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MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Wednesday, October 23, 2013
6:00 p.m.
Council Chambers
8000 South Redwood Road
West Jordan, Utah 84088

COUNCIL:

STAFF:

Mayor Melissa K. Johnson and Council Membem Judlth'M ansen, Clive

o

M. Killpack, Christopher M. McConnehey,
and Justin D. Stoker.

Jeff Roblnson Clty Attorney; Me
Development Director; Ryangff
Wendell R1gby, Pubhc Works Dlrec

Fi i‘ance Manager/Controller
1 Elreath Fire Chlef Doug

ncilmember Killpack moved to go into a Closed Session to discuss

‘the sale, lease, or disposal of real property. The motion was seconded

by Councilmember Hansen.

A roll ca;il vote was taken

Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember Killpack Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Yes



City Council Meeting Minutes
October 23, 2013

Page 2

Councilmember Nichols Yes
Councilmember Southworth Yes
Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Johnson Yes

The motion passed 7-0.

The Council convened into a Closed Session to discuss the sale,l
property at 5:32 p.m., and recessed at 6:04 p.m. .

The meeting reconvened at 6:09 p.m.

IIl. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE :
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by James Basing

V.  PRESENTATION
There were no presentations.

L

COMMUNICATIONS

Staff members fro """'%fhe various departments reported on the following items:
Biyce Ha%rhe -

P process, indicating that the City received nine proposals and

er review four of them.

Website ‘Nerd Wallet” naming the City of West Jordan as the top 10 city for good
job growth

ted the Council on the Mass Casualty Incident drill that was held during the

Wendell Rigby —
e Reviewed an article in the newspaper on October 11, reporting the $7,000 in cash
found in a restroom in the Veteran’s Memorial Park.
e Updated the Council on the construction of the Ron Wood Park Phase II Project
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Doug Diamond —
¢ K-9 Unit attended an International competition in Las Vegas Officer Gray
competed and took Second Place for area searches, and Fourth P Ace for narcotic
building searches. :

Melanie Briggs —

e Updated the Council and those in attendance that as mf today,
voted ballots returned.

there were 4,100

CITY COUNCIL COMMENTS/REPORTS:

BUDGET AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE
Councilmember Hansen reported that the Budg tand Susta%nablhty Committee Hgégd met to
review their process for the next six months. 4~ ».

EXPRESSION OF APPRECIATION <.
Councilmember McConnehey expressed his appreciation to the yC}aty s Police and Fire
personnel on their efforts durlng he. Mass Casualty Incipient . He was pleased that

‘DOMESTIC VIOLENCE"\\;,\
Mayor Johnson reported that a ‘Dor
Saturday, October 26, 2013, at Vetera

VI Cr TIZEN COM,MEN IS

Kim Rolfe, %@t Jordan re ent, commented on Agenda Item 8c regarding the proposed
Leak property zone. He read the following statement for the record: “West Jordan has
.,too much multi- famﬂy and I have been against rezones of smgle famﬂy residential to
‘higher density zones. As a citizen, I request that the Council vote ‘no’ on rezone ‘8c’ the
Leak property

bs, Salt Lake County Assessor, introduced himself to the City Council and
offered any assistance to the residents of the City.

Representative Jim Bird, expressed his appreciation to Mayor Johnson and
Councilmember Killpack for their efforts and service on the Council during their tenure.
He presented them with a paper weight from the State Legislature.

There was no one else who desired to speak.
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VII. CONSENT ITEMS

a.

b.

Approve the minutes of October 9, 2013 as presented

Approve Resolution 13-141, authorizing the Mayor 'to ‘execute an
Agreement with Caldwell Richards Sorensen, for professional engineering
services for the planning, design, and constructlon,,» anagement of a new
railroad crossing at 7000 South 4600 West, in amount not to exceed
$83,500.00

es Landing, LC, Centennial
Land, LLC, Bunts & Singles, .C; ‘an. l Brooklands, Inc. (collectively,
Peterson Development), t
corner of

! P
5600 West and 7800 South, using corridor
y the Wasatch Front Regional Council

uncilmember McConnehey pulled Consent Item 7g for further discussion.

