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CITY OF SOUTH JORDAN 

 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA  
CITY HALL 
TUESDAY, MAY 10, 2022 at 6:30 PM 

Notice is hereby given that the South Jordan City Planning Commission will hold a Planning Commission 

Meeting on Tuesday, May 10, 2022, in the City Council Chambers, located at 1600 W. Towne Center 

Drive, South Jordan, Utah with an electronic option via Zoom phone and video conferencing. Persons 

with disabilities who may need assistance should contact the City Recorder at least 24 hours prior to this 

meeting. 

 

In addition to in-person attendance, individuals may join via phone or video, using Zoom. Note, attendees 

joining virtually may make public comments through video conferencing, and participant must have their 

video on and working to speak. Attendees who wish to present photos or documents to the Planning 

Commission must attend in person. Those who join via phone may listen, but not comment. 

 

In the event the electronic portion of the meeting is disrupted in any way that the City in its sole discretion 

deems inappropriate, the City reserves the right to immediately remove the individual(s) from the meeting 

and, if needed, end virtual access to the meeting. Reasons for removing an individual or ending virtual 

access to the meeting include but are not limited to the posting of offensive pictures, remarks, or making 

offensive statements, disrespectful statements or actions, and other any action deemed inappropriate. 

 

Ability to participate virtually is dependent on an individual’s internet connection. To ensure comments 

are received regardless of technical issues, please have them submitted in writing to Planner III, Damir 

Drozdek, at ddrozdek@sjc.utah.gov by 3:00 p.m. on the day of the meeting.  

 

Instructions on how to join the meeting virtually are below. 

 

Join South Jordan Planning Commission Electronic Meeting May 10, 2022 at 6:30 p.m. 
- Join on any device that has internet capability. 

- Zoom link, Meeting ID and Meeting Password will be provided 24 hours prior to meeting start time. 

- Zoom instructions are posted https://www.sjc.utah.gov/254/Planning-Commission 

 

THE MEETING WILL BEGIN AT 6:30 P.M. AND THE AGENDA IS AS FOLLOWS: 

A. WELCOME AND ROLL CALL – Commission Vice Chair Nathan Gedge 

B. MOTION TO APPOINT A COMMISSIONER TO CONDUCT THE MAY 10, 2022 

MEETING 

C. MOTION TO APPROVE AGENDA 

D. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

D.1. April 26, 2022 Planning Commission Meeting 

E. STAFF BUSINESS 

F. COMMENTS FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS 

G. SUMMARY ACTION 
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H. ACTION 

I. ADMINISTRATIVE PUBLIC HEARINGS 

I.1. WALMART FUEL STATION SITE PLAN AND CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 

Location: 3590 W South Jordan Parkway 

File No: PLSPR202100290 

Applicant: Antonio Flores 

I.2. RIDGECREST ESTATES SUBDIVISION AMENDMENT 

Location: 892 W Brookcrest Circle 

File No: PLPLA202100128 

Applicant: Jerry Ohrn 

I.3. COUSINS LANE PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION 

Location: 2726 W Cousins Lane 

File No: PLPP202100283 

Applicant: Jay Mortensen  

I.4. MUMFORD ESTATES PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION PLAT 

Location: 972 W Shields Ln.  

File No: PLPP202100231 

Applicant: Tina Franco, Howland Partners Inc. 

I.5. DISH COLLOCATION / PERFORMANCE PLACE TOWER CONDITIONAL USE 

PERMIT AMENDMENT 
Location: 10246 S Redwood Rd. 

File No: PLCUP202200082 

Applicant: Kate Hanstrom, Crown Castle 

J. LEGISLATIVE PUBLIC HEARINGS 

J.1. Resolution R2022-26 – Adopting the City of South Jordan Annexation Policy Plan  

K. OTHER BUSINESS 

ADJOURNMENT 

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING 

STATE OF UTAH ) 

                    : § 

COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 

I, Cindy Valdez, certify that I am the duly appointed City Deputy Recorder of South Jordan City, 

State of Utah, and that the foregoing Planning Commission Agenda was faxed or emailed to the 

media at least 24 hours prior to such meeting, specifically the Deseret News, Salt Lake Tribune 

and the South Valley Journal. The Agenda was also posted at City Hall, on the City’s website 

www.sjc.utah.gov and on the Utah Public Notice Website www.pmn.utah.gov. 

Dated this 5th day of May, 2022. 

Cindy Valdez 

South Jordan City Deputy Recorder 
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CITY OF SOUTH JORDAN 
ELECTRONIC 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

April 26, 2022 
 
 
Present: Chair Michele Hollist, Commissioner Nathan Gedge, Commissioner Trevor Darby, 

Commissioner Steven Catmull, Commissioner Laurel Bevans, Assistant City 
Attorney Greg Simonsen, Director of Planning Steven Schaefermeyer, Deputy City 
Recorder Cindy Valdez, Deputy City Engineer Jeremy Nielson, Planner Damir 
Drozdek, Senior IS Tech Phill Brown, GIS Coordinator Matt Jarman, Meeting 
Transcriptionist Diana Baun 

 
Others: Cody, Shannon Ellsworth, Ashley Atkinson 
 
  
6:32 P.M. 
REGULAR MEETING 
  

A. WELCOME AND ROLL CALL – Commission Chair Michele Hollist 
 

Commission Chair Michele Hollist welcomed everyone to the Electronic Planning Commission 
Meeting. 
 

B.  MOTION TO APPROVE AGENDA 
 
Commissioner Gedge motioned to approve the April 26, 2022 Planning Commission 
Agenda as published. Chair Hollist seconded the motion; vote was unanimous in favor. 
  

C. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 
  
Commissioner Gedge motioned to approve the April 12, 2022 Planning Commission 
Meeting Minutes as published. Chair Hollist seconded the motion; vote was unanimous in 
favor. 
 

D. STAFF BUSINESS - None 
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E.       OTHER BUSINESS 
 
  E.1. South Jordan City proposed annexation policy plan 
 
Chair Michele Hollist noted that there will not be a public hearing for this item tonight, but there 
will be one in the future. 
 
Planning Director Steven Schaefermeyer reviewed background information from the Staff 
Report and his prepared presentation (Attachment A). 
 
Chair Hollist asked if the county was encouraging annexation prior to the development 
occurring. 
  
Director Schaefermeyer said yes, but sometimes it can be tricky. With Olympia Hills they had 
some version of a development agreement, but then either they needed to incorporate as a city or 
into a neighboring municipality. If Olympia Hills had come and wanted to incorporate into South 
Jordan, we would have negotiated with them directly as the landowner. He is not sure exactly 
what the county’s policy will be, but they do have a duty to master plan the west side of the 
county within the state law requirements. 
  
Chair Hollist asked if cities still have the right to evaluate any area asking to be incorporated and 
make that decision. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said yes, as did Herriman when they ultimately sat down with the 
developers of Olympia Hills. He talked about continued discussions with Kennecott, that they 
were the original owners of Daybreak and are based on South Jordan, so we have an established 
relationship with them. He referred to the annexation map in Attachment A and discussed some 
of the things on there. At some point, Kennecott will request portions of their land be annexed 
with the city. The goal is to avoid overlap, but according to the map there is still some overlap 
existing between communities. He continued to review information from the Staff Report. We 
will not be proactively extending our services to these unincorporated and undeveloped areas, we 
will expand infrastructure as the growth comes. 
 
Commissioner Steve Catmull asked about water and current conditions, how that would work. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said that Jordan Valley is constantly thinking through all of this. There 
are different rate structures if you get added into Jordan Valley. They are looking at their entire 
service area and whether or not they can provide water to these additional areas. With Daybreak, 
we have plans that are consistently evaluated in terms of water tanks and how we are getting 
water for the growth. 
  
Commissioner Catmull discussed reasons why we would get our water from Jordan Valley 
versus a well. 
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Director Schaefermeyer said that South Jordan is unique in that we have ground water, but no 
rights to it; it is being cleaned under a consent decree that he doesn’t have all the details of. The 
mayor is on the sewer board and they are actively talking about building the capacity so that 
when the growth comes, they can hook into our system. 
  
Commissioner Laurel Bevans asked if we anticipate that by the time these areas develop, 
Mountain View Corridor will be more of a freeway and able to handle the capacity. 
 
Deputy City Engineer Jeremy Nielson said UDOT has funded the freeway section of Mountain 
View through South Jordan City, their goal is to have that completed by 2028. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said this is why we’re looking as far west as Bacchus Highway (U-111), 
and there is an environmental review happening right now in relation to that. He continued 
reviewing information from the Staff Report. He said that if there are any questions before the 
public hearing, the commissioners can ask him beforehand. Specific questions about tax rates or 
financing infrastructure can be brought as data at the next meeting.  
 
Chair Hollist asked why some things are allowed to assess an impact fee and others aren’t. She 
discussed how this puts an enormous burden on existing areas, where older residents are going to 
older schools while newer schools are built in these areas. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said the impact fee is something that is looked at by the legislature each 
year, and it goes back and forth based on what developers and cities are doing and saying. The 
law is very specific how those fees are adopted, how you can charge for those fees, etc. 
 
Chair Hollist has spoken to her representatives and was told the same thing, that there are tons of 
lobbyists trying to block those kinds of things. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer noted that because of state laws we have to be very careful with our 
impact fees; recently we reviewed them and some went up, some went down. The school district 
has the capacity to do this but they are currently not allowed to under state law. 
 
Commissioner Catmull asked for the criteria of an affected entity. 
 
Assistant City Attorney Greg Simonsen said there is a definition, but it’s not in the same section. 
Any city that has boundaries with our city, that could be affected by this, is considered is an 
affected entity; in our case it would be West Jordan, Herriman and a little bit of Sandy. Our 
Special Improvement Districts and School Districts are also a part of it. 
 
Commissioner Catmull said it sounds like a public entity, not a private owner like Rio Tinto. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said zoning notices are sent to affected entities, but that is a broad term 
in the annexation context. He got a call from West Jordan’s Planning Department, and our city 
has heard from Kennecott; so, whether they are defined as an affected entity or not, they are 
aware of what’s going on. We sent out 12 letters, which is 12 affected entities, and you can see in 
section F.I. that Sandy was not included; he is going to add them as one of our affected entities. 

5

Item D.1.



South Jordan City  
Planning Commission Meeting 
April 26, 2022 
 

4 

 
Commissioner Catmull asked how binding this policy is. 
 
Attorney Simonsen said there are some things we do in life, just so we’re not embarrassed. If a 
developer showed up and said he has a grand plan to develop, and we liked it, and they said they 
wanted to annex in as fast as they can but we have to respond that we didn’t realize the 
requirement for an annexation policy, they couldn’t petition us for at least six months while we 
set that up. This isn’t being done with something particular in mind, it’s just to prepare for 
something that will happen sooner or later. 
 
Chair Hollist asked what they are wanting from the commission, their approval on the map or for 
them to propose changes to the map?  
 
