
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
                          

 
 
 

The following are the minutes of the City Council and Planning Commission Special Work Meeting held on 

Thursday, July 13, 2017 at 6:00 p.m. in the Herriman City Community Center, 13011 South Pioneer Street 

(6000 West), Herriman, Utah. Adequate notice of this meeting, as required by law, was posted in the Community 

Center, on the City’s website, and delivered to members of the Commission and media. 

 
Presiding:  Chair Clint Smith 
 
Commission Members Present:  Andrea Bradford, Adam Jacobson, Jessica Morton, Curt Noble, 
Robyn Shakespear, Wade Thompson 
       
Council Members Present:  Mayor Carmen Freeman, Nicole Martin, Craig B. Tischner, Coralee 
Wessman-Moser 
 
City Staff Present:  City Planner Bryn McCarty, Planner I Sandra Llewellyn, Planning Administrative 

Coordinator Craig Evans, City Manager Brett geo. Wood, Assistant City Manager Gordon Haight, 

Director of Administration and Communications Tami Moody, Communications Specialist Destiny 

Skinner, Deputy Recorder Cindy Quick, City Attorney John Brems, Senior Economic Development 

Analyst Heather Upshaw  

 

6:14:58 PM Chair Clint Smith welcomed those in attendance. 

 6:15:21 PM
 

Council Member Coralee Wessman-Moser MOVED to approve the minutes for March 30, 2017. 

Council Member Nicole Martin SECONDED the motion.  
 

The voting was unanimous.  
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 6:16:00 PM
 

Ari Bruening, Chief Operating Officer of Envision Utah shared a presentation about projections for the 

population growth of Utah and what Utahan’s want development to look like. The population of Utah by 

2050 is expected to be 5.4 million. Utah has a strong economy which will allow our children to stay here 

as they get older and need a job, however, that also means that more people will come to Utah to find 

employment. One big concern was would there be enough water for the growing population and how to 

handle the traffic. Envision Utah wanted to know what people wanted for Utah in the future. In 2013 

they created a survey outlining 11 issues like water, air quality and education. There were 400 people 

serving on a committee to study the topics and help shape potential scenarios for the future. 50,000 

Utahans responded to the survey. He presented a sample of various scenarios that were given in the 

survey, scenarios for transportation, development, environment and community development. The 

scenarios chosen most would place jobs next to people so they wouldn’t have to drive so far. The 

Wasatch Front Vision was also outlined and the desires for “centers” was a big part of that vision. They 

found the most common desire was for centers, and different levels of centers, throughout the valley. 

Centers could be parks, schools, churches or areas like down town Salt Lake and everything in between. 

Centers were not just shopping malls or job places or housing areas but all of those areas mixed together 

and pocketed throughout the valley; housing, public spaces and community/civic service all walkable and 

accessible. One element emphasized was a need for mixed housing so all stages and levels could have 

what they need. Currently Utah was experiencing a housing shortage and prices were sky rocketing and 

prices were increasing 8% per year. The creation of multi-family units increased in 2008 and it had not 

changed since. The community lifecycle chart was shown and a discussion about the differences in the 

growing, aging and redeveloping communities took place. Several ideas for mixing density within 

communities were shown. Fiscal sustainability was briefly discussed and a Total Density-Related Capital 

Costs Simulation per Capita chart outlining the costs to sustain developments was shown. Mr. Bruening 

reported that having connections from development to development was very important. Connected 

streets provides an ability for residents to travel more and reach more destinations; communities become 

walkable with more transportation choices. Connections would also improve emergency services, safety 

and economy. Community connectivity takes coordinated planning with cities, counties, developers, 

school districts, churches and others. He ended the presentation by sharing a story of his six year old who 

had been making a bowl of green goo. He asked him what was in it. Instead of answering what was in his 

concoction he asked his dad what else he should put in it. Mr. Bruening asked him again what he had 

already put in it. His son responded that he didn’t know what was in it which led Mr. Bruening to 

compare that experience with planning out communities. He thought it really wouldn’t matter what we 

put in our communities if we didn’t already know what was there and what the residents want. He 

encouraged the Council and Commission to make sure they knew what they were putting in the 

community and to ensure it was what the people wanted for their community, otherwise it really wouldn’t 

matter. He asked if there were any questions. 