MOT%@N Councllmember Southworth moved to approve Consent Items 7.a

~ through 7.f. The motion was seconded by Councilmember Nichols.

A roll cail vote was taken

Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember Killpack Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes
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Councilmember Stoker Yes
Mayor Johnson Yes

The motion passed 7-0.

VIII. PUBLIC HEARINGS

can construct two (2) water storage tanks. The City Coun 1 along with staff discussed the
possibility of issuing bonds to help alleviate the peaking 1 issues in the ‘water system.

"?Mayor Johnson %pened the public hearing. There was no one who wished to speak.
Mayor Johnson ed the public hearing.

'UBLIC HEARING TO RECEIVE INPUT FROM THE PUBLIC WITH
RESPECT TO (A) THE ISSUANCE OF APPROXIMATELY $3,500,000 OF
SALES TAX REVENUE BONDS, AND (B) THE POTENTIAL ECONOMIC
IMPACT THAT THE IMPROVEMENTS TO BE FINANCED WITH THE
PROCEEDS OF SAID BONDS WILL HAVE ON THE PRIVATE SECTOR

Ryan Bradshaw said the parameters resolution, prepared by Ballard Spahr LLP,

authorizing the issuance and sale of up to $3,500,000 of sales tax revenue bonds was

passed on October 9, 2013, so staff can begin the bond process. These bonds would be
issued so that the City can reconstruct fire station #54 with police substation included.
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The City Council along with staff, discussed the possibility of issuing bonds to reconstruct
the fire station #54 and adding a police substation.

The Series 2013 Bonds would be issued for the purpose of (a) financing the.construction,
furnishing and equipping of a fire station and related improvements tively, the
“2013 Project™), (b) funding any debt service reserve funds, as nec?@ga\ry, and (c) paying
costs of issuance of the Series 2013 Bonds.

He said the City would sell approximately $3,500,000 worth of sales tax 1
The bonds would be paid back with proceeds from sales tax revehue over thﬁ next 10
years. The exact fiscal impact would not be known until the bonds were issued.

funding and debt service reserve funds, as necessary,
the Series 2013 Bonds. 0

Mayor Johnson opened the puizf , edrin o. There was nd one who wished to speak.
Mayor Johnson closed the public hearing.

RECEIVE PUBLIC InggT @AND C()NSIDER FOR APPROVAL
ORDINANCE 13-32, REGARDING A REZONE OF 9.77 ACRES FROM R-
1-10C (SgNGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 10,000 SQUARE FOOT
MINIMUM LOTS) TO ‘?@Mg M) (PLANNED RESIDENTIAL
ENSITY) FOR THE LEAK PROPERTY

Properl:y 10@ated at 8300 South 2700 West. He said this request from an R-1 zoning
" He read a portion from Sectlon 13- 5C 2 of the

intent outlined i in %%ectlon 13-5C-1 of this article. In addition, the city council shall find that
the proposed development is not in conflict with any applicable element of the city general

plan.” Heeminded the Council that the concept plan was important in this case.

Tom Bur ett turned the time over to Greg Mikolash.
Greg Mikolash said the subject property was currently zoned R-1-10C.

The property’s surrounding zoning and land uses were as follows:

1 |Future Land Use |Zoning tExisting Land Use
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orth [Medium Density Residential R-1-10C Residential
South Medium Density Residential R-1-10C /TSOD R700 West TRAX station /
High Density Residential (South (and R-2 Residential
of Sugar Factory Road)
East [Medium Density Residential R-1-10C
West [Medium Density Residential R-1-10C

it ) in the Councﬂ’; agenda
oning, not all Planning

PRD(M) as noted in the attached meetmg
packet.  Although the vote was 4-3 in ifavc
Commissioners supported the concept plan meaning

concept devel@pment plan but does not tie
given the_optlon to take the rezomng back

The proposed amendment was consistent with the purposes, goals,
‘b]ectlves and policies of the adopted general plan.