Director Schaefermeyer said this map includes Bingham Copper Pit, and it depends on if we 
want it, and if they want to give it to us. On the last page there is a consideration about 
agriculture, recreation and wild life management areas in the city; the Oquirrhs are the closest 
opportunity we have. He doesn’t know what our access would be to those untouched areas, or if 
there would even be a benefit to having that annexed into our city. He could see a scenario where 
we could have some influence or control over it, and maybe the property owner would petition 
us to annex. If there are borders that the commission feels should be changed, that’s the type of 
input he would need to add to the plan before it goes to the city council.  
 
Chair Hollist understands the western boundary, but she asked what determined the northern and 
southern boundaries. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said the southern boundary is Butterfield Canyon Road, it goes south of 
that because it’s Kennecott’s property. Any further south and there are a ton of smaller parcels 
which we have no relation to, or communication with. Also, to access that area you’d have to 
drive through Herriman, and that would be part of the consideration. He is not sure why the 
northern boundary was chosen more than two decades ago, but without further direction from the 
commission or City Council he didn’t have a reason to change it. He continued reviewing 
information from the Staff Report. The infrastructure estimates are based on our experience, and 
even though other cities don’t agree with our calculaions, we feel confident with the estimates 
for the backbone infrastructure. 
 
Commissioner Catmull said we talk about not putting infrastructure in the pit as we see things 
now, but he referenced Elon Musk and his ideas of burying tunnels and boring out areas; that 
may get to an economic point where we could connect to somewhere like Tooele County. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer continued reviewing the staff report. We have learned a lot about 
planned communities, and there is a lot we would request and modify from the Daybreak model 
if presented with the opportunity in the future. 
 
Commissioner Catmull asked if we accepted an annexation request that involved foothills, do we 
have enough in our code to develop the way we want to in those foothills. 
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Director Schaefermeyer said the legislature has gotten involved in building in the foothills. 
 
Engineer Nielson said there are some things we would need to do, some geologic hazard policies 
in place for rockslides and landslides. 
 
Commissioner Catmull noted that’s from a technical perspective, but asked if we would also 
need to start taking positions in our general plan about potential future foothill development. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said that is a bit down the road based on Kennecott’s info if they were to 
annex, and the areas they would request first, but if we did start to accept annexation that is 
something that would be discussed. They are not stopping mining, and they are very sensitive 
about wanting a buffer around their mines. The foothills on the Oquirrhs are different from the 
Wasatch, but that would still be a consideration. 
 
Chair Hollist asked if would be appropriate to include language in this document that would 
guide developers towards coming to us and annexing before they develop and build, essentially 
to get preapproval rather than developing and then asking. 
  
Director Schaefermeyer said that based on what happened with Olympia Hills, they would have 
to get some kind of zoning approval; maybe that’s the task, to look and see what land 
entitlements they have right now under the county ordinances. This is the reason Olympia Hills 
went to the county, because they had no entitlements. Different from this area of Herriman, 
where there is a bunch of smaller parcels and development has happened in unincorporated 
areas, we are dealing with the one property owner. Unless it is related to their current operations, 
they will want some sort of overall entitlement to their property. They could certainly look at 
adding some language, but they would have to find the best place to put it. He believes Chair 
Hollist is trying to say that we would encourage people to come to us first, rather than starting 
with the county, because we don’t love the idea of them developing and then bringing us what 
they’ve already developed, asking for annexation. 
 
Chair Hollist agreed and noted that we just want to encourage partnering with the city sooner 
than later. 
 
Commissioner Catmull said that seems to be how we will align with the general plan at that point 
in time.  
  
Attorney Simonsen said this is a very general statement made to comply with the bare bones of 
state law in terms of an annexation policy. The way the annexation would actually occur would 
almost for sure be a petition. Kennecott, or any other property owner, can choose the jurisdiction 
they want to petition for annexation as long as their property is contiguous. Before that petition is 
submitted, there will be discussions with the city about entitlements and specifically what a 
development agreement would look like. We just want the door to be open, and make it legally 
possible to annex, in case we want to accept a petition at a later time. 
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Director Schaefermeyer said this will be on the agenda in two weeks. If they get comments from 
affected entities or others they will have to be addressed, but otherwise he will wait for any 
comments or changes the commission members might have. 
 
Commissioner Nathan Gedge will not be at the next meeting in person, but he can join via Zoom 
if needed. If he has specific thoughts in the next two weeks he will send those to Chair Hollist. 
 
Chair Hollist asked if Commissioner Mike Peirce was still the alternate. 
 
Director Schindler said yes, but he still needs to be reappointed. Under the ordinance, it says you 
need to be reappointed, but until you are, if you haven’t been replaced, you can still continue to 
attend and vote. 
 
Commissioner Trevor Darby noted that Commissioner Peirce will not have access to his city 
email until he contacts the city to have that fixed. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer noted that he has a personal email for Commissioner Peirce and he will 
send him an email, as will Chair Hollist. 
 

F. COMMENTS FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBNERS –  None 

 
G. SUMMARY ACTION – None 

 
H. ACTION – None 

 
 

I.        ADMINISTRATIVE PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 

 I.1. DISTRICT HEIGHTS RESIDENTIAL PRELIMINARY 
SUBDIVISION PLAT AND CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AMENDMENT 

Location: 11210 S. River Heights Drive 
File No: PLPP202200009 
Applicant: Ashley Atkinson, Sequoia Development 

 
Planner Damir Drozdek reviewed background information from the Staff Report and a prepared 
presentation (Attachment B). 
 
Chair Michele Hollist noted that this plan is still showing 62 units, and asked what has changed. 
 
Planner Drozdek said that the slide in Attachment B showing 62 units was the plan they got their 
conditional use permit on back in October of 2021; the new plan has 60 units versus the previous 
62. 
 