 
Council Member Nicole Martin asked how property values and crime were affected in a mixed use 

community. Mr. Bruening explained that property values actually go up significantly for a mixed use 

community and, in terms of crime, there was no difference per capita, it would be the same. 

Commissioner Wade Thompson asked if there was a plan for water. Mr. Bruening responded that 
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Governor Herbert had put together a team for the water issue and they would present their plan on July 

19th, and of all the issues, water was the hardest. He asserted that simply stated, we all need to use less 

water. Council Member Martin commented that providing sustainability and services for residents comes 

down to the budget. She mentioned that Herriman had a lot of developable land. She questioned if the 

city were to look at traditional suburban development verses urban development, what the cost yield 

would be, or what would be more advantageous to the budget for better service, amenities and higher 

quality of life. Mr. Bruening reported that a more compact development, from a fiscal standpoint was 

better for a city’s bottom line. Single family residential development does not pay for itself, you would 

need to get very high density for it to pay for itself. Its retail that subsidizes everything else and then, of 

course, you need roof tops to get the retail. Council Member Martin asked what the downsides of 

compact developments were. Mr. Bruening explained that compact developments were not for 

everybody, some people definitely want a single family neighborhood. Higher density has a localized 

traffic impact and some people do want home ownership instead of renting. Mayor Carmen Freeman felt 

the preferable approach was for a variety of housing types which he believed strengthened a community. 

He felt there should be a variety of choices for economic ability and advancement to a different style of 

home for various situations. Mr. Bruening agreed, he felt that children should be able to live next to their 

parents in the same community. Commissioner Adam Jacobson liked the suggestion of providing 

connectivity throughout the community but wondered how to create mixed use and maintain a grid style 

road system especially when dealing with several land owners for one development. The response was to 

encourage and require connected streets. Commissioner Jacobson challenged the idea that millennial’s like 

and are choosing smaller homes. He felt that they don’t necessarily like or are choosing smaller houses, it 

was happening because that was what they could afford. He felt there needed to be variety because he 

believed as those millennials gain more funds, they could want larger homes. Mr. Bruening explained that 

if people want a larger home they have to be willing to drive further for work which may be worth it to 

some. Council Member Martin asked what the balance of single family versus other product types should 

be. Mr. Bruening suggested 50-60% of the units should be single family residential and 60% of the mixed 

use centers should be residential. Chair Clint Smith explained that high density was a sort of bad word in 

Herriman, he wondered what the number (in terms of density) would be in regards to when a 

development would break even or start to pay for itself. The response was roughly 6 units per acre. 

Council Member Martin asked about the focus of city centers and how it increases the vibrancy of the 

community. Mr. Bruening responded the comment he got most from people was that they want to live in 

a village. A village has a main street and town center area for people to go to. Malls were dying because 

people want more centers in their community. City Planner Bryn McCarty asked if she could put their 

presentation on the Herriman City website. The response was affirmative. Council Member Martin asked 

about the survey results and whether or not those results were was on the Envision Utah’s website, he 

said yes and responded to Council Member Moser that the data was from 2015.  