Discussion: City Code stated that the purpose of the planned residential
development (PRD) zone was to “encourage imaginative, creative and
efficient utilization of land by establishing development standards that
provide design flexibility, allow integration of mutually compatible
residential uses, and encourage consolidation of open spaces, clustering of
dwelling units, and optimum land planning with greater efficiency,
convenience and amenity than may be possible under the procedures and
regulations of conventional zoning classifications. A planned residential
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development should also incorporate a common architectural design theme
throughout the project that provides variety and architectural compatibility,
as opposed to a development of individual, unrelated buildings located on
separate, unrelated lots”. i

The property was designated as Medium Density Res "nttal on the City’s
Future Land Use Map with a density range of 3.1 t6 5.0 dwelling units per
acre. The PRD (M) zone allows a density between 3.1 and 5.5 dwelling
units per acre.

A concept development plan was provided with the rezone request sho
17 single-family lots and 33 town liome lots (50 lots total) witha gross
density of 5.06 dwelling units pe cre. The proposed density was within

istri 41:1 't exceeded the density range

General;;Pién also supported a diversity of

dwelling unit types and ities in residential areas.

, the General plan@re%ﬁ‘mmended ratio of single family residential
developrnent to multi-family of 83/17. The General Plan stated: “In order
to meet an 83/17:single \famﬂy/multl family housing ratio established by
tl% Genaral Plan, the City would need a total of 32,636 single-family units
and 6,685 multi-family units, which would require construction of an
additional 7,754 single-family units and 535 multi-family units by 2020...”

General Plan stated that ‘the percentage of multi-family housing has
increased slowly since 2000, climbing from 14% to 20% in 2010. The
percentage of existing multiple-family housing as compared to the total
hﬂusmg stock is illustrated by the chart and graph below (Figure 4.3).”

ure 4.3 Housing Type

Year Single-  |Multi-family| Total |% Single-| % Multi-
family family mily
2000 19,531 2,789 22,230 | 87.5% 12.5%
(Census
2000 19,852 3,187 23,030 | 86.2% 13.8%
2001 20,238 3,380 23,609 | 85.7% 14.3%
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2002 20,904 3,819

2003 22,125 4,474

2004 22,951 4,726

2005 23,811 4,878

2006 24,343 4,992

2007 24505 | 57295

2008 24,591 5,418 18.0%
2009 24,732 5,832 80.9% | 19.1%
2010 24882 6,15 802% | 19.8% °

. 2000 Census

1d support‘vlocating higher density housing near
ot only to provide housing options for those
. bf;sit to reduce the number of Vehlcle trips on

/hich would follow the rezoning process. Per City Code,
Ectlon 13-5C-8, the density of the development would be determined
based on the amenities provided such as detached garages, enhanced
architectural features and recreational facilities. Depending on what was
proposed, the applicants may or may not achieve a density of 5.0 dwelling
units per acre as shown on the concept development plan.

The concept development plan showed single-family homes and open
space abutting the existing residential development which would serve as a
transition to both the townhomes and TRAX station. The proposed density
was consistent with the density range shown on the Future Land Use Map
and was therefore consistent with the purposes, goals and objectives and
policies of the City’s General Plan.
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Finding: The proposed zoning amendment was consistent with the
purposes, goals, objectives and policies of the City’s General Plan provided
that the number of dwelling units was within the density range as set by the
General Plan.

mpatible land use
relationships and does not adversely affect adjacent pr f"erttes

Criteria 2:  The proposed amendment would result in cai_w

Discussion: There are existing single- famlly dwellings to the.north, east

and west of this property which were predemlnanﬂy zoned R-1-8 or R}~
10. Several residents were opposed tony increase in density stating’
the predominant land use in the areagwas single family residential and any
additional density would increase traffic in the area which, in their view,
was already a problem. Thetesident’s coneerns were forwarded to the
Planning Commission. w

Staff’s understanding was that the applicant had met with some of the
residents in the are d has de51gned the subd1v1s10n to address some of
the concerns ralse_'

extendlng eastward from 2700 West and one
8270 South. This was done intentionally to

feet lmgrea The existing developed lots adjoining the subject property to
. the north range ;n size from 10, OOO to 16,000 square feet The apphcants

existing hdmes to the north and east. The town home lots range in size
frem 1,920 to 4 063 square feet Wlth an average lot size of 2,992 square

deVelopment plan demonstrated that adequate buffering between uses could
be provided to mitigate compatibility between this development and the
adjoining property. To aid with buffering, a 6’ opaque fence could be
installed along the north property line.