Chair Hollist asked how long a development agreement is valid. 
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Drozdek said they are generally valid for 10 years. 
 
Planning Director Steven Schaefermeyer said the agreement would specify the length of the 
agreement, but since this is older he is not sure if that was in there. We recently started adding 
that they have to start building within the 10 years. This agreement was fairly unique because it’s 
such a big area being covered, but things are done differently these days. 
  
Chair Hollist noted there are changes from the initial agreement that she doesn’t see a paper trail 
for. The agreement in the staff report talked about single family homes at one part of the 
property, building up to higher density; it also specifically talked about green space, as well as 
third acre lots in a portion. 
 
Planner Drozdek said that from what he can remember, they were granted or allotted so many 
units in this zone. As long as they don’t exceed the number of units they were given then the 
density wasn’t an issue. The single family homes she was referring to are located at the east end 
of the district. 
 
Chair Hollist noted that this appears to have initially been a much bigger area when first applied 
for, and asked if this is the final area to be developed. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said there may still be a few parcels left over, and there certainly could 
be changes one day to The District if there is further entitlement left as he believes this included 
The District in the development agreement. 
 
Chair Hollist asked Planner Drozdek if he’s gone through the development agreement to ensure 
they haven’t exceeded their allowed number of units and that everything is in compliance. 
 
Planner Drozdek responded yes, that he and other staff have reviewed everything. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said they actually could have built more units on this property than they 
are building based on the development agreement. 
 
Chair Hollist invited the applicant forward. 
 
Ashley Atkinson (Applicant) noted that there were 140 units they could have put on this 
property, and they are choosing to do for sale units instead of rental apartments because there is a 
lack of that. They city staff had expressed they wanted more for sale units and townhomes is 
something the city really needed. She also added that there was another reason they changed the 
site plan that was missed during the presentation. They changed the architecture, as it created 
more variability in the facades of the units and much bigger front porches and lawns to the 
individual units. In other areas they are building in, that is really important to people that don’t 
have a yard, that they have private space for their kids or entertaining. 
  
Chair Hollist asked how tall these units will be. 
 
Ms. Atkinson said the duplexes in the front will probably be three stories, everything else is 
planned to be two stories. 
  
Chair Hollist said that she isn’t worried too much about the two stories, but she asked if Ms. 
Atkinson anticipates any regions of permanent shadowing which has been seen with some other 
developments. 

9

Item D.1.



South Jordan City  
Planning Commission Meeting 
April 26, 2022 
 

8 

 
Ms. Atkinson said that where the three stories are just in the front, they specifically placed those 
near the road so they shouldn’t create any shadowing issues. 
 
Commissioner Gedge noted that in the original concept plan from October there were a lot of 
trees lining Bangerter and River Heights to mitigate sound. With this new design having more 
xeriscaping, he asked if there will still be some sort of sound barrier besides the sound wall on 
Bangerter. 
  
Ms. Atkinson said they didn’t get rid of any trees, in fact she believes they added some trees. The 
city should have the full landscape plans, and they have been approved. 
  
Chair Hollist opened the hearing for public comments. There were no comments and the hearing 
was closed. 
 
Commissioner Gedge liked how the developer has taken staff’s recommendation for more 
inventory for the market for sale, rather than temporary rentals. He also appreciated that all of 
their concerns with density, when they could have done almost twice as much initially and with 
this revision, were addressed.  
 
Commissioner Darby motioned to recommended approval of File No. PLPP202200009, 
Preliminary subdivision plat and conditional use permit amendment, and to amend 
PLCUP202100227, to allow for a slight reduction in project density and change to the site 
layout. Chair Hollist seconded the motion. Roll Call vote was 5-0, unanimous in favor. 
 
 

J.        LEGISLATIVE PUBLIC HEARINGS – None 
 

 K. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
Commissioner Nathan Gedge asked to dedicate time at a future meeting and/or training to 
address commission rules and procedures with public comments, emails and information being 
submitted before meetings. 
 
Chair Michele Hollist agreed and asked staff when the planning commission usually meets with 
the city council during the year and if they would want to address this at that time. 
 
Assistant City Attorney Greg Simonsen said it could be done in that setting, but having separate 
bylaws for the planning commission might be the answer. Setting aside a meeting for that might 
be the best option, with possibly some training being done at the same time. The staff could 
research bylaws from other cities to see what they have done beforehand to help. He told the 
commission to make their wishes known, work with Director Schaefermeyer and set up a time 
for that. 
 
Planning Director Steven Schaefermeyer said there is a resolution for some bylaws for other 
committees, but the since the planning commission is statutory and in the code he doesn’t believe 
those bylaws apply to them, but they can still look. They can also pull from City Council’s rules 
in the code, like not going past 11:00 p.m. without a motion, and that would be another source to 
start with. In the past, we have had regular quarterly or bi-annual joint sessions during study 
sessions between Planning Commission and City Council. He suggested Chair Hollist reach out 
to the mayor directly to get that scheduled during a study session, he doesn’t believe there is 
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currently one on the schedule.  
 
Chair Hollist asked Director Schaefermeyer to email the planning commission the current bylaws 
for our city council, as the planning commission tends to be inclined to follow what they do. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said they fall on to Robert’s Rules, but there are some things in our 
ordinances. He will send out a primer of sorts with some questions and they can get that process 
going. 
 
Chair Hollist asked Planner Drozdek if he knows what the meeting will look like in two weeks. 
 
Planner Damir Drozdek said there are possibly around five to six items. 
 
Chair Hollist requested that when there is a light meeting in the future she’d like to have another 
training meeting to get that on the books and done before the end of the year meetings. 
 
