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CITY OF SOUTH JORDAN 

 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA  

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 15, 2024 at 6:30 p.m. 

Notice is hereby given that the South Jordan City Council will hold a meeting at 6:30 p.m. on Tuesday, 

October 15, 2024. The meeting will be conducted in person in the City Council Chambers, located at 1600 

W. Towne Center Drive, South Jordan, Utah, and virtually via Zoom phone and video conferencing. 

Persons with disabilities requesting assistance should contact the City Recorder at least 24 hours prior to 

the meeting. The agenda may be amended, and an executive session may be held at the end of the meeting. 

Times listed are approximate and may be accelerated or delayed. 

In addition to in-person attendance, individuals may join virtually using Zoom. Attendees joining virtually 

may not comment during public comment; virtual participants may only comment on items scheduled for 

a public hearing. Video must be enabled during the public hearing period. Attendees wishing to present 

photos or documents to the City Council must attend in person. 

If the meeting is disrupted in any way deemed inappropriate by the City, the City reserves the right to 

immediately remove the individual(s) from the meeting and, if necessary, end virtual access to the 

meeting. Reasons for removal or ending virtual access include, but are not limited to, posting offensive 

pictures or remarks, making disrespectful statements or actions, and other actions deemed inappropriate. 

The ability to participate virtually depends on the individual’s internet connection. To ensure that 

comments are received regardless of technical issues, please submit them in writing to City Recorder Anna 

Crookston at acrookston@sjc.utah.gov by 3:00 p.m. on the day of the meeting. Instructions on how to join 

virtually are provided below. 

Join South Jordan City Council Meeting Virtually: 
•           Join on any device that has internet capability. 

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

•           Zoom instructions are posted https://ut-southjordan.civicplus.com/241/City-Council.  

Regular Meeting Agenda: 6:30 p.m. 

A. Welcome, Roll Call, and Introduction: By Mayor, Dawn R. Ramsey 

B. Invocation: By Council Member, Jason McGuire 

C. Pledge of Allegiance: CFO, Sunil Naidu 

D. Minute Approval: 

D.1. October 1, 2024 City Council Study Meeting  

D.2. October 1, 2024 City Council Meeting  

E. Mayor and Council Reports: 6:35 p.m. 

 

 

1

https://ut-southjordan.civicplus.com/241/City-Council


City Council Meeting - October 15, 2024  Page 2 of 2 

F. Public Comment: 6:50 p.m. 

This is the time and place on the agenda for any person who wishes to comment. Any person or 

group wishing to comment on any item not otherwise scheduled for public hearing on the agenda 

may address the City Council at this point by stepping to the microphone, and giving their name 

and address for the record. Note, to participate in public comment you must attend City Council 

Meeting in-person. Comments should be limited to not more than three (3) minutes, unless 

additional time is authorized by the Chair. Groups wishing to comment will be asked to appoint a 

spokesperson. Items brought forward to the attention of the City Council will be turned over to 

staff to provide a response outside of the City Council Meeting. Time taken on non-agenda items, 

interrupts the process of the noticed agenda. 

G. Public Hearing Item: 7:00 p.m. 

G.1. Ordinance 2024-22, Vacating a Municipal Waterline Easement located on Lots C-108 

through C-113 of the Daybreak Urban Center Plat 1 Subdivision Daybreak and vacating a 

Fire Access Easement on Lots C-109, C-110, C-111, and C-113. RCV (By Director of 

Planning, Steven Schaefermeyer) 

H. Wheadon Acres Land Use Public Hearing Items: 7:15 p.m. 

H.1. Presentation on Resolution R2024-42, and Zoning Ordinance 2024-08-Z, all related to 

the Wheadon Acres Land Use development. Applicant, Gordon Milar Construction, LLC. 

(By Director of Planning, Steven Schaefermeyer) 

H.2. Resolution R2024-42 Public Hearing. 

H.3. Zoning Ordinance 2024-08-Z Public Hearing. 

H.4. Resolution R2024-42, Authorizing the Mayor of the City of South Jordan to enter into a 

Development Agreement with Mulberry Cottage, LLC and WHDTMR, LLC pertaining 

to property located at 10537 S. 3010 W. and 10555 S. 3010 W. RCV (By Director of 

Planning, Steven Schaefermeyer)  

H.5. Zoning Ordinance 2024-08-Z, Rezoning property located at 10537 S 3010 W & 10555 

S 3010 W from the R-1.8 (Single Family Residential) Zone to the R-1.8 with the Flag Lot 

(FL) Overlay Zone. Gordron Milar Construction, LLC (Applicant). RCV (By Director of 

Planning, Steven Schaefermeyer)  

I. Staff Reports and Calendaring Items: 7:45 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT 

 
CERTIFICATE OF POSTING 

STATE OF UTAH ) 

: § 

COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 

I, Anna Crookston, the duly appointed City Recorder of South Jordan City, Utah, certify that the foregoing City Council Agenda 

was emailed to at least one newspaper of general circulation within the geographic jurisdiction of the public body. The agenda 

was also posted at the principal office of the public body and also posted on the Utah State Public Notice Website 

http://www.utah.gov/pmn/index.html and on South Jordan City’s website at www.sjc.utah.gov. Published and posted October 

11, 2024.   
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SOUTH JORDAN CITY 

 CITY COUNCIL STUDY MEETING 

 

October 1, 2024 

 

Present: Mayor Dawn R. Ramsey, Council Member Patrick Harris, Council Member 

Tamara Zander, Council Member Kathie Johnson, Council Member Jason 

McGuire, City Manager Dustin Lewis, Assistant City Manager Jason Rasmussen, 

City Attorney Ryan Loose, Assistant City Attorney Charity Brienz, Director of 

Strategy & Budget Don Tingey, Director of City Commerce Brian Preece, 

Director of Public Works Raymond Garrison, CFO Sunil Naidu, City Engineer 

Brad Klavano, Director of Administrative Services Melinda Seager, Police Chief 

Jeff Carr, Fire Chief Chris Dawson, Director of Recreation Janell Payne, 

Communications Manager Rachael Van Cleave, IS Senior System Administrator 

Phill Brown, IS Systems Administrator Ken Roberts, GIS Coordinator Matt 

Jarman, City Recorder Anna Crookston, Meeting Transcriptionist Diana Baun, 

City Planner Greg Schindler 

 

Absent: Council Member Don Shelton 

 

Others: Fred Philpot, Alberto Garcia, Jeff McKay, Lisa Stowe, Carol Brown, Alexandra 

Franklin  

 

4:37 P.M. 

STUDY MEETING 

 

A. Welcome, Roll Call, and Introduction: By Mayor, Dawn R. Ramsey 

 

Mayor Ramsey welcomed everyone present and introduced the meeting. She excused Council 

Member Zander, who was on her way, and Council Member Shelton who would not be 

attending. 