Finding: The proposed zoning amendment would result in compatible land
use relationships and does not adversely affect adjacent properties.

Criteria 3:  The proposed amendment furthered the public health, safety and general
welfare of the citizens of the City.
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Criteria 4z

Discussion: Several residents in the area are concerned with traffic
generated by the proposed use. The residents had indicated that traffic was
already an issue with the high school and TRAX station nearby

The Engineering Department had reviewed the coneept plan and had
indicated that the adjoining streets can adequately ] andle the additional
traffic generated by the proposed development:” The expected traffic
generation from the proposed development as adjusted for TRAX, showed
252 daily trips with 26 vehicle trips in the A.M. pgak hour and.23 trips in
the P.M. peak hour (Exhibit F) provided i 1n‘ >

The Engineering De;
between this d '

pmperty than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change,
sugh as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and
roadways

,'«Dlscussmn: The Engineering Division had determined there were adequate

public facilities in the area. The applicant would need to provide for storm
drainage, utilities and public streets during the subdivision review process
and as required per City Code.

The Fire Department would inspect the subdivision plat once an application
was made to determine serviceability based on specific design.

Finding: The proposed amendment would not unduly impact the adequacy
of public services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area
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Criteria 5:

Criteria 6:

and property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change,
such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and
roadways.

The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions of any
applicable overlay zoning districts which ma 1pose “additional
standards.

Discussion: The property was not located WIthin any o%a:
districts, though the property was adjacen )
District (immediately to the south).

Finding: This criterion does not apply.

A finding is made that there a}‘@y deq ate school facilities, if the
amendment is to the zoning map, and If section 13-74-4, "Adequate
School Facilities ", of this chapter is applicable.

Discussion: Res i had, stated that they were concerned with the
proposed deng&y because of theradditional burden placed on local schools.
Staff had made contact with¢the Jordan® School District. Planning &
Student Services Represent ive, Luapn Levitt, had indicated that the

subdivision as proposed would be able to be served adequately.

Create more attractive and more desirable environments in the City.

Discussion: The proposed development would create a more desirable
environment in the City by providing a variety of housing options for
people interested in living near a public transit facility. In addition, the
open space would give opportunities for neighborhood gatherings
community gardens etc. that would help foster a sense of identity.

Finding: The proposed rezoning would create more attractive and more
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Criteria 2:

Criteria 3:

Criteria 4:

Criteria 5:

desirable environments in the City.

Allow a variety of uses and structures and to encourage imaginative
concepts in the design of neighborhood housing and mixed use projects.

Discussion: The proposed rezoning would allow %reater ﬂexibility in
land use and structure types than would generally be found in a typical
smgle family development The concept plangs

the development The building archit
open spaces would be managed through

FaCl ate and encourage social and community interaction and activity
among those who live within a neighborhood.

; he open spaces and amenities within the development would
encourage interaction and activity among the residents within the
development. PRD’s were intended to be more communal in nature than
s;ggﬁdard single-family residential developments.

.«,’*Finding: The proposed rezone facilitated and encouraged social and

community interaction and activity among those who live within the
neighborhood.

Encourage the creation of a distinctive visual character and identity for
each planned development.

Discussion: Building architecture and theme would be addressed through
the subdivision and site plan review processes. All PRD developments



City Council Meeting Minutes
October 23, 2013
Page 14

were required to be reviewed by the City’s Design Review Committee prior
to a Preliminary Site Plan & Development Plan being approved. The
applicant would be given a copy of the City’s Design Guidelines Manual to
assist in the future design, character, and architecture of the project.

Finding: Building architecture and theme would be ad féssed through the

subdivision and site plan review processes.