Attorney Simonsen asked to revisit the alternate commissioner issue. It sounds like it might be a 
serious issue if it’s not sorted out by the next meeting, but in the last training it was brought up 
that whether it’s the current or a future alternate, our code assumes the alternate will attend all 
the meetings but wouldn’t vote unless there was a commissioner absent. That is not happening 
and he thinks that needs to be sorted out before we have a problem and wish we had the alternate 
present. We have been spoiled by the dedication of our current commission members, but as was 
pointed out, summer is coming up and commissioners will be gone, and we will be wishing we 
had that alternate. 
 
Chair Hollist said that she and Director Schaefermeyer will see what they can do in the next two 
weeks. 
 
Commissioner Gedge noted that from the training, before the current or other alternate takes 
their place they have to be trained. Since this is someone who has already been appointed, does 
he have to go through a training before sitting in on the first meeting. 
 
Attorney Simonsen said that if it’s someone new they’ll make sure that happens beforehand, 
possibly combining it like last time with another training for everyone. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer reminded everyone that they need four hours of training. The city 
provides three of those four hours of training. 
 
Chair Hollist asked if their attendance counts as one of those three provided hours. 
 
Director Schaefermeyer said he will check the rules, he doesn’t remember if that counts for the 
three city provided hours, or the additional fourth hour. He believes the requirement for training 
before sitting in a meeting only applies to new commissioners, but he will double check that as 
well. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Chair Hollist motioned to adjourn the April 26, 2022 Planning Commission meeting. 
Commissioner Gedge seconded the motion; vote was unanimous in favor. 
  

11

Item D.1.



South Jordan City  
Planning Commission Meeting 
April 26, 2022 
 

10 

The April 26, 2022 Planning Commission Meeting adjourned at 7:38 p.m. 
  
Meeting minutes were prepared by Deputy Recorder Cindy Valdez    
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SOUTH JORDAN CITY   
PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT                         Meeting Date: 5/10/2022 

 
Application: WALMART FUEL STATION SITE PLAN AND CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 
 
Address:  3590 W South Jordan Parkway 
File No:  PLSPR202100290 
Applicant:  Antonio Flores 
  
Submitted By:  David Mann, Long Range Planning Analyst 
   Shane Greenwood, Supervising Senior Engineer 

 
Staff Recommendation (Motion Ready):  

I move that the Planning Commission approve file no. PLSPR202100290 for the construction of 
a fuel station located at 3590 W South Jordan Parkway, with the following provision: 

 That the Applicant provide a 15 foot wide waterline easement to the city for a water 
lateral between the meter and the main waterline. 

 
ACREAGE:    17.68 acres 
CURRENT ZONE:   C-C 
CURRENT USE:     Retail Center 
FUTURE LAND USE PLAN:    Economic Center 
NEIGHBORING 
 LU DESIGNATIONS,  

(ZONING)/USES  North  -    Economic Center, (C-C) / Retail Center 
 South  -    Economic Center, (C-C) / Commercial 

East     -    Economic Center, (C-C) / Commercial 
 West   -    Economic Center, (C-C) / Retail Center 

 
STANDARD OF REVIEW: 
 
All proposed commercial, office, industrial, multi-family dwelling or institutional developments and 
alterations to existing developments shall meet the site plan review requirements outlined in chapter 
16.24 and the requirements of the individual zone in which a development is proposed. All provisions 
of titles 16 & 17 of the City Code, and other city requirements, shall be met in preparing site plan 
applications and in designing and constructing the development. The Planning Commission shall 
receive public comment regarding the site plan and shall approve, approve with conditions or deny the 
site plan. 
 
CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW: 
 

A use is conditional because it may have unique characteristics that detrimentally affect the zone and 
therefore are not compatible with other uses in the zone, but could be compatible if certain conditions 
are required that mitigate the detrimental effect. 
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To impose a condition, the detrimental effect must be identified and be based on substantial evidence, 
not simply a suspicion or unfounded concern. Any condition must be the least restrictive method to 
mitigate the detrimental effect. Further, under City Code Section 17.18.050: 
 

1. A conditional use may be commenced and operated only upon: 
 
a. Compliance with all conditions of an applicable conditional use permit; 
b. Observance of all requirements of this title relating to maintenance of improvements and 
conduct of the use or business as approved; and 

 
c. Compliance with all applicable local, state, and federal laws. 

 
2. A conditional use permit may be revoked by the city council at any time due to the permittee's 

failure to commence or operate the conditional use in accordance with the requirements of 
subsection A of this section. 
 

No conditional use permit shall be revoked until after a public hearing is held before the city council. 
The permittee shall be notified in writing of such hearing. The notification shall state the grounds for 
complaint, or reasons for revocation, and the time and location of the hearing. At the hearing, the 
permittee shall be given an opportunity to be heard and may call witnesses and present evidence on 
his or her behalf. Upon conclusion of the hearing, the city council shall determine whether or not the 
permit should be revoked. 
 
BACKGROUND & ANALYSIS: 
 
The subject property is located on the north side of South Jordan Parkway and borders Bangerter 
Highway. The property includes the existing Walmart shopping center and associated parking lot. The 
proposed development will be located in the south east corner of the property adjacent to South 
Jordan Parkway. The site plan shows the additional parking stalls that will be constructed to make up 
for the stalls that will be removed with this development. The required landscaping areas were 
installed at the time the Walmart store was built.  
 
STAFF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS:  
 
Findings: 

 The C-C Zone permits gas stations as a conditional use and require a conditional use permit. 

 Staff reviewed the proposed use for potential detrimental effects and found none that would 
require mitigation. 