 
 

 6:55:26 PM

City Planner Bryn McCarty oriented the Council and Commission with information regarding the general 

plan. The current general plan was shown. She explained that a year and a half ago the city began the 

process of amending the general plan and showed a timeline of that process. The City Council was 
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planning two open houses regarding the general plan. The general plan was discussed during a City 

Council retreat and a draft map was created from those discussions. Most of the changes to the plan were 

made to the north west area. Assistant City Manager Gordon Haight mentioned that City Council added a 

lot of commercial areas to the general plan with the hopes of sales tax revenue. He reported that when the 

Dansie’s saw the proposed amended general plan the city could be faced with a lawsuit from them to 

withdraw from the city. City Planner McCarty pointed out a section on the map (highlighted in purple) for 

a business park, light manufacturing, and industrial area of about 1,000 acres. The zoning proposed would 

make it less dense than originally planned. Single family and low density areas were pointed out. A big 

change to the 270 acres west of the high school was the addition of commercial in that area. A chart 

outlining percentages of different house types was shown. A chart outlining land use percentages was 

shown and it was pointed out that 26% was planned as open space. The plan for the Dansie annexation 

area was shown and a proposed modification to the general plan was shown incorporating those two 

areas. Assistant City Manager Haight reiterated that the Council would be having two open houses to 

show the plans. They would be talking with developers and the community to find out what they want in 

an effort to figure out what would be best for the community. The amendment would go through the 

normal process and be on a commission agenda. The developer would also have the additional step of 

being required to work with the community before presenting the development to the Commission. 

Commissioner Curt Noble asked about that process and a brief discussion took place. Chair Clint Smith 

asked about the different maps presented and where the council was regarding the different options. 

Council Member Coralee Wessman-Moser reported that the council was split. City Planner McCarty 

reported that Draft 2 was based on the development plans and Draft 1 was based on Council discussions. 

Assistant City Manager Haight added that there wasn’t really one map that the Council would approve 

today. Commissioner Adam Jacobson commented that typically, the city would hire a consultant to create 

a plan. Planner McCarty explained that the city did just that, two years ago, however, it was never 

adopted. The new proposal was simply just to add the annexed Dansie property but because the city was 

growing it was hard to draw a line in the sand and adopt it. She commented that if they had have adopted 

the general plan it would look like it does now and the developers would then have come into the city and 

ask to have the general plan amended. Assistant City Manager Haight explained that once the general plan 

was adopted, people move into the city assuming that was what the city would build out like. The delay 

had been the desire for the general plan to be an expectation for those coming into the city. The city 

wanted residents to know what was planned next to them. Commissioner Jacobson asked for clarification 

about the new industrial area. He did not agree to the notion of “plan it and it will come” he felt that area 

needed a draw and should be by a major corridor; he did not believe U-111 would be a major corridor. 

Assistant City Manager Haight reported that a year ago Facebook discussed locating in our city and we 

could not accommodate them because we were unprepared. Facebook went to West Jordan and 

eventually to Mexico. However, there were four or five others who wanted property in the industrial 

location. Council Member Martin explained that EDC Utah was also very excited about the city setting 

aside land for that usage. The area, therefore, was an area that “if you build it they will come.” 

Commissioner Jacobson still felt that type of usage would want to be next to big power and water and felt 

it would be better located next to Mountain View Corridor. City Manager Brett Wood said that had been 

addressed. Assistant City Manager Haight explained that when Facebook was in discussions with the city 

there would have had to be a six million dollar upgrade for power. The key was to produce more people 

and not be such a drain on the power and, as well as, transportation and making sure the city could handle 
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the traffic. The development would bring traffic west. He explained that the first thing needed was to 

adopt the general plan and then bring back a water master plan, a storm drain master plan and a traffic 

master plan. Commissioner Jacobson was concerned with the amount of commercial planned for the area. 

Assistant City Manager Haight explained that the commercial would still be refined. Planner McCarty 

interjected that the property being discussed was currently in the county. Assistant City Manager Haight 

informed them that the property owner wanted the area industrial and the city was surprised with the 

reception received for industrial.  He reported that the city had specific plans for all of the commercial 

areas proposed. He explained of an option for auto sales and of an Agricultural Campus with a 

convention center and a 90 million dollar facility. He reminded them that offices provide a daytime 

population which the city needed more of. City Manager Wood informed them that the road to Tooele 

may actually have traction because it received funding to start research and he believed it would happen in 

the millennial’s life time. It was planned as a mile long tunnel. Commissioner Jacobson believed there 

should be more of a buffer between the commercial and residential areas. Council Member Moser 

explained that mixed use was a challenge because it allowed high density residential. She believed if it was 

placed on the map as an option it would be requested and then the desired commercial may never 

happen. She felt that density should be consolidated close to the commercial areas. Commissioner 