Criteria 6:  Produce a balanced and coordinated mzxture o uses and ‘lated public
and private facilities. 2

Discussion: This criterion was orientéd toward large planned communities,
not one of this size; however, thisidevelopment does provide a coordinated
mixture of uses as it was located near a TR ation, providing a mixture
) used by those who live in

the development.

Finding: The pro
mixture of uses an

Criteria 7:  Encourage a broad ange of qusmg ypes, including owner and renter
occupied units, single: Iy detached dwellings and multiple-family
structures, as well as o structural types.

jot a large scale development; however, it
-family dwellings and townhomes. The

If the City Council voted to approve the
rezc*amng request, there were a number of ways to assure that the units
remain owner occupied such as through a development agreement.

 Finding: The proposed rezoning encouraged a broad range of housing
types, including owner and renter occupied units, single-family detached
dwellings and multiple-family structures, as well as other structural types.

Criteria 8:  Preserve and take the greatest possible aesthetic advantage of existing
trees and other natural site features and, in order to do so, minimize the
amount of grading necessary for construction of a development.

Discussion: There were several large trees on the site that should be
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Criteria 9:

Criteria 10:

maintained if possible as they can act as an aesthetic amenity for the
development. This would be evaluated as part of the subdivision and site
plan review process. The site was otherwise on level ground

Finding: The proposed rezone preserves and takes the greatest possible
aesthetic advantage of existing trees and other natural site features and in

activity.

Discussion: Again, this was &

spaces within the development would p
social activity.

Finding: The proposed rezone achieved physical and aesthetic integration
ofiuses and activities within the development.

ncourage and provide for development of comprehensive pedestrian
circulation networks, separated from vehicular roadways in order to
create linkages between residential areas, open spaces, recreational areas
and public facilities, thereby minimizing reliance on the automobile as a
means of transportation.

Discussion: Sidewalks would be required throughout the development.
There would also be a sidewalk connecting the development with the
TRAX station to the south, providing residents with alternative
transportation options.
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Finding: The proposed rezone encouraged and provided for development
of comprehensive pedestrian circulation networks, separated from
vehicular roadways in order to create linkages between residential areas,
open spaces, recreational areas and public facilities, th minimizing
reliance on the automobile as a means of transportation.

Criteria 12:  Since many of the purposes for planned devel, ent zones could best be
realized in large scale developments, development on a lat%g, planned

scale was encouraged.

Discussion: The size of this PRD was hmlted by the property available and
the fact that all other adjoining properties were developed. Staff believed
that the proposed scale of the de pment" ould complement the TRAX
station to the south and be a minim mpdct to-existing neighborhoods in
the immediate area.

Finding: The size of th1s PRD was limited' by_ the 'roperty available and

Criteria 13:

tmd proposéd surroundmg land uses.

Discussion: Neighborhood compatibility was discussed in Criteria 2 of the
precedlng section.

Fmdmg: The proposed rezone assured compatibility and coordination of
the development with existing and proposed surrounding land uses.

Ray McCandless said in conclusion the findings supported the proposed rezoning request.
Staff did not foresee any significant concerns with rezoning the property to PRD (M)
(Planned Residential Development — Medium Density). Many issues related to design and
layout could be addressed at the time of Site Plan and Subdivision submittal.
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Staff recommended that based on the findings set forth in the staff report, that the City
Council rezone the property located at 8300 South 2700 West, rezoning 9.77 acres from
R-1-10C (Single-family Residential 10,000 square foot minimum lots) to PRD (M)
(Planned Residential Development — Medium Density) and that the concept
plan be approved with the condition that a 6’ opaque fence be 1nstalleﬁ al ng the north
property line. The density of the development would be determiined as part of the
preliminary development plan approval where the applicant must demonstrate which
amenities as contained in the Municipal Code, Section 13-5C.8#vould be provided.

to consider rezones; but th;s
ith the rezone.

Mayor Johnson reported that usually the Council was ask ‘
was requesting the Council to consider the concept plan alon;

Jeff Robinson said regarding the plan, the question the Council must consider was does it
comply with the criteria. :

Mayor Johnson said if the Council denies the rezone request, the reasons must be linked to

why the criteria was not met.