  

B. Invocation: By City Commerce Director, Patrick Harris 

 

Council Member Harris offered the invocation. 

 

C. Mayor and Council Coordination 
 

Mayor Ramsey discussed the Pumpkin Promenade coming up. 

 

D. Discussion/Review of Regular Council Meeting 

 

E. Presentation Items 

 

E.1.  Google Fiber update. (By Google Fiber Representatives) 
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Alberto Garcia (Government and Community Affairs Google Fiber) Since 2021 they have 

made Google Fiber service available to 15,982 homes, amounting to 1,055,500 linear feet or 199 

miles within the city. This year they have added 5,664 homes, and they still have work to do. 

They discussed their future intentions to stay with the city in the future to stay on top of future 

projects that could impact their infrastructure. Jeff McKay and his team do a great job with 

keeping in contact and staying on top of potential issues in the future. 

 

Council Member Zander joined the meeting. 
 

Jeff McKay (Construction Manager Utah/Idaho) they are currently closing out existing 

permits, and still looking at other opportunities as they come in including new builds, HOAs 

currently in contracts, etc. 

 

Mr. Garcia continued discussing the rest of the city that doesn’t have service yet, with a large 

portion of that being Daybreak which is bound by a competitor’s contract. 

 

Mayor Ramsey asked about her neighborhood. 

 

Mr. McKay responded her neighborhood is unfortunately limited by their isolation, requiring the 

infrastructure to go through Daybreak to get to that neighborhood. They have spoken to staff and 

discussed some options. 

 

Mr. Garcia added that they are happy to look at specific addresses and neighborhoods to explain 

why, logistically, they weren’t able to reach them, and explore options to connect them. At this 

point, they have basically reached everywhere they can as a whole. 

 

Council Member McGuire asked about the buy-in needed to justify reaching customers and 

discussed the Daybreak residents paying twice for internet and already paying other competitors 

for internet since the HOA provided internet doesn’t meet their needs. 

 

Mr. Garcia responded it’s not about the buy-in, they want as many customers as possible. It’s 

more the logistic construction components of getting to those areas. He discussed the mayor’s 

neighborhood and having to go through Daybreak to connect there. 

 

Staff and presenters discussed the fact that Daybreak does not own their roads, and that the city 

or Google Fiber could do work there, running their cables, without the HOA’s permission. 

 

Mr. Garcia noted that while they could legally add the cables to the road, it would be running a 

lot of cable to get to one neighborhood. It’s the density of the area they are running cables to that 

matters more than anything else. 

 

Council Member McGuire added it’s not just the mayor’s neighborhood, but the additional 

growth coming out that way in the near future that should be considered. 
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Council Member Zander noted there is a huge development west of Daybreak coming into the 

city, so beyond the mayor’s neighborhood there is a huge amount of housing coming that could 

justify beginning that connection now. It also means in seven years, when the Daybreak contract 

is up, Google Fiber is better positioned to negotiate for that new business if they are already 

there.  

E.2.  Water Utility Rates & Solid Waste Fee Study Presentation. (By Director of 

Public Works, Raymond Garrison & LRB Vice President, Fred Philpot) 

 

Fred Philpot reviewed Attachment A regarding the water utility rates & solid waste study 

results.  

 

Council Member Zander asked for a dollar amount being added to the bill for an average 

resident. 

 

Mr. Philpot responded average indoor use a month is about 6,000 – 10,000 gallons. 

 

Assistant City Manager Jason Rasmussen shared for comparison that he lives on a quarter acre 

and in the summer he uses about 30,000 – 35,000 gallons indoor and outdoor. 

 

Mr. Philpot added that it’s about a $7.00 increase on 80,000 gallons per month, so for a smaller 

or more average lot you’d be looking at around a $3.00 - $4.00 increase per month for water and 

$1.30 per month for garbage. 

 

Council Member Zander noted that when/if this happens, it needs to be made very clear that the 

increased costs depend on the tiers and how much water you use and/or conserve; send a 

message of the more you conserve, the more money you save. 

 

 F.  Discussion Item 

   

F.1.  Short Term Rentals. (By Assistant City Manager, Jason Rasmussen & City 

Attorney, Ryan Loose) 

 

City Attorney Ryan Loose introduced the Air DNA information being presented on Attachment 

B, noting that the city boundaries were not reflected properly in the report, but Air DNA has 

been alerted and they have agreed to get those fixed for future reports. Those discrepancies were 

noted by staff reviewing the report and have been taken into consideration during this report. 

 

Assistant City Attorney Charity Brienz reviewed Attachment B. She noted before her 

presentation that all the data after the first slide of the presentation will be 30 short-term rentals 

short. South Jordan has approximately 240 short-term rentals inside the city boundaries, but Air 

DNA categorized them by sub-area resulting in only 210 of the short-term rentals being 

recognized. 

 

Attorney Loose continued noting that after the last meeting, it appeared that the council had 

agreed they didn’t necessarily want to require a manager or owner to live on the property, but 
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that they wanted them to be within a certain distance for response. It also seemed that there were 

concerns about parking and homes being up to code for large groups. He noted that requiring 

short-term rentals to go through a business licensing process would allow for inspections and 

requirements for safety, along with ensuring the owner or manager lives within a specific 

distance from the property. When police are called to a short-term rental, if they know who the 

owner or designated manager is and how to contact them, it makes it much easier to hold the 

owners responsible and take care of issues. 

 

Assistant Attorney Brienz noted that some cities have signage requirements that include a 

contact number posted on the outside of the rental for easy contact, and this was also 

recommended by Attorney Loose as it allows both neighbors and emergency personnel to easily 

contact the person responsible. He noted that information can also be stored under their business 

license, rather than a physical sign, however that information can be hard to access in an 

emergency. 

 

The council discussed the maximum distance an owner/manager should have to reside from the 

property, and it was agreed that it should be within one to three hours. They also discussed the 

contact information for the owner/manager being posted either somewhere obvious within the 

home or on the outside, agreeing that if on the outside it should be something small, like a no 

soliciting sign. 

 

City Attorney Loose then moved on to discussing a potential maximum number of days allowed 

for short-term rentals, number of guests, etc. The council discussed parking issues, noting that 

restricting parking would automatically limit the number of guests allowed. 

 

Assistant Attorney Brienz noted that the city of Hurricane, Utah only allows up to 10 guests in a 

short-term rental. If a rental wants to allow more than 10 guests there are additional requirements 

for safety like fire inspections, etc. 

 

Attorney Loose also noted that groups using Uber or renting large passenger vehicles for 

transport can fill up a home quickly with very little to no parking required. There are multiple 

ways to get a large group into a home without having to worry about parking a bus on the street, 

which is against city code. 

 

Council Member Zander reiterated that currently there is no regulations on short-term rentals in 

the city, because it is currently against city code to short-term rental a home or any part of it. 

 

Attorney Loose agreed and noted that any of the online listed short-term rentals could be 

reported and the city would reach out and tell the owners on record they are against the rules. 