Jacobson requested that there be commercial, mixed use and then lower density which would provide a 

buffer and flexibility. City Planner McCarty explained that she felt hesitant showing mixed use on the map 

as well because the zoning gets so complicated. She would be fine if the mixed use only meant that it can 

be a different mixed uses in the same area and suggested making the description of mixed use more clear. 

Mayor Freeman explained that there would be open houses to hear what the public desired and there 

would be several different options they could weigh in on. Council Member Moser explained that the area 

was not completely annexed yet and more tweaking could be done after it was annexed in to the city. Her 

desire was to hold steady to the plan with only minor tweaking. Council Member Martin felt that the 

public meetings could be an expectation management tool and used to educate residents about the general 

plan and the building blocks of municipal government managing those expectations. Mayor Freeman 

wanted to take the time to explain how one time money will dry up and how there was a real need to 

designate areas of economic growth. Chair Smith requested further information about areas that were in 

the city boundaries to understand what was being planned in those areas that could be developed soon. 

Planner McCarty showed Draft 1 and Draft 2 illustrating the differences between single family, 

townhomes, and apartments.  
 

7:47:04 PM  Jared Henderson arrived 
 

She showed the area west of the high school and explained that they could obtain between 500 and 800 

units for that property. If the general plan was adjusted they could ask for 1,200 to 2,100 units with their 

proposal of 1,600 units. However, the property owner would still have a lot of work to get that proposal 

approved. The proposed plan for the Dansie property was shown, if the general plan was modified for the 

proposal they could have between 1,000 – 1,800 units but they were asking for 1,300 units. Assistant City 

Manager Haight explained there were five different maps or scenarios. He encouraged them to come to 

the public open house meetings and appreciated their comments regarding commercial. Planner McCarty 

reported that the next two open houses were scheduled for July 26th and August 1st. 
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 7:50:33 PM

City Planner Bryn McCarty oriented the Council and Commission regarding flag lots. City Council passed 

an ordinance directing staff to initiate proceedings to amend the zoning ordinance to prohibit or regulate 

any subdivisions or approvals and/or other land use applications or approvals with respect to flag lots. 

That was passed on May 10th. Assistant City Manager Gordon Haight explained that the ordinance 

prohibits staff from taking any flag lot applications for 180 days while they work on the language for the 

flag lot ordinance. Planner McCarty explained that staff heard the concerns and directions for the 

ordinance and had prepared a draft flag lot ordinance. She presented some text change suggestions. 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson suggested adding language that would state if the owner was ever part of a 

plat then no further changes could be made to subdivide that lot. Mayor Carmen Freeman voiced concern 

with other areas of the city that were not on major streets. Planner McCarty announced that she would 

bring back a map showing the areas in the city where there were one acre lots. Council Member Jared 

Henderson requested that the definition be adjusted to ensure it could not be used against the city. 

Commissioner Jacobson reiterated that it should state that if a property had been subdivided no further 

subdividing could be done. He also suggested including the right-of-way with the acreage calculation. 

Planner McCarty reported the text change for flag lots would be scheduled on a future agenda to continue 

through the process.  

 8:02:15 PM

City Planner Bryn McCarty oriented the Council and Commission with information regarding 

development agreements. She provided a brief history of how development agreements came about and 

outlined the process would take place. Assistant City Manager Gordon Haight summarized a situation 

where an agreement for a subdivision already had zoning in place and a there was not a rezone process 

that needed to take place. City Planner McCarty explained that a development agreement was approved 

before the commission saw the subdivision. Assistant City Manager Haight continued explaining that he 

felt like it was an exception, however, the City Council did not want that to happen again in the future. 