Create a desirable pr:
Create a desirable product
Buffer the current neighborhoog

ay, Weight, West Jordan resident, felt Criteria 1, 2, 3, had not been met regarding the
proposed rezone. He felt the property should remain zoned as R-1-10 (Single-family
Remdef%/lal),, He also commented on Criteria 7 regarding rental units.

Jacqueline Zindel, West Jordan resident, agreed with Jay Weight. She would like the
property remain to R-1-10 zone.

Derrick Lee, West Jordan resident, also agreed with Jay Weight’s comments. He felt
crime could become an issue with this development. He asked the Council to oppose the
proposed rezone.
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Laura Wilson, West Jordan resident, commented on how her housing area was originally
half-acre and third-acre lots, but had been rezoned to R-1-10 during the City’s master
planning. She reported that this was the fourth time she had been before the City Council
in opposition of a proposed rezone. She reported that a traffic study had:been suggested
on Buena Vista Drive for morning and afternoon traffic by the Planning/{Commission. She
asked the Council to vote against the proposed rezone. '

famlly dwellings.

Dennis Leak, owner of property, said he represent
would consider approving this proposed rezo
Castle Creek Homes and believed this would be

Zach Jacob, Planning Commission member,
Commission meeting on September 3, 2013, he Voted
However, but, in the Planmng C nMmissi i

Mayor Johnson invalidated Zach Jaco
recommendation was just one piece
de01510n Had th Plan

Criteria 2 had not been met (compatible land use relationships and does not
. adversely affect adjacent properties) 8,000 - 10,000 square foot homes, within feet
“of mqlﬁ“f’family housing.

Councilmember Hansen reported that this proposed rezone was in her district. She was
the one who had suggested the fencing along the north side. She addressed the issue of
people not wanting single-family housing next to a TRAX station, although she was
against high-density. She voiced several of her concerns regarding:

e 2700 West offset intersection

e 8270 South stubbing into neighboring subdivision

e (Criteria 2, had not been met (same reasons as Councilmember McConnehey)



City Council Meeting Minutes
October 23, 2013
Page 19

¢ Did not feel individual homes would sell adjacent to a TRAX Station, but believed
this was too dense.

Councilmember Stoker felt PRD (Planned Residential Developments) and PC (Planning
Community) zones tend to be abused. He agreed with the rezone, but was ¢ cerned with
the Concept Plan and Criteria 2 and 3. He felt there were a few too any townhomes, and
would like the density a little more consistent with the surrounding nei

and Castle Creek Homes for workin

had a fantastic reputation. Hefk RAX
concerns regarding the two f:ul-de-«sac desi
make traffic worse. He felt Criteria’s 1 and
. Not compatible

met.

@ad not ﬁ@@

. Crlterla ,

- Implementatlon Measures

1. Identlfy neighborhoods with development and/or redevelopment potential
d create small area plans in order to guide and facilitate their development in
‘manner best suited to the existing community.

Goal 4. - Encourage a diversity of dwelling unit types and densities in residential

areas.
Policy 2. Single-family housing should be the primary residential development
type in the city.

- Implementation Measures
2. Require the density of residential infill development to be similar to
existing, adjacent, residential development
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4. Preserve established “Rural Residential” and “Residential Estate”

neighborhoods and prevent encroachment of incompatible uses in these areas.
Goal 1. - Incorporate TOD concepts into future development and redevelopment
along major transit corridors.