 

Mayor Ramsey brought up the guest limit in Hurricane, and noted she doesn’t want to legislate 

everything to a “worst case scenario,” since those are rare and dealt with. She doesn’t think 

banning large groups overall is the answer, and did prefer more of the approach in Hurricane, 

creating additional requirements when larger groups are being marketed. 
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Council Member Johnson suggested creating more of a plan for the space as a whole, and how it 

should look with larger groups of people, rather than just setting a maximum limit for everyone. 

 

Chief Carr noted that his concern would be safety as well, that fire sprinklers and other safety 

measures like emergency exits were not capable of handling those larger groups. He is fine with 

larger groups, as long as the building is appropriately outfitted to safely host those larger 

numbers. 

 

Attorney Loose noted that he will address those safety concerns in the verbiage he comes back 

with, along with everything else discussed. He asked if the council wanted to have an absolute 

maximum number of people allowed, despite safety requirements being met. He gave examples 

of max guests per room or square feet, and the council agreed to look at some calculated 

examples of that when he comes back, rather than just a fixed maximum number of people. He 

then asked if the council had a desire to limit the number of short-term rentals allowed on one 

property, meaning they couldn’t list their ADU and main home as two separate listings. 

 

Council Member Zander shared that a resident suggested to her they come out of the gate very 

restrictive on this, and then back off as time goes on and they see how things go. She then asked, 

if they come our very restrictive as a city and it doesn’t go well, what would be the recourse to 

adjust those things. 

 

Attorney Loose responded they would just sit down as a council and create an ordinance to 

change the restriction. Once the rules are in place, they know where all the short-term rentals are, 

Legal with work with business licensing to reach out to all the owners and share the new 

ordinance with the requirements and offer help with business licensing if they need it. If they 

don’t respond within the timeframe given in the initial contact, the city will begin with sending it 

through the code enforcement process. If that is still ignored it will move to the next step in the 

legal process. 

 

Council Member Zander asked what happens if a short-term rental owner contacts the city, 

saying the new ordinance requirements don’t work for them. For instance, they are only allowed 

10 guests, but they have a seven bedroom home that can fit many more people than that. 

 

Attorney Loose responded there would be no exceptions. They are establishing rules and setting 

the boundaries now. 

 

Council Member Zander wants the council to consider whether they should start out less 

restrictive and tighten things up as they watch the results, or start super restrictive and ease 

things up as they watch what happens. As the council is piecing all of these parts together, they 

really need to consider that. 

 

Attorney Loose noted that they can try and get info on what other cities are doing, but that can be 

hard to use since every city is going to do what works best for them. The information being 

presented is to show the council the main points they need to address and make decisions on 

now. 
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Council Member Johnson noted that if they start easy and decide to tighten it up later that won’t 

work, as she believes the owners will get the letter, see the new requirements and give resistance 

from that point. Trying to come back and make things even harder will just create more 

problems. All the neighbors around these short-term rentals bought their homes as residences, 

they were not planning for their neighbors to turn their homes into a business. She understands 

the economy has changed, but she believes they should only be allowed to do this if it will not be 

a huge impact on their neighbors. She would like to look as creating something that gives the 

least amount of impact to the neighbors. There will be some impact, but let’s try to keep these 

neighborhoods as residential neighborhoods. 

 

Council Member Harris acknowledged all the discussion here today, noting the council member 

and staff personal experiences with these types of rentals in other areas. He is assuming that 

everyone here was a fantastic renter, causing no trouble and being the perfect renter. However, 

he doesn’t believe that is the concern being addressed here. There are people renting these units 

out that will cause problems, and the city needs to make sure they are protecting the people 

outside those homes. He did some online research and saw those nightmare scenarios from other 

areas. He wants to be reasonable, but he doesn’t want to be so broad that it makes things difficult 

for the others in the neighborhood. 

 

Attorney Loose encouraged the council, from both an enforcement and legal standpoint, that 

eventually everything is done with criminal enforcement in mind. He would set whatever 

regulation they choose to set, and leave that in place without changes for at least a year or two to 

see what happens. If they are frequently changing the code to loosen or tighten up a regulation, it 

becomes extremely difficult to administer; either prohibiting it entirely or having no rules at all is 

easier than a moving target. 

 

Director Preece used the food truck ordinance implementation as an example. While deciding 

what to include they discussed their fears, what have they heard and seen. They then put together 

an ordinance, and within a year they looked at it again and rewrote the entire ordinance after 

watching it work and seeing what is actually enforceable, what really doesn’t matter, what did 

they not think about, etc. They had a plan from the beginning to look at the ordinance again 

within a year and there was quite a bit of stuff that it turned out they didn’t need to worry about 

and stuff that it turned out they needed to pay more attention to or didn’t even think of. He would 

suggest writing the ordinance they want, with their worst case fears in mind, and then re-

evaluating it in about a year. 

 

Assistant Attorney Brienz shared a few things she has seen some cities do to help the neighbors 

and neighborhoods, including limitations on the total number of licenses, or a dispersion 

requirement to avoid a bunch on one street with only one actual homeowner living in their home 

as a resident all the time. 

 

Attorney Loose brought the conversation back around and asked if the council wanted to limit 

the number of listing allowed per lot, and the council replied that they did want to limit that to 

one per lot. He then asked about parking spaces, do they want the guests to be allowed to use the 

public roads, or do they want them to have to park on-site. 
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Council Member McGuire is for both, as we allow everyone else to park on the street; he doesn’t 

see the justification for banning them from the public right-of-way when everyone else can use 

it. 

 

Assistant Attorney Brienz noted that in the cities that did require all parking to be on the 

property, the only difference it made was being able to tell who was making money and running 

a business and who was just visiting the neighborhood. 

 

Chief Carr also added that when they get calls for things like that, enforcing parking on the 

property versus on the street, the only thing they can look at is whether the car is legally parked 

or not. 

 

Council Member Zander noted that if they did require parking on the property it would reduce 

the number of guests, unless they use Uber or something similar to get there. It would also give 

the city some more leverage to enforce infractions. 

 

Attorney Loose noted that it would stop the larger gatherings with people coming from multiple 

places, but only if they can prove the cars are all there for that home. Many people who rent out 

their homes do want to follow the rules, once they know them. Those people will stripe spaces 

on their property to comply. 

 

Council Member Zander noted that those only renting out a bedroom or two could technically 

park their own vehicles on the street and have the renters park in the driveway or garage, but a 

requirement on parking would require them to be creative. 

 

Attorney Loose noted there are good arguments on both sides, but noted that parking is the 

biggest impact most neighbors see with every rental, even the best renters can’t avoid having all 

those cars if multiple groups are coming to the same place. 

 

Council Member Harris preferred requiring parking on the property. 

 

Council Member Zander is agreeable to that as well. 

 

Council Member Johnson agreed to on-site parking as well. 