 Based on the proposed use, the subject property will require adding 57 stalls based on the existing 
stalls that will be removed with this development and the requirement of the fuel station. 

 Staff received a complete application on January 18, 2022. 
Conclusion: 

 Based on the application materials submitted by Applicant, staff review of the Application, and the 
findings listed above, staff concludes that the proposal is consistent with the City’s General Plan 
and the pertinent sections of the City’s Planning and Land Use Code (including section 17.60). 
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ALTERNATIVES: 

 Deny the application. 

 Propose modification(s) to the application. 

 Schedule the application for a decision at some future date. 
 
SUPPORT MATERIALS: 

 Location Map 

 Zoning Map 

 Site Plan  
 Elevations 
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LEGEND

CONSTRUCTION NOTES

WALMART FUEL STATION - STORE #5763
3590 W SOUTH JORDAN PKWY, SOUTH JORDAN, UT 84095

CIVIL SITE PLAN

NORTH

Pylon sign not allowed.

City Engineer
City of South Jordan
Approved   05/03/2022

City Engineer
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WALMART FUEL STATION - STORE #5763
3590 W SOUTH JORDAN PKWY, SOUTH JORDAN, UT 84095

CIVIL PARKING EXHIBIT

PARKING DATA

19

Item I.1.



20

Item I.1.



 

Page 1 of 2 

SOUTH JORDAN CITY   
PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT                             Meeting Date: 5/10/22 

 
Application: RIDGECREST ESTATES SUBDIVISION AMENDMENT 
 
Address:  892 W Brookcrest Circle 
File No:  PLPLA202100128 
Applicant:  Jerry Ohrn 
  
Submitted By:  David Mann, Long Range Planning Analyst 
   Shane Greenwood, Supervising Senior Engineer 
 
Staff Recommendation (Motion Ready):  

Approve file no. PLPLA202100128 to create a 2-lot subdivision, located at 892 W Brookcrest 
Circle, as presented to the Planning Commission. 

 
ACREAGE:    1.15 acres 
CURRENT ZONE:   R-2.5 
CURRENT USE:     Residential 
FUTURE LAND USE PLAN:    Stable Neighborhood 
NEIGHBORING 
 LU DESIGNATIONS,  

(ZONING)/USES  North  -    Agricultural Preservation, (A-5) / Agriculture 
 South  -    Stable Neighborhood, (R-2.5) / Single Family 

Residential 
East     -    Stable Neighborhood, (R-2.5) / Single Family 

Residential 
West   -    Stable Neighborhood, (R-2.5) / Single Family       
                  Residential 

 
STANDARDS FOR SUBDIVISION REVIEW 
 
The Planning Commission shall receive public comment at the public hearing regarding the 
proposed subdivision. The Planning Commission may approve, approve with conditions or if the 
project does not meet city ordinances or sanitary sewer or culinary water requirements, deny the 
preliminary subdivision plat application. (City Code § 16.10.060)  
 
BACKGROUND & ANALYSIS: 
 
On February 28, 2022, the Applicant submitted a complete application seeking approval to create a 
2-lot subdivision from the existing parcel. The existing house on the south side of the subject 
property will remain and a new residential lot will be created on the north side. The new lot will be 
accessed from a private driveway connected to Brookcrest Circle. Half of the subject property is 
within the Ridgecrest Estates subdivision, so the new lot will be added to the subdivision and the 
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border will be amended. A six foot tall masonry wall is required to be installed along the property 
line that borders the agricultural property to the north.  
 
STAFF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS:  
 
Findings: 

 The proposed subdivision will meet the requirements of the R-2.5 Zone, including the maximum 
density. 
 

Conclusions: 

 Based on the application materials and the findings listed above, the proposal is consistent with 
the City’s General Plan and with the purposes and objectives of the pertinent requirements of 
the City’s Planning and Zoning Code (specifically Chapters 16.10 and 17.40). 
 

ALTERNATIVES: 

 Recommend denial of the application. 

 Propose modification(s) to the application. 

 Schedule the application for a decision at some future date. 
 
SUPPORT MATERIALS: 

 Location Map 

 Zoning Map 

 Subdivision Plat 
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OWNER'S DEDICATION

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION

DO HEREBY DEDICATE AND CONVEY TO ANY AND ALL PUBLIC UTILITY COMPANIES A
PERPETUAL, NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT OVER THE PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS
SHOWN ON THIS PLAT, THE SAME TO BE USED FOR THE INSTALLATION, MAINTENANCE
AND OPERATION OF UTILITY LINES AND FACILITIES. THE UNDERSIGNED OWNERS
ALSO HEREBY CONVEY ANY OTHER EASEMENTS AS SHOWN ON THIS PLAT TO THE
PARTIES INDICATED AND FOR THE PURPOSES SHOWN HERE ON. IN WITNESS
WHEREOF _____ HAVE HEREUNTO SET  __________ THIS __________ DAY OF
__________ A.D., 20_____.

KNOWN ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT _____, THE _____ UNDERSIGNED
OWNER(S) OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED TRACT OF LAND, HAVING CAUSED SAME TO BE
SUBDIVIDED INTO LOTS, TOGETHER WITH EASEMENTS TO BE HEREAFTER KNOWN AS
THE

I, C. DAVID McKINNEY DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I AM A PROFESSIONAL LAND
SURVEYOR, AND THAT I HOLD CERTIFICATE NO. 5251295 AS PRESCRIBED UNDER THE
LAWS OF THE STATE OF UTAH. I FURTHER CERTIFY BY AUTHORITY OF THE OWNERS, I
HAVE MADE A SURVEY OF SAID TRACT OF LAND SHOWN ON THIS PLAT AND
DESCRIBED BELOW, AND HAVE SUBDIVIDED SAID TRACT OF LAND INTO LOTS, AND
EASEMENTS TO BE KNOWN AS RIDGECREST ESTATES 1ST AMENDMENT, AMENDING
LOT 29 OF RIDGECREST ESTATES AND THAT THE SAME HAS BEEN CORRECTLY
SURVEYED AND STAKED ON THE GROUND AS SHOWN ON THIS PLAT AND THAT THIS IS
TRUE AND CORRECT.

