to change the area near 4000 S. 700 W. from Neighborhood 2 to 
Neighborhood 1 in the Millcreek Together General Plan.  Members voting in favor were Allen, Lamar, Sieber and 
Booth.  Members voting against were Stephens, Healey and Reid.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Neighborhood Petition
Planning Commission Minutes 9-18-19









1.1 Consideration of GP-19-002, Amendment of the Future Land Use Map Changing 

the Designation of Certain Property from Neighborhood 2 to Neighborhood 1 Location: 

4000 S. 700 W. Planner: Blaine Gehring 

Blaine Gehring said Millcreek staff had been requested by the Millcreek City Council to 

process an amendment to the Millcreek Together General Plan in response to a neighborhood 

petition. The request is to change the area in the vicinity of 4000 S. and 700 W. designated as 

Neighborhood 2 in the General Plan to a Neighborhood 1 designation. The subject area is in 

one of the few remaining historical agricultural areas left in Millcreek, where several 

properties are slowly being sold off and rezoned for housing development. Millcreek has 

three remaining agricultural zones which host a variety of agricultural uses that are no longer 

compatible with urban living. The area being requested for the amendment is primarily zoned 

A-1. The subject area is approximately one mile west from the Meadowbrook TRAX Station 

and is situated among other medium to high density housing projects to the north and into 

South Salt Lake. Due to the proximity of the TRAX station, the area has become a site for 

medium to high density housing which also contains some low-income housing. Basic land-

use planning principles encourage a higher residential density when close to public transit, 

parks and more intense uses like manufacturing and industrial. One of the goals of the 

Millcreek Together General Plan is to increase the amount of affordable housing in the City. 

Millcreek’s Future Land Use Map indicates this area to be designated as Neighborhood 2 to 

accommodate a mix of different medium to higher density housing types. Gehring said the 

Neighborhood 2 designation typically allows 6-18 dwelling units per acre with building 

heights from 2-3 stories. The A-1 Zone allows for duplexes up to 8 units per acre in a 

dwelling group by conditional use which is within the Neighborhood 2 density range.  

 

Gehring said that two rezone applications have been proposed in this area by Rick Whiting. 

The first was for 11 townhomes which received a positive recommendation for approval 

from the Planning Commission. A final decision by the City Council on that application was 

delayed because of the neighborhood concerns. After receiving input from the neighborhood 

to consider some 55+ senior type housing, Whiting made a second proposal for 22 55+ senior 

condominiums. However, the neighborhood subsequently opposed that application and the 

Planning Commission recommended denial on the rezone. It has not been scheduled on a 

City Council agenda yet. A neighborhood petition to change the General Plan came after the 

second application was made and it states that their input was not included in the original 

plan because they are in a Taylorsville zip code and therefore had not received notice. 

Notices were never mailed to any property owners in the City concerning the General Plan 

but were posted on the City’s website and in the City’s newsletters. At their meeting on 

September 3, 2019, the Millcreek Community Council voted unanimously to recommend the 

General Plan amendment from Neighborhood 2 to Neighborhood 1. 

 

Chair Healey told the public the Commission would make a recommendation to the City 

Council.  

 

Chair Healey opened the public hearing. 

 

Brandi Southard, 4088 S. 700 W., said she started the petition because the residents became 

aware of the General Plan zoning from Whiting’s rezone proposal. The neighbors desire to 



keep the area low density. She said the petition contained every adult residents’ signature in 

the neighborhood. 

 

Ella Loveland, 4020 S. 700 W., said the neighborhood residents changed their minds about 

Whiting’s proposal because there was false information presented about the application in 

regard to farm animals, zoning, and emergency access.  

 

Rick Whiting, 6633 Greenville Way in Cottonwood Heights, said he and his business partner, 

Jason Williams, own property at 4046 S. 700 W. and are trying to develop it. He said Jason 

Williams supports low income and senior housing in the valley. He said they do not wish to 

harm the surrounding neighborhood but would like to have their appropriate property rights. 