 

Assistant Attorney Brienz discussed dispersion requirements. It will be an enforcement issue, as 

Attachment B shows where all the current rentals are and everyone can see how they are 

grouped. If a dispersion requirement was made, and one neighbor gets a permit first, the other 

neighbors would not be able to get one. 

 

Council Member Johnson noted that a cul-de-sac in her ward has at least five short-term rentals 

currently, clarifying that they are only renting part of the homes, not the full home. 

 

Attorney Loose responded that may be a case where with partial home rentals they might allow 

them to be a little bit closer together than homes being fully rented out. 
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Mayor Ramsey noted that the council has been elected to make the difficult decisions, and they 

need to find the fine line. Private property ownership is the most important thing, and it’s the 

private property of the people who want to rent out their homes and the private property of their 

neighbors, along with the quality of life and impact of both. Regarding this potential dispersion 

requirement, if she were the neighbor who did have a permit, that would be great for her. 

However, if she was a neighbor that moved in later and then was told she couldn’t do it because 

her neighbor is already doing it, that would feel like the previous Google Fiber discussion earlier 

tonight where the response is “sorry, your neighborhood doesn’t get it” due to an issue out of 

your control. 

 

Assistant Attorney Brienz added that they could also look at the properties that have an owner 

living there, and are only renting out a portion of their home. They don’t have to necessarily put 

dispersion requirements on those types of rentals, those requirements can be applied only to 

whole property rentals, or any other category the council chooses. 

 

Council Member Johnson asked if they could say that rental properties with the owner living on 

the property could be allowed closer together. 

 

Attorney Loose responded that would probably be a little too complicated to hash out. 

 

Director Preece believes if they choose the dispersion option, there will be much more 

enforcement time required as many will just think they can keep doing what they’re doing until 

they get caught. 

 

The council discussed whether or not to enact a dispersion requirement. They discussed the 

possibility of “cluster” areas where they might want to have the option in the future, but other 

than the lake and future ballpark they didn’t see any other areas that could be a problem. 

 

Council Member Johnson did mention an area north of Merit Medical, an older neighborhood 

that currently has a large amount, and along South Jordan Parkway in her district. 

 

Attorney Loose noted those rentals were not showing on the Air DNA reports they ran. 

 

Council Member Zander asked, if they did opt for the dispersion requirement and put a limit on 

the amount allowed within an area, what would happen in her area. 

 

Attorney Loose responded that the first one to come in, if they complied with all the other 

requirements, would get a license, and the rest would be denied based on the dispersion 

requirement; unless there was a delayed dispersion requirement enforcement, which would allow 

all those currently in operation to get licenses, but no new businesses to be started. It was 

discussed that if someone were to then buy a house after that in the area, and apply for a short-

term rental business license they would be denied. It was brought up that no one would really 

know they weren’t eligible for that when they bought the home, and would be rightfully upset 

when they bought the home and then were denied the license. He also noted there are some 
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HOAs in the areas where the reports are showing dots for rentals, and that would be up to the 

HOA to enforce. 

 

Assistant Attorney Brienz clarified that they are only talking about short-term rentals, any 

dispersion requirements on those would not have any effect on regular rentals of 30 days or 

more. There would still be an option to long-term rent their space if they were denied for the 

short-term license. 

 

Attorney Loose noted based on the discussion they will write the first draft without the 

dispersion requirement, but the council can always decide after review to add that in if they 

change their minds. 

 

Council Member Johnson noted she isn’t sure if she agrees with no dispersion requirement, she 

will have to really think about that over the next few weeks. 

 

Attorney Loose responded they will bring back an ordinance without it, but they will have 

additional options prepared with language to allow a dispersion requirement for the council to 

look at. He then moved on to asking about limiting the total amount of short-term rentals allowed 

in the city. 

 

Council Member Zander suggested coming back and reviewing the numbers in a year to see if 

there is a huge jump from the current number in the city, and if there is, they could discuss 

setting a limit on the total number. 

 

Council Member McGuire noted that one of the arguments against short-term rentals is housing 

affordability; short-term rentals are driving up the prices of housing. Based on that, he is 

comfortable with putting a limit on the number allowed in the city at some point.  

 

Council Member Harris agreed with Council Member McGuire’s statement. 

 

Mayor Ramsey agreed that tying the total number allowed to the population felt like the right 

approach, rather than an arbitrary number. 

 

Attorney Loose did note that the only issue with tying it to the population is that over time, 

population will increase, but the property sizes being added are getting smaller, which means 

more people are being packed in. The parking requirement would help corral some of that, 

especially with townhomes and higher density areas. 

 

Council Member McGuire agreed he’d like to see a total number requirement suggestion based 

off the population as well. 
 

Mayor Ramsey concluded by saying that the overall goal in creating this ordinance is to maintain 

the integrity of our neighborhoods, protecting the quality of life, without overreaching into 

people’s personal property rights. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

 

Council Member McGuire motioned to adjourn the October 1, 2024 City Council Study 

Meeting. Council Member Johnson seconded the motion; vote was 4-0 unanimous in favor, 

Council Member Shelton was absent from the vote. 

 

The October 1, 2024 City Council Study meeting adjourned at 6:29 p.m. 
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SOUTH JORDAN CITY 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

 
October 1, 2024 

 
Present: Mayor Dawn R. Ramsey, Council Member Patrick Harris, Council Member 

Tamara Zander, Council Member Kathie Johnson, Council Member Jason 
McGuire, City Manager Dustin Lewis, Assistant City Manager Jason Rasmussen, 
City Attorney Ryan Loose, Director of Strategy & Budget Don Tingey, Director 
of City Commerce Brian Preece, Director of Public Works Raymond Garrison, 
CFO Sunil Naidu, City Engineer Brad Klavano, Director of Administrative 
Services Melinda Seager, Police Chief Jeff Carr, Fire Chief Chris Dawson, 
Director of Recreation Janell Payne, Communications Manager Rachael Van 
Cleave, IS Senior System Administrator Phill Brown, IS Systems Administrator 
Ken Roberts, GIS Coordinator Matt Jarman, City Recorder Anna Crookston, 
Meeting Transcriptionist Diana Baun, City Planner Greg Schindler 

 
Absent: Council Member Don Shelton 
 
Others: Mylee Wong, Lilly Wong, Brody Harris, Gabriella Helm, Lili Brady, Sam Longhurst, 

Thalea Longhurst, Lisa Stowe, John Gust, Josh Gibbons 
 
6:41 P.M. 
REGULAR MEETING 
 

A. Welcome, Roll Call, and Introduction - By Mayor, Dawn Ramsey 
 
Mayor Ramsey welcomed everyone and introduced the meeting. She excused Council Member 
Shelton who was absent tonight. 
 

B. Invocation – By Council Member, Kathie Johnson 
 
Council Member Johnson offered the invocation. 
 