DATE

C. DAVID McKINNEY

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

ON THE _____ DAY OF __________ A.D., 20_____, PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME,
THE UNDERSIGNED NOTARY PUBLIC, IN END FOR SAID COUNTY OF SALT LAKE IN SAID
STATE OF UTAH, THE SIGNER ( ) OF THE ABOVE OWNER'S DEDICATION _________ IN
NUMBER, WHO DULY ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT _________________ SIGNED IT
FREELY AND VOLUNTARILY AND FOR THE USES AND PURPOSES THEREIN MENTIONED.
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: _______

______________________
NOTARY PUBLIC
RESIDING IN SALT LAKE COUNTY

LEGEND

STATE OF UTAH, COUNTY OF SALT LAKE, REC0RDED AND FILED AT THE REQUEST OF
___________________________________________________________
DATE ___________ TIME ___________ BOOK ___________ PAGE _______

CLERKFEE $

RECORDED #

SALT LAKE COUNTY RECORDER

RIDGECREST ESTATES 1ST AMENDMENT

APPROVED THIS __________________ DAY OF _____ A.D., 20___

SALT LAKE VALLEY HEALTH DEPARTMENT REPRESENTATIVE

SALT LAKE VALLEY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
APPROVED THIS _______________ DAY OF _____ A.D., 20___

CITY PLANNER

CITY PLANNER
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS OFFICE HAS EXAMINED
THIS PLAT AND IT IS CORRECT IN ACCORDANCE WITH
INFORMATION ON FILE IN THIS OFFICE.

DATE                                                          CITY ENGINEER 

SOUTH JORDAN CITY ENGINEER
APPROVED AS TO FORM THIS __________________ DAY OF
_____ A.D., 20___.

ATTORNEY FOR SOUTH JORDAN CITY

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

APPROVED THIS _____ DAY OF _____ A.D., 20___

BY THE SOUTH VALLEY SEWER DISTRICT

SOUTH VALLEY SEWER DISTRICT MANAGER

SOUTH VALLEY SEWER DISTRICT

APPROVED AS TO FORM THIS _____________________ DAY OF
______ A.D., 20____.

ATTEST: CITY CLERK                                           MAYOR

SOUTH JORDAN CITY MAYOR

RIDGECREST ESTATES 1ST AMENDMENT

RIDGECREST ESTATES 1ST
AMENDMENT AMENDING LOT 29 OF

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER LOT 29, RIDGECREST ESTATES; SAID POINT
ALSO BEING NORTH 0°11'14" WEST 70.43 FEET, SOUTH 89°21'49" EAST 803.76 FEET,
SOUTH 84°15'19" EAST 99.27 FEET; AND SOUTH 58°21'20" EAST 31.97 FEET FROM THE
CALCULATED NORTH QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 14, TOWNSHIP 3 SOUTH, RANGE 1
WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN; THENCE NORTH 31°41'45" EAST 30.00 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 1°07'00" WEST 141.80 FEET; NORTH 87°43'22" EAST 133.55 FEET TO THE
WEST BOUNDARY LINE OF THE VILLAGE AT RIVERWALK SUBDIVISION AND RUNNING
THE FOLLOWING (4) FOUR COURSES: (1) SOUTH 9°02'05" EAST 176.35 FEET, (2) SOUTH
4°08'44" EAST 133.06 FEET, (3) NORTH 89°17'37" WEST 9.51 FEET, (4) SOUTH 00°10'59"
WEST 8.68 FEET; THENCE WEST 28.90 FEET TO THE NORTH BOUNDARY LINE OF LOT 28,
RIDGECREST ESTATES AND RUNNING THE FOLLOWING (4) FOUR COURSES: (1) NORTH
60°39'56" WEST 24.78 FEET, (2) NORTH 69°44'26" WEST 37.05 FEET, (3) SOUTH 88°18'23
WEST 47.39 FEET; (4) THENCE SOUTH 45°26'43" WEST 33.50 FEET TO A POINT ON A
CURVE AND THE NORTH RIGHT-OF WAY LINE OF RIDGECREST CIRCLE, CENTER BEARS
SOUTH 45°26'55" WEST; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF A 75.00 FOOT
RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT 58.91 FEET TO THE WEST BOUNDARY LINE OF LOT 29
(CHORD NORTH 67°03'11" WEST 57.41 FEET); THENCE NORTH 16°16'43" EAST 125.40
FEET TO THE PONT OF BEGINNING. CONTAINS 2 LOTS AND 1.16 ACRES .