He said he opposed the application because the General Plan had a long public engagement 

process and it is a long-term plan. He said he conducted his own survey, 200 phone calls and 

16 interviews, and the results support leaving the General Plan the same. He said he would 

provide the survey results to the City Council. He said over 60% of Millcreek is older than 55 

years old. He said changing the General Plan diminishes the vision of the greater community 

and impairs future development.   

 

Hilary Lambert, 3796 S. Alta Loma Dr., said she was a member of the Millcreek Community 

Council. She expressed surprise on how close Whiting’s development was to the Jordan 

River. She said changing the General Plan designation for the area was a good idea because 

the neighbors did not know about the General Plan and were unable to provide input and 

preserving the green space by the river was important.  

 

Ashley Cleveland, Millcreek Promise Program Manager, said she did not support the 

application because the public engagement process of the General Plan was extensive. She 

said she works at Sunnyvale Park and has interacted with people in the neighborhood. She 

said the diverse community there is afraid of not being able to afford housing in the 

neighborhood. She said if the Neighborhood 1 designation was granted, the area would be 

less dense and more expensive. The General Plan is a long-range plan and the current zone 

will not change. She said the Neighborhood 2 designation would allow a grocery store in the 

area to be built and that was important because the area is currently a food desert.  

 

Brandi Southard said the petition was asking only for the area from Sunnyvale Park to the 

Jordan River be amended.  

 

Ella Loveland said another reason the neighbors opposed Whiting’s application was because 

the unit count and building height changed. 

 

Steve Schaller, 735 W. 4060 S., said he was in favor of changing the area to Neighborhood 1. 

He said the neighborhood used to not be in Millcreek, so they did not previously consider the 

General Plan.  

 

Jon Snow said he was in favor of retaining the Neighborhood 2 designation. He said every 

resident in the City’s boundary knew Millcreek was a new city which entails creating a 

General Plan. He said the fact that people did not get a newsletter should not impact the 



General Plan. He said the subject area identified in the General Plan is incompatible with 

urban living and Millcreek is an urban area. He encouraged the Commission to ask Rick 

Whiting about the accusations made against him if it impacts the Commission’s decision on 

this application. 

 

Jason Williams, developer with Rick Whiting, rebutted accusations about the developers’ 

integrity. He said he did not support reducing the designation of the area from Neighborhood 

2 to Neighborhood 1. He talked about a news article from the Deseret News that addressed 

the need for lower income housing and supporting the senior community. He said he has 

done multiple things to support low income housing in the valley. The General Plan is for the 

whole City.  

 

Marv Poulson, 3631 Carolyn Street, said the Millcreek website is opaque and people cannot 

find anything on it. 

 

Chair Healey closed the public hearing. 

 

Wayne Johnson, Millcreek Community Council, said he had heard most of the same 

comments provided in their meeting. He said there were also comments on traffic and 

parking which is why the Council made the recommendation they did. 

 

Chair Healey asked about the current zoning of the property. Gehring said it is A-1, A-2, and 

A-5. Commissioner Stephens asked what would be allowed in A-5. Gehring said the number 

of the zone dictates the acreage requirements. The zone would allow 4 duplexes as is. 

Commissioner Allen said he was in favor of the change. He wondered about having housing 

near the river because it was prone to flooding. Commissioner LaMar said he was in favor of 

changing the zone but would not want to thwart any current applications. He said the General 

Plan might have reflected the neighborhood change if the input had been provided earlier. 

Commissioner Stephens said the property owners have the right to request a change of the 

Plan. He said he could see both sides of the argument and wondered why the Planning 

Commission offered two different recommendations to the Council about zoning with 

Whiting’s proposals. Commissioner Booth said it would make sense to support this 

application. Chair Healey said hundreds of people and professionals gave input for the 

General Plan and he was hesitant to change it. He said changing zones in the General Plan 

could thwart a developer’s intent to develop if it was purchased for that reason. 

Commissioner Stephens said this application was not in consideration of a rezone application 

and any prior applications for the area should not be part of this request. Commissioner Allen 

said nobody has a right to rely on a rezone application. Commissioner Sieber said the area is 

the only part of Millcreek that touches the Jordan River. She said she was concerned about 

having increased density in an area that could have increased hazard.   