C. Pledge of Allegiance – By Communications Manager, Rachael Van Cleave 
 
Manager Van Cleave led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 

D. Minute Approval 
 

D.1.  September 17, 2024 City Council Study Meeting 

D.2.  September 17, 2024 City Council Meeting 

Council Member Harris motioned to approve the September 17, 2024 City Council Study 
Meeting and September 17, 2024 City Council Meeting minutes as published. Council 

13

Item D.2.



South Jordan City 2 
City Council Meeting 
October 1, 2024 
 
Member McGuire seconded the motion; vote was 4-0, unanimous in favor. Council 
Member Shelton was absent from the vote. 

E. Mayor and Council Reports 

Council Member Jason McGuire 

- Attended the Shields Lane Corridor Open House to view public reactions. 
- Met with some members of the Bingham Creek Regional Park Authority Board to discuss 

future plans. 

Council Member Kathie Johnson – Nothing 

Council Member Patrick Harris 

- Attended a Sewer Board Meeting with Jordan Basin. 
- Reached out to City Manager Dustin Lewis to discuss a proposal about cities potentially 

being reimbursed for various sewer things. 
- Has some interactions with Assistant City Manager Jason Rasmussen, who has been 

helpful. 

Council Member Tamara Zander 

- There have been a few short-term rental discussions during study meeting, and since the 
last one she has had a few residents reach out to her verbally and through email, 
expressing their thoughts about the discussion. She has appreciated the engagement from 
the city as well. 

Mayor Dawn Ramsey 

- Attended the Herriman City Community Partners Luncheon. 
- Attended the second to last Bees home game at Smith’s Ballpark, in her official capacity. 
- Last week, the American Metropolitan Planning Organization had their national 

conference here in Salt Lake with regional planning organizations. The largest regional 
planning organization in Utah is the Wasatch Regional Front Council. She chairs that 
council which represents about 80% - 85% of the state’s population, and was asked to be 
on a panel for the opening session with other elected officials in the area.  

- Last night she attended the Hispanic Heritage Congressional Recognition with 
Congressman Burgess Owens who recognized four South Jordan residents for their 
contributions. 

 

F. Public Comment 

Mayor Ramsey opened the public comment portion of the meeting. 
 
Lisa Stowe (Resident) – I have two short term rentals on my street. Thank you for allowing me 
to sit in on your study meetings, it has been extremely educational and enlightening, and it has 

14

Item D.2.



South Jordan City 3 
City Council Meeting 
October 1, 2024 
 
been very hard to keep my mouth shut but I have done it so far; thank you for giving me this 
forum to speak. I also wanted to thank those of you who have been able to read the letter that I 
had provided previously, and am assuming you all have or will read that letter; I don’t want to 
get into too much detail but wanted to share specifically some of things I have been able to 
observe in the study meeting and some of your proposals and some of my thoughts on that. I 
have heard a lot of things in the study meetings about regulating it, but I have not heard anything 
about benefits of having short-term rentals, other than perhaps residents might be annoyed and 
complain. Based on some of the statistics in the meeting, it seems to me that some of these 
people might not even be South Jordan City residents, and I would be less inclined to think their 
opinion would matter as much as those of us who actually live here. We talked a little bit about 
property rights and private property rights, I would personally argue that property owners don’t 
have the right to operate residences as a business. I know that I have proposed in my letter and 
other places that it’s perhaps a zoning violation, and I understand that probably from a regulatory 
perspective to enforce and manage that there may be challenges, so I know that might not be the 
angle we want to take, but I would still suggest that providing short-term housing to someone is a 
non-residential use because it is solely for business purposes. Just like I can’t move out of my 
home and turn it into a restaurant, even if I had a business license because it’s still a business, I 
think that’s a similar argument for what they’re doing as well. Again, I think the business license 
might be a good vehicle for that, but I think it’s interesting to acknowledge it being a business, 
but it’s not a home business because they don’t live there. In talking about some of the solutions, 
I think I want to consider some of the outcomes we are looking for. I think if we are looking to 
limit complaints of residents in terms of people like me who live next to short-term rentals, 
certain regulatory actions could be taken, but I also think volume in and of itself is a concern and 
what it does to a community; being able to regulate the volume of them is also really important 
to me as well. If that is the case, I think some of what we would want to put into place might be 
those things that might dissuade someone from wanting to start, or maintain their short-term 
rental, that may make it a little bit harder to do so versus just trying to solve the concerns of the 
citizens that live next to it. In terms of the other solutions we talked about, people being nearby 
to come quickly, in my particular situation, the person that lives next door to me that maintains 
that home is less than five minutes away, but it doesn’t arm me with a lot of ability. I can either 
try to talk to them, but why would they want to please me when they have someone who’s going 
to be rating them on a website that’s going to affect their bottom line, where they want to get five 
starts. I also don’t like to call the police, assuming it’s a citable offense, because I understand 
that’s also a disruption to the police department if it’s not a dangerous situation. It still doesn’t 
allow me a lot of options. 
 

G. Public Hearing Item 

G.1.  Ordinance 2024-21, Adopting an amended and updated Impact Fee for 
Transportation within the “Last Hold Out” properties; establishing certain policies 
related to Impact Fees for Transportation Facilities; establishing Service Area; and/or 
other related matters. (By Director of Strategy & Budget, Don Tingey & LRB Vice 
President, Fred Philpot) 

 
Fred Philpot reviewed his prepared presentation (Attachment A) regarding the proposed 
amendment related to Transportation elements of the Impact Fees. 
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Mayor Ramsey opened the Public Hearing for comments. 
 
John Gust (Business Representative) – I represent the South Jordan Commercial Development 
on 10600 South and Mountain View Corridor. We haven’t formally named it yet, but we’re 
close. We have been going over the fees with Don and our traffic engineer. We met yesterday 
and today, and there are some issues we still feel are open. The biggest issue is we have the retail 
component, the sit-down restaurant component, and we have the fast food/drive-thru/fast casual 
component. We don’t have a problem with retail or sit-down restaurants basically, but the area 
that is really kind of troubling for us is the fast food or fast casual drive-thru. If I can just indulge 
you for a moment and go over the fees for retail on the Daybreak side, which is on the south side, 
and we are on the north side. We sold them the south side so they could be cohesive in what they 
wanted to do around the ballpark area. For retail their fees are around $2000, they did put in the 
improvements out there obviously, but they still have a fee of $2000 for retail. Sit-down is $4569 
and fast food is $15,731 per thousand square feet. On our side, the fee is doubled where our retail 
is up to $4780, the sit-down restaurant is $11,125, and it’s about a two to one difference in price. 
However, the fast food casual is $38,000 per thousand square feet. The problem we have is that 
obviously we are competing technically, they have the south side and we have the north side, and 
we feel it puts us at somewhat of a disadvantage out there, how do we compete. In the ordinance 
that Don and those guys gave to us today there was a blended opportunity under the rules, and 
Josh can explain that better, but we talk about the blended rate and he can do a better job on that 
than I can. What I am asking is if we could maybe postpone making this decision for a couple of 
weeks, allowing us to work this through with the staff a little further and come back with a 
recommendation that we can all agree on, and I can brief Doug and all the other partners in our 
project a little bit more thoroughly than I have. 
  