892 WEST BROOKCREST CIRCLE
South Jordan, UT 84088

johrn@comcast.net

JERRY OHRN
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COMCAST REPRESENTATIVE

APPROVED THIS _________________ DAY OF
_____ A.D., 20___

CENTURY LINK REPRESENTATIVE

APPROVED THIS _________________ DAY OF _____
A.D., 20___

DOMINION ENERGY REPRESENTATIVE

JERRY & KARI OHRN LIVING TRUST

AMENDING LOT 29 OF RIDGECREST ESTATES

 RIDGECREST ESTATES

AMENDING LOT 29 OF RIDGECREST ESTATES

1. OWNERS AND POTENTIAL PURCHASERS OF PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED BY
THIS PLAT (THE “PROPERTY”) SHOULD FAMILIARIZE THEMSELVES WITH ALL NOTES,
LOT INFORMATION, EASEMENTS, AND OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION CONTAINED
WITH THIS PLAT AND ALSO WITH ANY CONDITIONS, COVENANTS, AND RESTRICTIONS
(CC&RS) DOCUMENTS THAT MAY BE RECORDED AGAINST THE PROPERTY.  OWNERS
AND POTENTIAL PURCHASERS OF THE PROPERTY MUST COMPLY WITH ALL NOTES,
EASEMENTS, CC&RS, AND OTHER RECORDED DOCUMENTS RELATED TO THIS PLAT,
AS CURRENTLY EXISTING OR AS MAY FROM TIME TO TIME BE CHANGED AND/OR
AMENDED.  FAILURE TO ADHERE TO THE NOTES, LOT INFORMATION, EASEMENTS,
CC&RS, OR OTHER DOCUMENTS RECORDED

2. MANY AREAS IN THE CITY OF SOUTH JORDAN HAVE GROUNDWATER PROBLEMS
DUE TO A HIGH OR FLUCTUATING WATER TABLE.  CITY APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT DOES
NOT CONSTITUTE REPRESENTATION BY THE CITY THAT BUILDING AT ANY SPECIFIED
ELEVATION WILL SOLVE GROUNDWATER PROBLEMS, IF ANY.

3. APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT BY SOUTH JORDAN CITY DOES NOT MEAN THAT
INDIVIDUAL LOT DRAINAGE TO A ROAD OR RETENTION FACILITY IS ASSURED.
DEVELOPMENT AND GRADING MAY NECESSITATE SWALES AND OTHER DRAINAGE
FACILITIES TO PROTECT INDIVIDUAL PROPERTIES.  APPROVAL OF THIS PLAT DOES
NOT CONSTITUTE REPRESENTATION BY THE CITY THAT SWALES AND OTHER
DRAINAGE FACILITIES ARE APPROPRIATE AND MAINTAINED NOR THAT DRAINAGE
FROM ADJACENT PROPERTIES IS PREVENTED.

4. A FULL GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN IS TO BE COMPLETED FOR LOT 2 ONCE
HOUSING PLAN IS DEVELOPED ACCORDING TO SOUTH JORDAN CITY STANDARDS.

GENERAL PLAT NOTES
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SOUTH JORDAN CITY   
PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT                             Meeting Date: 5/10/22 

 
Application: COUSINS LANE PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION   
 
Address:  2726 W Cousins Lane 
File No:  PLPP202100283 
Applicant:  Jay Mortensen 
  
Submitted By:  David Mann, Long Range Planning Analyst 
   Shane Greenwood, Supervising Senior Engineer 
 
Staff Recommendation (Motion Ready):  

Approve file no. PLPP202100283 to create a 2-lot subdivision, located at 2726 W Cousins 
Lane, as presented to the Planning Commission. 

 
ACREAGE:    1.16 acres 
CURRENT ZONE:   R-1.8 
CURRENT USE:     Residential 
FUTURE LAND USE PLAN:    Stable Neighborhood 
NEIGHBORING 
 LU DESIGNATIONS,  

(ZONING)/USES  North  -    Stable Neighborhood, (R-2.5) / Single Family 
Residential 

 South  -    Stable Neighborhood, (R-1.8) / Single Family 
Residential 

East     -    Stable Neighborhood, (R-1.8) / Single Family 
Residential 

West   -    Stable Neighborhood, (R-2.5) / Single Family       
                  Residential 

 
STANDARDS FOR SUBDIVISION REVIEW 
 
The Planning Commission shall receive public comment at the public hearing regarding the 
proposed subdivision. The Planning Commission may approve, approve with conditions or if the 
project does not meet city ordinances or sanitary sewer or culinary water requirements, deny the 
preliminary subdivision plat application. (City Code § 16.10.060)  
 
BACKGROUND & ANALYSIS: 
 
On February 28, 2022, the Applicant submitted a complete application seeking approval to create a 
2-lot subdivision from the existing parcel. The existing house on the east side of the subject 
property will remain and a new residential lot will be created on the west side. Both lots will still 
have farm animal rights. 
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STAFF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS:  
 
Findings: 

 The proposed subdivision will meet the requirements of the R-1.8 Zone, including the maximum 
density. 
 

Conclusions: 

 Based on the application materials and the findings listed above, the proposal is consistent with 
the City’s General Plan and with the purposes and objectives of the pertinent requirements of 
the City’s Planning and Zoning Code (specifically Chapters 16.10 and 17.40). 
 

ALTERNATIVES: 

 Recommend denial of the application. 

 Propose modification(s) to the application. 

 Schedule the application for a decision at some future date. 
 
SUPPORT MATERIALS: 

 Location Map 

 Zoning Map 

 Subdivision Plat 
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COUSINS LANE SUBDIVISION

SALT LAKE COUNTY RECORDER

OWNER'S DEDICATION

CITY ENGINEER OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY SOUTH JORDAN CITY MAYORCITY PLANNING

BASIS OF BEARING:

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE:

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION:

SOUTH VALLEY SEWER

BOARD OF HEALTH

ACKNOWLEDGMENT:

SALT LAKE COUNTY SURVEYOR

COUSINS LANE SUBDIVISION

COUSINS LANE SUBDIVISION
LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 16, TOWNSHIP 3

SOUTH, RANGE 1 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN
FINAL PLAT

LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 16, TOWNSHIP
3 SOUTH, RANGE 1 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN

RECORD OF SURVEY
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