MOTION:

r @
Councllmember Southworth said based on the st ;\\repor’t and/or the

Medium Density). Specifically, iand dlsa%ree with the staff éa'nd find
that the following required Criteria 1, 2, and 3 of the Zoning Map
Amendment have not been me
Councilmember Nichols.

the reason provided by
e current density set for
this area.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember: I:iab
Councllmembﬂr Klllpack

Councllmember South
Councllmember Stoker

APPROVE RESOLUTION 13-145, AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO

< EXECUTE AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE GBS BENEFIT, INC.
CONTRACT EXTENDING THE TIMEFRAME FOR CERTAIN
INSURANCE CONSULTING SERVICES

Councilmember McConnehey indicated there was no report providing justification for the

extension of the contract. He felt a comparison with other companies should be made

prior to five years.
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Bryce Haderlie staff felt it was in the best interest of the City to extend the contract to the
maximum allowed timeframe of 18-months. :

The Council discussed clarifying questions and concerns regarding:
¢ Duties of the consultant/bidding process
e Legislative changes in 2010 / House Bill 333
e Possible competitive rate(s)

MOTION: Councllmember Nichols moved to approve Resolu

Councilmember Stoker.
&

Councilmember Hansen Yes
Councilmember Killpack Yes
Councilmember McConnehey Yes
Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth
Councilmember Stoker
Mayor Johnson

The motion passed 7-0.

y

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING BIDDING THE

RECONSTRUCTION OF ., STATION #54 TO INCLUDE A

CONSTRUCTION MANAGER

Bryce Hader xplamed that the staffreport provided in the Council’s agenda packet,
Construction Manager was inadvertently referred to as a Construction Administration.

rted that he had: articipated in the construction of two fire stations that included
‘construction managem ~in the building process. In both cases, the joint
design/construction team,,:process resulted in cost savings and design modifications that
.enhanced the finaliproduct. West Jordan City Hall was constructed successfully under this
“same concept.

While design/t nstruction management was normally bid together, staff did not consider
this optien-until the successful architectural firm pointed it out. Staff felt that is was still
possibledo solicit the second component and desired Council’s input prior to proceeding.

He said that he had personal experience with construction management, and Chief

McElreath had spoken with Murray City officials whom had recently used this process.

Jim Riding had also solicited input from other municipalities. All bidding would follow
the “competitive bidding’ process outlined by State and local law as well as receive City

Council approval for all contracts.
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Under a conventional bid process, the General Contractor collects sub-contractor prices
and then marks up the cost for the manager of the sub-contractors. This expense, added to
the general overhead charge of the General Contractor, was usually greater as a “lump
um” price than the following. When a Construction Manager (sel before the

construction were opened at a single (or multiple in some cases) bid opening. No one was
ever prevented from blddmg on any component of the project. .The Construction Manager

ook forvpotentlal savings.
ctor markups normally incleded in a

prices so it can evaluate if the bid was responsive
change-orders would not contain General Co
standard bidding process.

Opening a Request for Proposal (RFP) for Constructi Manager at this time does not
obligate the City to use it, nor does it prevent the City from followmg standard “bid from
design” methods. And finally, t uld not delay the proj any way if we solicit the
RFP soon.

projects they had mz
value added meth&g

MOTION:

B

Jouncilmember Stoker moved to direct staff to proceed with an RFP
Construction Manager for the reconstruction of Fire Station 54.
The motion was seconded by Councilmember McConnehey and passed
7-0 in favor.

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION FROM COUNCIL REGARDING
EUNDING IN FY 2013 - 2014 FOR THE VETERANS MEMORIAL PARK
PATH AND ROAD CONNECTIONS
Wendell Rigby said that the Council and staff met on September 11, 2013, to discuss
several options for new roads and paths connecting City Hall and Veterans Memorial Park
to 2200 West. Staff was directed to pursue further information and estimated costs of the
options presented.
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The options had variations that have alternate costs associated with them that were
detailed in drawings and cost estimates included in the Council’s agenda packet. Staff
was directed to add parking to the area if possible to mitigate the parkmg stalls removed
by the road option.

Senior Center to Library Recreation Access:

1. Concrete Walkway between the Library and the Senit Cente'i“” _

Center to improve pedestrian access to the new 11bra1;g§gsouth of the Park.
Estimated Cost: $48,431

. Asphalt Walkway between the lerm and the Smar Center

Description: A five-foot wide asphalt walkway was p’mpéfséd from the new Library street
on the south edge of the library to the Senior Center. T@ls was requested by the Senior
Center to improve pedestrian acc of the Park.