 

Commissioner Allen, on matter GP-19-002, moved to forward a positive recommendation 

to the City Council to amend the future land use map for the area indicated in the staff 

report changing the designation from Neighborhood 2 to Neighborhood 1. Commissioner 

Booth seconded. Commissioner Stephens asked for the reasons for the motion. Commissioner 

LaMar said Neighborhood 2 serves as a transition between single family and higher density 



corridors and he did not feel that area did. He said Neighborhood 2 should provide residents with 

a mix of housing options and densities with close proximity to services and amenities and this 

area did not meet that. Commissioner Stephens said the distance between this property and 

TRAX is about a mile. Commissioner Allen said there was also concern about the area around 

the Jordan River. Commissioner Stephens said nobody has a right to a rezone and a developer 

could still develop their property under the current zone. Commissioner Stephens said he 

perceived future applications for high density would fail with the Neighborhood 1 designation.  

Chair Healey called for the vote. Commissioners Allen, LaMar, Seiber, and Booth voted 

yes. Commissioners Stephens, Healey, and Reid voted no. The motion passed. 

 



MILLCREEK, UTAH 
ORDINANCE NO. 19-45 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE MILLCREEK TOGETHER GENERAL PLAN BY 

CHANGING THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP IN THE AREA OF 4000 SOUTH AND  
700 WEST FROM NEIGHBORHOOD 2 TO NEIGHBORHOOD 1   

 
WHEREAS, the Millcreek Council (“Council”) met in regular session on October 28, 

2019, to consider among other things, an ordinance amending the Millcreek Together General 
Plan by changing the future land use map in the area of 4000 South and 700 West from 
Neighborhood 2 to Neighborhood 1; and 

 
WHEREAS, Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-404 provides in part that the Council may make 

amendments to an adopted general plan; and  
 

WHEREAS, Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-404 also provides that the Council may not make 
any amendment to its general plan unless the amendment was first submitted to the planning 
commission for its recommendation; and 

 
WHEREAS, Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-404 also provides that the Council shall comply 

with the procedure specified in Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-204 in preparing and adopting an 
amendment to a general plan; and 

 
WHEREAS, Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-404 provides that the planning commission shall 

provide notice as required by Subsection 10-9a-204(1)(a) and hold a public hearing on the 
proposed general plan amendment; and 

 
WHEREAS, on September 3 and 7, 2019, the required hearing notice was given; and 
 
WHEREAS, on September 18, 2019 the proposed amendment was submitted to the 

planning commission for its recommendation; and 
 
WHEREAS, on September 18, 2019 the planning commission held the required public 

hearing with respect to this amendment; and 
 
WHEREAS, at the September 18, 2019 planning commission meeting the Millcreek 

Planning Commission recommended approval of the proposed amendment; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Millcreek Code of Ordinances, provides among other things, that before 

finally adopting any such general plan amendment, the Council shall consider the application 
during a public meeting which has been properly noticed in compliance with the provisions of 
Title 52, Chapter 4, of the Open and Public Meetings Act; and 

 
WHEREAS, on October 23, 2019 the Council caused the required notice in compliance 

with the provisions of Title 52, Chapter 4, of the Open and Public Meetings Act to be given; and 
   



WHEREAS, on October 28, 2019 the Council considered the amendment during a public 
meeting; and 

 
WHEREAS, Council finds that it is in the best interest of the residents of Millcreek to 

amend the general plan as recommended by the Planning Commission; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, be it ordained by the Council that the properties described below 

are hereby reclassified from Neighborhood 2 to Neighborhood 1 and the requisite changes be 
made to the Millcreek Together General Plan to reflect this change: 

