WORK MEETING AGENDA OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF LAYTON, UTAH

PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the City Council of Layton, Utah, will hold a regular public meeting in the Council Conference
Room in the City Center Building, 437 North Wasatch Drive, Layton, Utah, commencing at 5:30 PM on August 19, 2021.

AGENDA ITEMS:

1. Layton Wellbeing Survey

2. Council Member Report

3. Canvass of Election

4. South Gate Industrial Park Impact Fee Appeal — Resolution 21-38 — 2575 North Fort Lane
5. Neighborhood Lighting

6. Mayor's Report

ADJOURN:
In the event of an absence of a full quorum, agenda items will be continued to the next regularly scheduled meeting.

This meeting will also be live streamed via laytoncitylive.com and facebook.com/Laytoncity

This meeting may involve the use of electronic communications for some of the members of the public body. The anchor location for the meeting
shall be the Layton City Council Conference Room, 437 North Wasatch Drive, Layton City. Elected Officials at remote locations may be connected
to the meeting electronically.

Notice is hereby given that by motion of the Layton City Council, pursuant to Title 52, Chapter 4 of the Utah Code, the City Council may vote to
hold a closed meeting for any of the purposes identified in that Chapter.

Date: By:

Kimberly S Read, City Recorder

LAYTON CITY does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, religion, age, or disability in the employment or the provision of services. If you
are planning to attend this public meeting and, due to a disability, need assistance in understanding or participating in the meeting, please notify Layton City eight or
more hours in advance of the meeting. Please contact Jamie Senninger at 437 North Wasatch Drive, Layton, Utah 84041, 801.336.3826 or 801.336.3820.



LAYTON CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

Item Number: 1.

Subject:
Layton Wellbeing Survey

Background:
Courtney G. Flint, Professor of Natural Resource Sociology, Utah State University, will present the overview
of the Layton Wellbeing survey findings to the Mayor and Council.

Alternatives:
N/A

Recommendation:
N/A



Item Number: 2.

Subject:
Council Member Report

Background:
N/A

Alternatives:
N/A

Recommendation:
N/A

LAYTON CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET



LAYTON CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

Item Number: 3.

Subject:
Canvass of Election

Background:
The Council will convene as the Board of Canvass to canvass the election results and certify the election.

Alternatives:
N/A

Recommendation:
N/A



LAYTON CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

Item Number: 4.

Subject:
South Gate Industrial Park Impact Fee Appeal — Resolution 21-38 — 2575 North Fort Lane

Background:

Layton City has received an appeal of the Storm Sewer Impact Fee from WDG South Gate, LLC for the
South Gate Industrial Park located at 2575 North Fort Lane. Layton Municipal Code Section 14.01.090
authorizes the City Council to consider appeals of impact fees imposed by the Code. The Code requires that
an applicant pay the impact fee in full prior to filing the appeal. The applicant has paid the impact fee of
$145,147.63 in order to obtain permits for the development.

In this instance the appeal of the Storm Sewer Impact Fee is based on the development using retention basins
to control all storm water discharge for the project within the development with no storm water entering the
City storm drainage system. The attached memorandum from the Community Development Director and
City Engineer provides details regarding recent changes to federal, state, and local codes that allowed for the
development to retain 100 percent of their storm water on-site.

Alternatives:

Alternatives are to 1) Approve Resolution 21-38 authorizing Staff to issue a refund of the Storm Sewer
Impact Fee for South Gate Industrial Park in the amount of $145,147.63; or 2) Deny the requested impact fee
appeal.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends that the Council approve Resolution 21-38 to authorize Staff to issue a refund of the Storm
Sewer Impact Fee for South Gate Industrial Park.



Item Number: 5.

Subject:
Neighborhood Lighting

Background:
N/A

Alternatives:
N/A

Recommendation:
N/A
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LAYTON CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

Item Number: 6.

Subject:
Mayor's Report

Background:
N/A

Alternatives:
N/A

Recommendation:
N/A
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Utah
WELLBEING
A SURVEY

Wellbeing Iin Layton

Results from 2021 Utah Wellbeing Study Survey

Dr. Courtney Flint
courtney.flint@usu.edu

EXTENSION S
UtahStateUniversity
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https://extension.usu.edu/business-and-community/utah-wellbeing-project/

Layton’s Survey Results are Online

Layton city report available on the Utah Wellbeing Project website
e https://extension.usu.edu/business-and-community/utah-wellbeing-project/

Statewide report and other city reports are also available.
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https://extension.usu.edu/business-and-community/utah-wellbeing-project/

Layton Wellbeing Survey

* Online Qualtrics Survey in February 2021
* Partnership with Layton City for advertising/recruiting
e 403 surveys recorded

Demographic Characteristics of Respondents:

e 98.5% full time resident of Layton

* Average length of residence 18 years (0.5-65 years)

e 24.9% lived in Layton 5 years or less

* 61.6% from Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints

* Survey underrepresents

* Age 18-29
Males
Those without a college degree
Hispanics/Latinos & Non-Whites
Non-married
Those without children in the household
Renters
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Personal Wellbeing in Layton

Personal Wellbeing in Layton Overall Personal Wellbeing Scores from Participating Utah Cities (2021)
How would you rate your overall personal wellbeing? (On a scale from 1=Very Poor to 5=Excellent)
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Community Wellbeing in Layton

Community Wellbeing in Layton
How would you rate overall wellbeing in Layton?
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Overall Community Wellbeing Scores from Participating Utah Cities (2021)
(On a scale from 1=Very Poor to 5=Excellent)
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Layton Wellbeing Matrix

Rating & importance are

rated on a 1-5 scale |

\ I
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HIGH IMPORTANCE

-
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Wellbeing varied within Layton based on
demographic characteristics:
e Latter-day Saints and College Graduates
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Social Connections more important
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Layton’s COVID-19 Experience

Personal Wellbeing Change in Layton Community Wellbeing Change in Layton
Has your overa}II personal wellbeing Has overall wellbeing in Layton
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Layton’s COVID-19 Experience

The COVID-19 Pandemic's Effect on Wellbeing Domains in Layton e Commun |ty
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Comparing Overall Wellbeing and Community Connection in Layton

Community Connections

Comparing Community Connection Across Cities
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Concerns in Layton

As you look to the future of Layton, how much of a concern are the following issues? Ot h e r CO n Ce r n S .
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Population and Economic Growth
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Population Growth in Layton

How would you describe the current rate of
population growth in Layton?
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Economic Development in Layton

How would you describe the current pace of
economic development in Layton?
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Streams
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City Parks

Farmland

Red Rock

Residential
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Extractive
Industry

The Role of Landscape Features in Layton Residents' Wellbeing
How does the presence of the following landscape features influence your wellbeing?
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Open Comments: Community Values in Layton
The size of the box is proportional to the number of times the theme was mentioned.

: . . o ey Natural Other Themes
Social Climate City Character Economy Activities Resources Mentioned
117 mentions 111 mentions 79 mentions 76 mentions 64 mentions 105 mentions
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_
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e gt S oSty
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Good Values Other Opportunities Good Air Quality ahState y




More findings in the report online!
https://extension.usu.edu/business-and-

community/utah-wellbeing-project/

Thank you!
Any Questions?
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