Josh Gibbons (Hales Engineering) – we worked with John to review the impact fees. I will say, 
before I go over a couple things, we reviewed how the impact fees were calculated, overall it 
looked like a great process. We worked with Fred on other projects and he does great work, so 
from that side of things it all looked good. What John is referring to tonight is more on the back 
end when the development is brought forth to calculate the impact fees, how it is calculated. As 
he mentioned, the fees have lowered, and are still at least double what Daybreak would be. It is 
less than South Jordan proper, but double the Daybreak area. What we have discussed a little bit 
is that you can look at individual retail land uses, general retail or fast food. Fast food generates 
much more traffic than a typical retail, so you can look at them individually, but based on the 
national standards you can also look at them as a collective retail development, which is what 
John is planning in that area, where it is a mix of retail, restaurants which can include fast food 
and other things like that. The standard that would be followed would be to look at the site as a 
whole and run it as a collective general retail shopping plaza or shopping center, those are the 
terms we use, and in the end it is more of a blended rate, where it is going to be slightly higher 
than your just retail land use, but lower than your fast food. What that allows you to do is to have 
it be more spread out amongst all the square footage, instead of fast food being so high; that is 
what John is talking about, the concern of fast food being high. From a traffic engineer’s 
prospective, that would meet the standard procedures to look at the site as a whole, if that were 
possible on the back end, but obviously I understand that would be up to staff how that is 
calculated, potentially with a traffic study to back that up with the data to show that. That is the 
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information I wanted to share today, that the typical would be a blended rate, which in the end is 
actually how WCG ran the numbers in the first place, as a collective whole of square footage for 
retail and similar uses. 
 
Mayor Ramsey closed the Public Hearing and turned to the council for comments or questions. 
 
Council Member Zander asked Mr. Philpot about the quoted numbers being double and triple the 
Daybreak rates. 
 
Mr. Philpot explained the difference between the Daybreak service area and South Jordan proper 
service area as having to do with the agreements made relative to Daybreak putting in 
infrastructure, which had a credit applied. The impact fee, while it might look disproportionate 
on the surface, actually has other mechanism used to pay for infrastructure that are not included 
in the Daybreak fees because they are fronting that cost. To keep that proportionate and fair, 
those agreement are considered. For other areas without that development agreement in place, 
the infrastructure is funded, in part, with the impact fee, which increases that allocation. 
 
Council Member Zander asked Mr. Philpot if he feels, in his professional opinion, that the fees 
are balanced. 
 
Mr. Philpot responded that yes, they are proportionate relative to the information. 
 
Council Member Johnson noted Mr. Gust’s comment on “blending,” and asked if he is 
developing the whole development. 
 
Mr. Philpot responded that he was not sure on the specifics to the development itself, but all 
impact fees, including the city’s impact fees ordinance, allows for consideration for different 
land use types. They provide a schedule with standard uses, relative to the cost per trip and 
application at cost per trip, but there is also a nonstandard formula that can be utilized for a 
developer to come in and say they feel differently about what the schedule shows and present 
data to support their feelings. The city is obligated to review that information. They are not 
required to take action, but the city is obligated to review that information and have that dialogue 
with the developer. If they come to consensus that there is a need to asses an alternative fee, then 
the city can do that; that often happens with communities, but it is conditional upon the 
developer providing that information to the city for reconsideration. It is also part of the 
ordinance that a developer can come in and offer to do some of the improvements themselves in 
lieu of impact fees. In this case that doesn’t necessarily apply because it’s all a buy-in for 
infrastructure that is already constructed. For this specific service area, there is no additional 
infrastructure assessed, which is why you see the impact fee for this service area is actually 
lower than the South Jordan proper service area recently adopted. 
 
Council Member Zander noted that Mr. Gust discussed their property being split and sold 
partially to Daybreak, with the southern piece being adopted into the Daybreak service area. 
 
Mr. Philpot responded that he wasn’t sure if that would remove them from the service area. As 
defined in the 2024 Transportation Impact Fees, there is a delineation for the Daybreak service 
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area, the South Jordan proper service area, and the Rio Tinto service area. These areas were 
specifically pulled out during the last hold-out analysis and addressed separately, not included in 
the Daybreak or South Jordan proper service area. 
 
Council Member Harris acknowledged Mr. Gust’s request to delay voting for this tonight, but 
based on the discussion it sounds like there is already a solution for that, allowing him to address 
the city directly if he feels there is an alternative way to calculate his fees. 
 
Mr. Philpot agreed and reiterated that there is a process in the current ordinance to allow for 
alternative consideration. 
 
Manager Lewis stated that there has been a lot of time spent working on this, and he feels the 
city is good to move forward with it as presented. 
 
Council Member McGuire motioned to approve Ordinance 2024-21, Adopting an amended 
and updated Impact Fee for Transportation within the “Last Hold Out” properties. 
Council Member Zander seconded the motion. 
 
Roll Call Vote 
Yes – Council Member McGuire 
Yes – Council Member Zander 
Yes – Council Member Harris 
Yes – Council Member Johnson 
Absent – Council Member Shelton 
 
Motion passes 4-0, vote in favor; Council Member Shelton was absent from the vote. 
 

H. Staff Reports and Calendaring Items 
 
Director of Engineering Brad Klavano gave a quick update on 9800 South and Bangerter. A few 
weeks ago, UDOT informed the city they would not close the east/west until the first of 
December; they are behind getting the future on and off ramps completed. Regarding the 
pedestrian bridge, we should start to see components coming in over the next month or so, being 
installed as they come in, with their commitment to have it done by Thanksgiving with it being 
open after Thanksgiving break. UDOT is still working with the school district on bussing and 
paying for hazardous bussing at the moment. 
 
Council Member Zander motioned to adjourn the October 1, 2024 City Council 
Meeting. Council Member Johnson seconded the motion; vote was 4-0, unanimous in 
favor. Council Member Shelton was absent from the vote. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
The October 1, 2024 City Council Meeting adjourned at 7:18 p.m. 
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SOUTH JORDAN CITY  
CITY COUNCIL REPORT         Meeting Date: 10-15-24 

Issue: DAYBREAK URBAN CENTER WATERLINE EASEMENT AND FIRE ACCESS 
EASEMENT VACATION 

Address: Approx. 5440 W.  Center Field Drive 
File No:  PLPLA202400165 
Applicant:  Perigee Consultants 

Submitted by: Greg Schindler, City Planner 
Presented by:  Steven Schaefermeyer, Director of Planning 

   

Staff Recommendation (Motion Ready):   
 I move to Approve Ordinance 2024-22 vacating a South Jordan City waterline easement and fire 

access easement located on properties located at near 5440 W Center Field Drive. 