 
TAX ID   OWNER     ADDRESS 
15-35-400-119-4001 LHSA Jimenez LLC    742 W. 4060 S. 
15-35-400-119-4002 LHSA Jimenez LLC    742 W. 4060 S. 
15-35-400-120-4001 B & L Jimenez LLC    750 W. 4060 S. 
15-35-400-120-4002 B & L Jimenez LLC    750 W. 4060 S. 
15-35-400-108-4001 Lupe & Beatrice Jimenez Fam  742 W. 4060 S. 
15-35-400-108-4002 Lupe & Beatrice Jimenez Fam  742 W. 4060 S. 
15-35-400-122-0000 Loveland Family Trust   4016 S. 700 W. 
15-35-400-123-4001 Ella Loveland     4020 S. 700 W. 
15-35-400-123-4002 Ella Loveland     4020 S. 700 W. 
15-35-400-054-0000 Baldwin Unlimited LLC   4046 S. 700 W. 
15-35-400-059-0000 Kathy & Kenneth Broadhead   4060 S. 700 W. 
15-35-400-058-0000 Gordon Jensen     4055 S. 700 W. 
15-35-400-090-0000 Gordon Jensen     4055 S. 700 W. 
15-35-400-057-0000 Shaura K. Cole    725 W. 4060 S. 
15-35-476-004-0000 Steve J. Schaller    735 W. 4060 S. 
15-35-476-002-0000 Sean and Brandi Southard   4088 S. 700 W. 

 
 
 
This Ordinance, assigned Ordinance No. 19-45, shall take immediate effect as soon as it shall be 
published or posted as required by law and deposited and recorded in the office of the City’s 
recorder.  
 
  

 
 
PASSED AND APPROVED this 28th day of October, 2019. 

 
 
MILLCREEK COUNCIL 

 
By:______________________________ 

Jeff Silvestrini, Mayor 



 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Elyse Greiner, City Recorder 

Roll Call Vote: 
 
                Silvestrini       Yes    No 

Marchant  Yes    No 
Jackson  Yes    No 
Catten  Yes    No 
Uipi  Yes    No 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING 
 

I, the duly appointed recorder for Millcreek, hereby certify that:  
ORDINANCE 19-45: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE MILLCREEK TOGETHER 
GENERAL PLAN BY CHANGING THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP IN THE AREA OF 4000 
SOUTH AND 700 WEST FROM NEIGHBORHOOD 2 TO NEIGHBORHOOD 1   
was passed and adopted the ____ day of ________________2019 and certifies that copies of the 
foregoing Ordinance 19-45 were posted in the following locations within the municipality this 
____ day of _________________, 2019.  
 
1. Millcreek City Office, 3330 S. 1300 E., Millcreek, UT 84106 
2. Millcreek Community Center, 2266 E. Evergreen Ave., Millcreek, UT 84109 
3. Calvin S. Smith Library, 810 E. 3300 S., Millcreek, UT 84106 
 
_________________________  
Elyse Greiner, City Recorder 
 



























































Unified Police Department
Millcreek Precinct

September 2019
UPD Report



September Call or Service Trends 



ARRESTS AND CITATIONS ( Sept. Trends) 



SEPTEMBER (TRENDS) CRIME REVIEW 

2018 2019 Average:       Incre/Decr
S J F M A M J J A S

ASSAULT 27 19 27 51 36 41 28 33 49 41 35 14%
BURGLARY 37 17 22 29 27 30 19 31 25 15 25 -68%
FAMILY OFFENSE 75 69 81 89 77 82 67 104 79 75 80 -6%
HOMICIDE 1 1 1         N/A
KIDNAP 3 3 2 3 1 1 2 -117%
LARCENY 128 131 116 117 138 144 116 121 123 121 126 -4%
ROBBERY 5 4 2 1 4 4 6 1 5 4 29%
SEXUAL OFFENSE 9 7 2 4 12 4 5 8 3 6 6 0%
STOLEN VEHICLE 50 32 36 39 21 34 29 51 26 28 35 -24%



Millcreek Street Crimes 

• 10 /14  officers responded to Loren Von Cir on a report a stabbing 
attempted homicide. On investigation the incident was determined to 
be domestic related, betweeen Grandson / Grandparents. Both 
Grandparents were taken to the hospital. The grandson was 
transported to jail without incident and booked in on several charges; 
including Attempted Homicide and Mayhem. Both Grandparents are 
currently recovering. Millcreek street crimes along with Millcreek DV 
detectives are currently working the case.    