Therefore, the Planning Commission would see the development agreement before they approve a 

subdivision ensuring they are able to weigh in on it and avoid complications. He reported of several 

development agreements coming in to the city that would be brought through the Commission. 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson asserted that when a developer attaches binding items in the development 

agreement that those items can become quite a challenge for the Planning Commission to make the 

development look right and to do their job. He understood that the developer may be dazzling the 

council with so many promises of what they would bring to the development, however, they can also 

constrain so much in the development agreement that the product will end up looking horrible and at that 

point the response from the developer was only that it had all been outlined in the development 

agreement. He wanted to ensure that certain aspects were being addressed during those discussions like 

setbacks and other items that limit what the product looks like. He felt the Planning Commission should 

be helping in the discussion for the development agreement. He believed if the commission was more 

involved and briefed about the development agreement it would solve possible problems of the 

commission fighting with the developer regarding the agreement that just do not make sense. The 

resulting product that may be allowed based on the aspects of the agreement would generate many 
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complaints and concerns. He requested that the Planning Commission be involved in the process of 

creating a development agreement. Mayor Carmen Freeman replied that he thought they ought to be 

involved in those discussions and would welcome their input. Commissioner Jacobson mentioned that 

there was a way to make items like traffic reports work for money, however, if certain restrictions were 

put in place a developer could prove their point with higher density and tighter roadways. However, if the 

desire of the Council was to have developments that are more open, than those issues had to be caught 

during the creation of the development agreement. City Planner McCarty interjected that if not, the 

Commission’s hands were tied. Council Member Jared Henderson questioned why the Commission were 

not involved during that part of the development agreement process, he felt that there should not be a 

separation. Commissioner Jacobson commented that he felt the Commission was required to just make it 

work out. He divulged that some of the development agreements still had standards from 10 years ago. 

Chair Clint Smith explained that one of the roles of a Planning Commission was to look at land use issues 

without having political influences in that process. However, there had been a few situations, that because 

of development agreements and political influences coming into play, it affected the land use 

development side of it. He requested that they figure out a way for the commission to be able to focus on 

those aspects they have been directed to focus on. He realized there were pieces the Council had to focus 

on as well, but wanted to ensure that the focus items of the Planning Commission were part of the 

consideration for the development agreements. That way, when a development agreement does get 

approved and the projects take shape over several years that the Commission would not be handcuffed, in 

addressing some of the land use issues. Planner McCarty suggested that the Commission could make 

recommendations for development agreements like they do on other issues. Council agreed. Assistant 

City Manager Haight reported that staff would be bringing the Commission the design guidelines. He 

wanted them to be aware that when those development agreements are discussed developers may say that 

they do not want to agree to build roads and all the infrastructure because in two years there will be a new 

City Council and Planning Commission that could change those requirements. Therefore, the developer 

wants to lock the existing city ordinances and there was always a mechanism for changing the 

requirements but it was always a very difficult process. He believed that the challenge of a development 

agreement wasn’t necessarily the design guidelines but the mechanism that allows the implementation of 

change without such a rigid interpretation. Council Member Henderson asked if there was a way to put 

something in place when changes are made that there be a maximum monetary limit or a percentage 

leeway ability.  City Attorney John Brems said trigger points could be put in place. Commissioner 

Jacobson informed the Council that even though the commission may see the design guidelines there 

wasn’t a forum for them to make changes in time. He felt that the process needed more of a team effort 

when making decisions. Assistant City Manager Haight suggested that the Council and Commission 

should ensure that vested ordinances in place. He surmised that a joint meeting should be scheduled as 

the process moved forward. Council Member Moser perceived, that in general, communication between 

the Commission and the Council was very important. She believed that the Council was not given all the 

decision points that the Commission had come up with when they made their recommended decision. 