Estimated Cost: $43,8

. @”ﬁthwest Park Road and Sidewalk Access between 2200 West and the Park
Road

Description: This road option would connect the park loop road to 2200 West on the north
side of the Senior Center. This option would eliminate approximately eight (8) parking
spaces from the loop road near the ball fields. It would add 18 new parking stalls along
the new road (a net gain of 10 stalls). It would include one 5-foot wide sidewalk.

Estimated Cost: $131,330
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2. Northwest Park Road and Sidewalk Access between 2200 West and the Park
Road

Description: This road option would connect the park loop road to 2200 West on the north
side of the Center. This option would eliminate approximately five (5) parking spaces
from the loop road near the ball fields. It would add 18 new parkingééstalls alofig the new
road (a net gain of 13 stalls). It would retain the existing 8-foot wide sidewalk but remove
several trees. ' .

Estimated Cost: $126,330

The funding source for these projects had not been dete mined. Possible funding and
construction of the project was recommended to be reviewed for the FY2014/15 budget,
depending on available funding. '

brary to Senior Center

Staff recommended seeking funding in 2014
loop road from 2200 West.

walkway/road or the short road connection to the p

rtoad to allow for angled parking

i increased cost of approximately $40,000.

s regardm‘g people back tracking a shorter
und. "

optionifro m'the Senior Center to the Library
The Southwest road proposal with as many parking spaces as feasible

of the roadway
the City and County regarding maintenance of the roadways

and the sidewalks. |
.o Include V\%ﬂ'l FY 2014-2015 funding and include it in the Capital Project priority
o list
Road heading to 2200 West move the sidewalk to the south side, making

edestrian access as a component of this design

Richard Davis said staff would provide the final design with modification electronically to
the Council.

X. REMARKS
There were no remarks.
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XI. ADJOURN

MOTION: Councilmember Stoker moved to adjourn. The motlon was seconded
by Councilmember Hansen and passed 7-0 in favor.

The meeting adjourned at 8:30 p.m.

The content of the minutes is not intended, nor are they.submitted, as a verbatim
transcription of the meeting. These minutes are a bnef overv1ew of what oceurred at the
meeting. s .

MELISSA K. JOHNSON

ATTEST:

MELANIE S BRIGGS, M
City Clerk



MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Monday, October 28, 2013
7:30 a.m.
Jim’s Family Restaurant
7609 South Redwood Road
West Jordan, Utah 84088

COUNCIL: Mayor Melissa K. Johnson and Council Membegs Clive M. Killpack, and
Chad Nichols. Council Members Judith NSt

McConnehey, Ben Southworth, and Justin r were excused.

STAFF: Richard L. Davis, City Manager; ! je, Assistance City
Manager; Melanie Briggs, City Cler i i
Manager, and Robert Thorup, Dep

LEGISLATORS: Senator Aaron Osmond,

I CALLED TO ORDER
Mayor Johnson called the meeting to €

The City Council, State Legislators, b enjoycd breakfast, and discussed the
following items:

¢ Removing the mi itatiofs o Dealerships

ith the Auto Dealership organization.
£ 5CT stern Growth Coalition. Jerry Seiner and

alershlps felt the City had not met the needed criteria for

I ]t was agreed up to continue this discussion based on

Gas Tax — funding mechanism
o) oad funding
o Affects every municipality in the State
o Questioned if the proposed 10 cent per gallon increase at distribution,
would be passed onto the tax payer
o Sales Tax
o Artificial limit on businesses
e Municipal Fiscal Sustainability
e Impact fees
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o Expand the use of impact fees to cover operation and maintenance items
(i.e., parks, purchase of fire trucks, police vehicles, etc.). Placing funds
into a ‘Trust’ to cover the costs.

11 ADJOURN

The Legislative breakfast adjourned at 9:00 a.m.

submitted, as a verbatim
of what occurred at the

The content of the minutes is not intended, nor are t
transcription of the meeting. These minutes are a brief g
meeting.

MELISSA K. JOHNSON
Ma

ATTEST:

MELANIE S. BRIGGS, MMC
City Clerk

Approved this 13" day of