CURRENT USE  The property is currently vacant. 
FUTURE USE  North  Future Daybreak Development (Residential) 

South  Future Daybreak Development (Residential) 
  

BACKGROUND: 

The applicant, Perigee Consultants, on behalf of property owner LHM Real Estate, has petitioned the City to 
vacate a South Jordan City waterline easement located on lots C-108 through C-113 of the Daybreak Urban 
Center Plat 1 subdivision.  Also included in the petition is a proposal to vacate a South Jordan City fire access 
easement located on lots C-109 through C-111 and lot C-113 of the Daybreak Urban Center Plat 1 subdivision.  
These lots include the baseball stadium and adjacent development. Both easements will be relocated in very 
close proximity to the existing easements. 

STAFF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATION: 

Findings: 
Utah Code § 10-9a-609.5(3) provides standards of approval for vacating a public easement: 

The legislative body may adopt an ordinance granting a petition to vacate some or all of a public street, 
right-of-way, or easement if the legislative body finds that: 

(a) good cause exists for the vacation; and 
(b) neither the public interest nor any person will be materially injured by the vacation. 

Staff finds that there is good cause for vacating the right-of-way for the following reasons:  
The location of the new waterline easement will match the location of the actual water line. 
Changes in the development layout have necessitated a change in the fire access path and thus changes 
to the easement as well.  
No public interest or any person will be materially injured by the vacation of these easements since 
replacement easements will be recorded at the same time as Ordinance 2024-22 if approved.   

Conclusion: 
The proposed vacation of the waterline and fire access easements meets the requirements of Utah Code. 
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Recommendation:
Based on the Findings and Conclusions listed above, Staff recommends that the City Council take 
comments at the public hearing and approve the petition to vacate, unless, during the hearing, facts are 
presented that contradict these findings or new facts are presented, either of which would warrant further 
investigation by Staff. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
There are no significant fiscal impacts. 

ALTERNATIVES: 
Approve an amended Application. 
Deny the Application. 
Schedule the Application for a decision at some future date. 

SUPPORT MATERIALS: 
Aerial Location Map 
Before & After Easement Exhibits 
Ordinance 2024-22 

Approved by: 

_____________________________  ______________________   
Steven Schaefermeyer.   Date 
Director of Planning 
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Page 1 of 2 

WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO:

CITY OF SOUTH JORDAN 
ATTN: PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1600 W TOWNE CENTER DRIVE
SOUTH JORDAN, UT 84095 

ORDINANCE 2024-22 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH JORDAN, 
UTAH, VACATING A MUNICIPAL WATERLINE EASEMENT LOCATED ON LOTS 
C-108 THROUGH C-113 OF THE DAYBREAK URBAN CENTER PLAT 1 
SUBDIVISION AND VACATING A FIRE ACCESS EASEMENT ON LOTS C-109, C-
110, C-111 AND C-113 

WHEREAS, Utah Code §§ 10-9a-608, 609, and 609.5 require that any vacation of some 
or all of a public street, right-of-way, or easement, including those recorded by subdivision plat, 
within the City of South Jordan (the “City”) may only be approved by the City Council of the 
City of South Jordan (the “City Council”); and 

WHEREAS, Larry H. Miller Real Estate LLC (the “Applicant”), petitioned the City to 
vacate a Municipal Waterline Easement within Lots C-108 through C-113 and vacate a Fire 
Access Easement within Lots C-109, C-110, C-111 and C-113 of the Daybreak Urban Center 
Plat 1subdivision. (25,245 Sq. Ft. – 0.580 Ac.); and 

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing to consider Applicant’s petition to 
vacate the Municipal Waterline Easement and Fire Access Easement; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Utah Code § 10-9a-609.5(3), the City Council finds that there is 
good cause to vacate the Municipal Waterline Easement and Fire Access Easement and that 
neither the public interest nor any person will be materially injured by vacating said Easements. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SOUTH JORDAN, UTAH: 

SECTION 1. Grant of Petition to Vacate.  The City Council hereby adopts this 
ordinance granting the Applicant’s petition to vacate a Municipal Waterline Easement and a Fire 
Access Easement as depicted in the attached Exhibit A. 

SECTION 2. Severability. If any section, part or provision of this Ordinance is held 
invalid or unenforceable, such invalidity or unenforceability shall not affect any other portion of 
this Ordinance and all sections, parts, provisions and words of this Ordinance shall be severable.

SECTION 3.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall become effective upon its 
recordation.

[SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS]
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Ordinance 2024-22 
Page 2 of 2 

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH 
JORDAN, UTAH, ON THIS ______ DAY OF ______________, 2024 BY THE 
FOLLOWING VOTE:

YES NO  ABSTAIN ABSENT 

Patrick Harris     
Kathie Johnson
Donald Shelton
Tamara Zander     
Jason McGuire     

Mayor:  Attest: 
Dawn R. Ramsey

Approved as to form: 
 
 

Office of the City Attorney 
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Exhibit A to Ordinance 2024-22 

Exhibit A
 
 