She gave an example that the Commission may read a staff report that stated the Council recommended 

denial, however, there were no reasons listed as to why. It would be important to hear the decision points, 

not just the decision made. She suggested leaning on staff for the creation of those comprehensive 

reports. Chair Clint Smith asked to enhance the reports provided to both Council and Commission. He 

requested that a report be produced after the Planning Commission meeting takes place that stated what 
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the actions taken were with bullet points as to why those actions were taken and that it should be 

forwarded to the Council; and the Commission should receive a similar report stating the actions that the 

Council took with bullet points as to why. He surmised that would help tremendously with 

communication between the two boards. He understood the Council had the ability to make other 

decisions but he would think the communication would be very beneficial to clarify those situations. 

Council Member Moser stated that recently a recommendation had been made by the Planning 

Commission to the City Council and she only later found out that there was an incredible amount of 

research that the Planning Commission had done amongst themselves that was not relayed to the City 

Council. She requested that information should be added to the public record and provided to the 

Council for their consideration. Commissioner Jacobson remarked that the Commission did not want to 

react to a developer when a new plan was received at 5:15 pm. He asked that the Council be aware of the 

recommendation made by the Commission and if plans changed after that recommendation was made, 

that the Commission have a chance to see the changes made. Chair Smith felt that typically things do not 

change from the time the Commission makes a motion to the time it reaches the Council, however, there 

have been recent situations where it did change completely. All agreed that communication, especially in 

those types of situations was very important and needed to take place. Council Member Moser requested 

that in situations like that a communication blast be sent out to both the Council and the Commission 

explaining that this item was on for consideration and the Commission recommended approval and here 

are some very relevant points. She believed that would provide an opportunity for the Commission to 

include something they felt was important for the Council to know and vice versa.  Council Member 

Henderson agreed especially if there was a split vote. Senior Economic Development Analyst Heather 

Upshaw suggested that they could attend each other’s meetings. Assistant City Manager Haight asked for 

clarification on how to administer what communication they were requesting. Chair Smith explained that 

there had been a couple of times that the applicant tried to change information between the two meetings 

and communication was lost. City Planner McCarty gave the example of the food truck ordinance. It went 

before the Commission for recommendation to the Council, Commission recommended approval, 

however, after the meeting, City Attorney John Brems made a lot of changes to that ordinance and it was 

now completely different. Chair Smith concluded that the recommendation made was no longer valid and 

at that point it should come back to the Commission. Chair Smith responded to Assistant City Manager 

Haight that their request was for a report that would state the actions given by the Planning Commission 

and the reason why. That report should be given to the Council after each meeting. A similar report 

outlining the actions given by the Council and the reasons why should be given to the Commission.

 8:26:20 PM

Planner I Sandra Llewellyn oriented the Council and Commission with further information regarding the 

Community Coordinator Program. She reported that they were looking for Community Facilitators 

through the end of the month. Those applications would be taken to City Council on August 9th for a 

selection process. There would be a facilitator and a deputy facilitator selected and appointed by the City 

Council. After those facilitators were selected, staff would provide a mass training. The process for the 

Community Coordinator Program was quickly summarized. The facilitator would send out the notices 

and hold the meetings. The community could ask questions and give comments. After the meeting, the 
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facilitator would provide minutes to the City Planner for review. If significant changes were made to the 

application and the plan, another DRC meeting would be scheduled, otherwise it would be scheduled for 

the next Planning Commission meeting. The Community Coordinator would ensure that the process was 

complete and that notes were given to the Planning Commission. Staff would ensure that the facilitator 

was up to date while the application went through the next steps of the process. The Community 