• Millcreek Street Crimes made an arrest on a serial mail theft suspect 
who was responsible for committing several thefts in Millcreek, 
Holladay and Taylorsville. The suspect was booking into jail on more 
than 15 counts of mail theft. 



Community Crime Suppression Unit 

• Fugitive / Gambling Operation, 4100 south West Temple
• Officer’s responded on a suspicious person detail and located a male 

wandering the business complex. The subject was stopped and identified 
as a wanted fugitive. The subject then fled into a business and locked the 
door. Officers gained entry via a key from the landlord. The wanted party 
was located in the ceiling and came down after verbal commands issued.  
Officers observed drugs, a firearm, and gambling machines in plain view. 
Millcreek Street Crimes and CCSU Detectives responded, authored a 
warrant, and searched the business.  Heroin, Methamphetamine, 7 
gambling machines, and a second handgun were located. Multiple people 
were detained and interviewed. Charges pending further investigation, the 
wanted fugitive was released to AP&P. Health Department responded and 
closed the business to occupancy. 



COP MILLCREEK    

• COP Eliminating Alcohol Sales to Youth. (E.A.S.Y) Undercover Police 
Detectives /Police Officers and Covert Underage Buyers (CUBS) to 
show compliance of retail establishments. 28 business were 
contacted; 27 successfully passed and 1 failed.

• Active Shooter training was presented to Fortis College (3949 south 
700 east) administrators. 

• Officer awareness training was presented to students at Jean 
Massieu School of the Deaf and the Blind. 

• Oct 23rd at 100pm. “Pumpkin Deliveries” UPD along with the Sheriff’s 
Office will be handing out pumpkins to the students at the School of 
the deaf.



Encampment Clean ups 

• 901 East Murray Holladay Road 



901 East Murray Holladay Road 



Encampment Clean Ups 
3800 south Highland 



Scott Avenue Park 



 

 
Minutes of the  

Millcreek City Council  
Saturday, October 12, 2019 

8:30 a.m. 
Special Meeting 

 
 
The City Council of Millcreek, Utah, met in a special public meeting on October 12, 2019 at 
Adib’s Rug Gallery, located at 3092 S. Highland Dr., Millcreek, UT 84106. 
 
PRESENT:          
   
Council Members      City Staff  
Jeff Silvestrini, Mayor      Francis Lilly, Community Development Director 
Silvia Catten, District 1 (left at 9:09 a.m.)   Elyse Greiner, City Recorder 
Dwight Marchant, District 2       Rita Lund, Communications Director 
Cheri Jackson, District 3 (arrived 8:48 a.m.)    Nicole Chidester, Assistant to Econ. Dev. Director    
Bev Uipi, District 4 (excused)       
               
              
Attendees: Kathy Graves, David Graves, Sharee Hughes, Janice K., Chad Bramble, Kate 
Bennett, Bob Dow, Kate & Sean Flynn, Chandler Whipple, Jaquelyn Thiel, Josip Moger, Robert 
Forsey, Jennifer Jordan, Deb Jantho, Victoria Russell, Doug Hillson, Bradley Case, Marilyn 
Case, Ian Laurenson, Grant & Trisha Madsen, Mary Jane Dow, Chris Gerac, Wayne Johnson, 
Beth G., Tom Helme, Cameron Ellsworth, Nancy Carlson Gotts, and Joan Haven.  
 
WORK MEETING – 8:30 a.m. 
TIME COMMENCED:  8:38 a.m. 
 
 
1. Discussion on Mountair Streetscape Design  
 

The meeting was conducted in an open house format with multiple conversations taking place 
simultaneously.  
 
 

The meeting adjourned at 9:19 a.m. due to loss of quorum.  
 
 

APPROVED: ______________________________ Date 
Jeff Silvestrini, Mayor     

      
 ______________________________ 

   Attest:   Elyse Greiner, City Recorder 
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