Vacated Waterline Easement

Vacating a waterline easement as shown on the Daybreak Urban Center Plat 1 subdivision, recorded 
as Entry No. 14214053, in Book 2024P at Page 058 in the office of the Salt Lake County Recorder, 
said easement more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point that lies South 89°55'30" East 1212.234 feet along the Daybreak Baseline 
Southeast (Basis of bearings is South 89°55'30" East 10641.888' between Southwest Corner of 
Section 24, T3S, R2W and the Southeast Corner of Section 19, T3S, R1W) and North 4362.472 feet 
from the Southwest Corner of Section 24, Township 3 South, Range 2 West, Salt Lake Base and 
Meridian and running thence South 49°54'53" West 36.837 feet to a point on a 350.500 foot radius 
tangent curve to the left, (radius bears South 40°05'07" East, Chord: South 44°27'08" West 66.729 
feet); thence along the arc of said curve 66.830 feet through a central angle of 10°55'29"; thence 
South 38°59'24" West 71.252 feet; thence North 51°34'07" West 13.001 feet; thence North 
38°59'24" East 17.052 feet; thence North 50°56'48" West 10.455 feet; thence North 39°03'12" East 
8.000 feet; thence South 50°56'48" East 10.446 feet; thence North 38°59'24" East 19.388 feet; thence 
North 50°05'50" West 16.459 feet; thence North 27°35'50" West 44.366 feet; thence North 
50°05'50" West 17.924 feet; thence North 51°05'50" West 19.825 feet; thence North 52°05'50" West 
20.966 feet; thence North 37°54'10" East 60.488 feet to a point on a 245.000 foot radius tangent 
curve to the left, (radius bears North 52°05'50" West, Chord: North 37°07'29" East 6.655 feet); 
thence along the arc of said curve 6.655 feet through a central angle of 01°33'23"; thence North 
36°20'47" East 12.580 feet; thence North 13°50'47" East 36.062 feet; thence North 30°54'13" West 
78.064 feet; thence North 59°05'47" East 19.415 feet; thence North 25°20'47" East 0.957 feet; thence 
North 64°39'13" West 31.094 feet; thence South 70°20'47" West 113.699 feet; thence South 
25°20'47" West 67.839 feet; thence North 64°39'13" West 15.000 feet; thence North 25°20'47" East 
74.053 feet; thence North 70°20'47" East 126.126 feet; thence South 64°39'13" East 37.308 feet; 
thence North 25°20'47" East 19.994 feet; thence North 70°20'47" East 71.594 feet; thence North 
61°27'05" East 38.754 feet; thence North 48°28'50" East 80.374 feet to a point on a 510.000 foot 
radius tangent curve to the right, (radius bears South 41°31'10" East, Chord: North 50°57'58" East 
44.233 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 44.247 feet through a central angle of 04°58'15"; 
thence North 53°27'06" East 10.861 feet; thence South 36°32'54" East 15.000 feet; thence South 
53°27'06" West 10.861 feet to a point on a 495.000 foot radius tangent curve to the left, (radius bears 
South 36°32'54" East, Chord: South 50°57'58" West 42.932 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 
42.946 feet through a central angle of 04°58'15"; thence South 48°28'50" West 82.079 feet; thence 
South 61°27'05" West 41.626 feet; thence South 70°20'47" West 45.530 feet; thence South 
19°39'13" East 8.160 feet; thence South 70°20'47" West 10.000 feet; thence North 19°39'13" West 
8.160 feet; thence South 70°20'47" West 11.018 feet; thence South 25°20'47" West 32.765 feet; 
thence South 47°50'47" West 4.337 feet; thence South 59°05'47" West 5.977 feet; thence South 
30°54'13" East 69.239 feet; thence South 13°50'47" West 45.221 feet; thence South 36°20'47" West 
15.564 feet to a point on a 260.000 foot radius tangent curve to the right, (radius bears North 
53°39'13" West, Chord: South 37°07'29" West 7.062 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 7.062 
feet through a central angle of 01°33'23"; thence South 37°54'10" West 45.488 feet; thence South 
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52°05'50" East 6.097 feet; thence South 51°05'50" East 20.087 feet; thence South 50°05'50" East 
21.038 feet; thence South 27°35'50" East 44.366 feet; thence South 50°05'50" East 13.237 feet; 
thence North 38°59'24" East 11.937 feet to a point on a 363.500 foot radius tangent curve to the 
right, (radius bears South 51°00'36" East, Chord: North 44°53'24" East 74.732 feet); thence along 
the arc of said curve 74.864 feet through a central angle of 11°48'01"; thence North 72°24'53" East 
33.860 feet to the point of beginning.

Property contains 0.334 acres, 14546 square feet.

Vacated Fire Access Easement 
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Vacating a Fire Access easement as shown on the Daybreak Urban Center Plat 1 subdivision, 
recorded as Entry No. 14214053, in Book 2024P at Page 058 in the office of the Salt Lake 
County Recorder, said easement more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point that lies South 89°55'30" East 1215.029 feet along the Daybreak Baseline 
Southeast (Basis of bearings is South 89°55'30" East 10641.888' between Southwest Corner of 
Section 24, T3S, R2W and the Southeast Corner of Section 19, T3S, R1W) and North 4364.828 
feet from the Southwest Corner of Section 24, Township 3 South, Range 2 West, Salt Lake Base 
and Meridian and running thence South 49°54'53" West 37.401 feet to a point on a 30.526 foot 
radius non tangent curve to the left, (radius bears North 88°57'52" West, Chord: North
20°35'49" West 22.507 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 23.050 feet through a central 
angle of 43°15'54"; thence North 40°06'14" West 146.330 feet to a point on a 50.000 foot radius 
non tangent curve to the right, (radius bears North 49°52'40" East, Chord: North 33°42'30" 
West 11.171 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 11.194 feet through a central angle of 
12°49'39"; thence North 27°17'40" West 48.668 feet to a point on a 30.000 foot radius tangent 
curve to the left, (radius bears South 62°42'20" West, Chord: North 68°01'36" West 39.151 
feet); thence along the arc of said curve 42.655 feet through a central angle of 81°27'51"; thence 
South 71°14'28" West 60.861 feet to a point on a 20.000 foot radius tangent curve to the left, 
(radius bears South 18°45'32" East, Chord: South 45°52'40" West 17.134 feet); thence along 
the arc of said curve 17.707 feet through a central angle of 50°43'35" to a point of compound 
curvature with a 19.690 foot radius non tangent curve to the left, (radius bears South 68°22'19" 
East, Chord: South 09°05'32" East 20.117 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 21.114 feet 
through a central angle of 61°26'26"; thence South 45°53'51" East 55.729 feet; thence South 
44°06'10" West 20.000 feet; thence North 45°53'52" West 36.104 feet to a point on a 35.000 foot 
radius tangent curve to the left, (radius bears South 44°06'08" West, Chord: North 72°33'25" 
West 31.408 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 32.570 feet through a central angle of 
53°19'07"; thence South 80°47'01" West 52.161 feet; thence North 08°59'13" West 20.000 feet; 
thence North 81°00'47" East 41.863 feet to a point on a 20.000 foot radius tangent curve to the 
left, (radius bears North 08°59'13" West, Chord: North 50°45'50" East 20.150 feet); thence 
along the arc of said curve 21.118 feet through a central angle of 60°29'54"; thence North 
20°30'53" East 15.794 feet to a point on a 40.000 foot radius tangent curve to the right, (radius 
bears South 69°29'07" East, Chord: North 45°52'40" East 34.268 feet); thence along the arc of 
said curve 35.414 feet through a central angle of 50°43'35"; thence North 71°14'28" East 60.861 
feet to a point on a 50.000 foot radius tangent curve to the right, (radius bears South 18°45'32" 
East, Chord: South 68°01'36" East 65.252 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 71.091 feet 
through a central angle of 81°27'51"; thence South 27°17'40" East 48.668 feet to a point on a 
30.000 foot radius tangent curve to the left, (radius bears North 62°42'20" East, Chord: South 
33°41'24" East 6.683 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 6.697 feet through a central angle 
of 12°47'27"; thence South 40°05'07" East 144.993 feet to a point on a 36.378 foot radius non 
tangent curve to the left, (radius bears North 45°59'20" East, Chord: South 63°50'14" East 
24.677 feet); thence along the arc of said curve 25.176 feet through a central angle of 39°39'08" 
to the point of beginning.  

Property contains 0.246 acres, 10699 square feet. 
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Lot C-113

Lot C-112

Lot C-107

Lot C-111

Lot C-110

Lot C-109

Location Map

General Locations of Waterline 
and Fire Access Easements
Red = Fire Access
Blue = Waterline
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