Coordinator would keep in touch with the community to let them know where the development was in 

the process. The hope was that the community would remain in the loop. The community would actually 

know about the development before the Council and Commission. She explained that the facilitator 

would be a volunteer which was indicated with a green box on the flow chart. The action items in blue 

boxes would be handled by city staff and the Community Coordinator. The Community Coordinator 

would run the community meeting if a facilitator was not available. An interactive map would be created 

so an applicant could search for their address to see what area within the city the facilitator would be 

needed. The facilitator would be encouraged to create a Facebook page informing the community about 

the process. Assistant City Manager Gordon Haight announced that there could be multiple groups 

involved if the development encompassed two areas of the community. City Planner McCarty reported 

that applications that could go through the process were zone changes, PUD’s and subdivisions and 

would increase the process by a month to a month and a half. Commissioner Adam Jacobson asked what 

would happen if the Planning Commission recommended denial or asked the developer to make 

significant changes and asked if it would go back to the community again. The response was that it may, 

the Planning Commission could recommend that the developer go back to the community depending on 

the depth of change needed. Council Member Craig Tischner added that if the community and developer 

could not come to a conclusion, the developer could still begin the process with the Planning 

Commission. Planner I Llewellyn reported that they should start receiving applications for facilitators 

within the next few weeks. Chair Smith believed it was a great program for the community to become 

more involved in the process and wanted to ensure that applications were not unnecessarily delayed. He 

asked if there were bench marks for evaluation the program to discuss certain criteria and whether or not 

the program was achieving the desired result. Council Member Nicole Martin explained that the process 

would provide an opportunity for community involvement. Mayor Carmen Freeman felt it was a great 

opportunity for the developer to hear what the community desired and he believed that developers would 

welcome the opportunity. Chair Smith explained that when this type of process was followed, they always 

come away with a better product. 

 8:41:43 PM

City Planner Bryn McCarty excitedly reported that the entire land use ordinance was complete. She 

explained that it may look like a lot of changes because of all the red lined areas, but to keep in mind that 

some of that red lining was just because it was moving to another section of the ordinance. There were 

some substantive changes, the biggest of which was combing the land use ordinance and the subdivision 

ordinance into one document. She pointed out the addition of new chapters and PUD’s had been added 

as well. She reminded the Council and Commission that the plan was to adopt the entire ordinance at 

once, however, the new development overlay zone would be done separately. PUD’s were a conditional 

use and would be approved through the City Council. The process was briefly reviewed. The site plan 
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process would now be outlined in the ordinance. That chapter was so different that it would be done 

separately and would be on the agenda for Planning Commission in August. City Attorney John Brems 

requested that they review the ordinance thoroughly, especially the requirements of a preliminary site 

plan. Staff tried to include everything they could think of and wanted to hear their thoughts. City Planner 

McCarty said chapter five was every procedure in the ordinance and was 60 pages and believed it was a 

good change to have all the procedures outlined in the ordinance. A table of uses was also included that 

cleaned up definitions through the entire ordinance. Joint meetings would need to be held for all 30 

chapters. She wondered if the next joint meeting on August 31st could be dedicated to go over the 

ordinance. Mayor Freeman asked if there could be work done prior to that meeting and asked that the 

Council and Commission forward their comments of what they felt needed to be reviewed/updated prior 

to the meeting. City Planner McCarty informed them that the consultant would be providing a summary 

outlining the biggest changes made to the ordinance and mentioned that she could send all of the chapters 

to the Council and Commission electronically well before the meeting for review. She again suggested that 

the August 31st joint meeting would be a great time to start the reviewing process. 

 

City Manager Brett Wood informed the Council and Commission regarding funeral services for the K9 dog, 

Dingo, who was killed in action. The services would be held in Herriman because Dingo lived here. The 

incident saved a couple of officers lives. The service would be held on Saturday at Herriman High School and 

the interment would be at the Cottonwood Heights Cemetery.  

 

 
 

 

Chair Clint Smith called for a motion to adjourn. 

 

Council Member Craig B. Tischner MOVED to adjourn the meeting and Commissioner Adam Jacobson SECONDED 

the motion. All voted aye. The motion passed unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 8:57:53 PM . 

 
 

I, Cindy Quick, Deputy Recorder of Herriman City, hereby certify that the foregoing minutes represent a true, accurate 

and complete record of the meeting held on July 13, 2017.  This document constitutes the official minutes for the 

Herriman City Council and Planning Commission Special Work Meeting. 
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