
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

Wednesday, April 08, 2020 
Approved April 22, 2020 

 
The following are the minutes of the City Council Electronic Meeting of the Herriman City Council.  The 
meeting was held on Wednesday, April 8, 2020 at 5:00 p.m. in the Herriman City Hall Council Chambers, 
5355 West Herriman Main Street, Herriman, Utah.  Adequate notice of this meeting, as required by law, was 
posted in the City Hall, on the City’s website, and delivered to members of the Council, media, and interested 
citizens. 
 
Presiding:  Mayor David Watts  
 
Councilmembers Present:  Jared Henderson, Sherrie Ohrn, Steve Shields and Clint Smith 
 
Staff Present:  City Manager Brett Wood, Assistant City Manager Tami Moody, Assistant City Manager Wendy 
Thomas, Community Development Director Blake Thomas, Police Chief Troy Carr, City Recorder Jackie 
Nostrom, Finance Director Alan Rae, Director of Operations Monte Johnson, Public Works Director Justun 
Edwards, City Attorney John Brems, Communications Manager Jonathan LaFollette, City Planner Michael 
Maloy, Assistant City Planner Bryn MacDonald, Police Lieutenant Cody Stromberg, and Unified Fire Authority 
Precinct Chief Dom Burchett. 
 
5:00 PM - WORK MEETING:  
This meeting will be conducted electronically. 
 
1. Council Business – 5:15 PM 
Mayor David Watts called the electronic work meeting to order at 5:19 p.m. 
 

1.1. Review of this Evening's Agenda 
The Council and Staff briefly reviewed the agenda.   
 

1.2. Future Agenda Items 
Mayor Watts requested the Council be informed of the policy to address public events to have an understanding 
when and if the events would be cancelled.  Councilmember Shields concurred.  
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2. Administrative Reports 
2.1. Discussion relating to a proposed vacation of open space for the Herriman Cove Phase 3 Trail 

- Blake Thomas, Community Development Director 
Community Development Director Blake Thomas informed the Council of the Planning Commission 
requirement to have a minimum of three trail access points were required as part of the Fort Herriman Cove 
Subdivision. He proposed a vacation to eliminate one of the locations intended for the Bonneville Shoreline 
trail access for the subdivision. 
  
He observed the topography and the impacts on the property owners along with other trail access options and  
Recommended the requirements for the trail access between lot 310 and 311 be revisited.  It was suggested to 
relocate the trail access to another location or eliminate this trail access since there are three other access areas 
already in existence.  Director Thomas requested to avoid placing trails along narrow corridors between 
residential lots as vandalism tends to happen.  He requested direction from the City Council as to which avenue 
they would like to have staff pursue.  Councilmember Shields observed the subdivision map and questioned 
how access point “D” connected to a trail system.  Direction Thomas responded that initially 14300 South had 
been a dirt road at the time of construction which essentially satisfied the requirement of a trail access at the 
time.   
 
Councilmember Smith asked what the Parks Department would recommend.  Assistant City Manager Wendy 
Thomas highlighted the grade associated with the specific access and recommended either vacating the trail 
access or moving it to the opposite side of lot 311. 
 
Mayor Watts opined to vacate the trail access as there was no value to having the trail connection in the area.  
Councilmember Shields and Smith agreed.  
 

2.2. 7300 West Project Update - Jonathan Bowers, City Engineer 
City Engineer Jonathan Bowers presented a timeline of the 7300 West project.  Initially, the project was 
conceptualized as a storm drain project and was put on hold to allow for gas and communication utility 
relocations.  Through the budget process, the project was proposed as a roadway and utility project.  Currently, 
the design and bidding process is complete and is awaiting a contract to be executed with the anticipated 
completion of fall of 2020. There are four properties along the roadway that would require acquisition in order 
to complete portions of sidewalk, curb and gutter. 
 
The first property would need to have 1,467 square feet acquired to allow for the sidewalk, curb and gutter 
improvements.  Staff visited the resident on February 21, 2020 to which the property owner indicated they 
would consider the proposal.  Since then, they have reached out to an attorney to represent them through the 
acquisition process.  The City has been awaiting to hear from either the property owner or their representative.  
If the City installed the curb and gutter without the property acquisition, the curb and gutter could be installed; 
however, a potential flooding risk would be evident and would result in minor additional runoff into their 
driveway.  Currently, the current condition included the flooding risk as depicted in the picture presented to 
the Council. City Engineer Bowers reported the runoff risk could be mitigated with the installation of a drive 
approach, but it would require either acquisition or consent.  
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The second property acquisition would require 1,801 square feet for the sidewalk, curb and gutter 
improvements. Staff visited the resident on February 25, 2020 and followed up with a phone call on March 31, 
2020. The property owner asked for more time to consider the request and relayed their pleasure of the overall 
roadway project.  Curb and gutter could be installed without acquisition or additional runoff risk. 
 
The third property would require an acquisition of 827 square feet for a sidewalk to be installed.  The property 
owner indicated they would not like to have the sidewalk improvements installed and were not amenable to 
dedicate property at this time; however, were positive about the overall project. City Engineer Bowers notated 
curb and gutter could be installed without property acquisition or additional runoff risk. 
 
The fourth property that would need right-of-way acquisition would require a total of 2,609 square feet to 
install sidewalk, curb, gutter and utility stub improvements. Staff has been unable to contact this property 
owner despite several attempts. City Engineer Bowers relayed an alternative to proceed could include the 
installation of asphalt to the right-of-way or move the boundary of the project to the north side of this specific 
property.  
 

Councilmember Sherrie Ohrn arrived at 6:15 p.m. 
 
Councilmember Ohrn reported this project needed to move forward and relayed the condition of the area. 
Councilmember Smith asked about her position relating to the property owners unwillingness to dedicate right-
of-way property.  Councilmember Ohrn noted the road needed to get completed, with or without the sidewalk. 
She relayed her position she would like to have it done correctly initially. Councilmember Smith concurred.  

 
2.3.  118th South Master Development Agreement proposal - Michael Maloy, City Planner 

This item was continued to a future meeting.  
 

2.4. Presentation of the 2020-2021 Herriman City Budget - Alan Rae, Finance Director 
Finance Director Alan Rae offered a synopsis of the proposed 2020-2021 Herriman City Budget. He started 
with the majority of proposed new hires are only budgeted for six months.  These potential new employees 
would not be anticipated prior to January 1, 2021.  Many of the expenditures on the proposed budget are being 
delayed.  All in-state travel and training would be disallowed through the 2020 calendar year and any out of 
state training would not be allowed for a full calendar year.   
 
Several vehicles had been anticipated in this proposed fiscal year; however, no vehicles would be purchased 
prior to January 1, 2021. The City has anticipated leasing vehicles, all of the purchase price and lease revenue 
would be recorded in this year and would not change based on the time of year they would be purchased. 
Executive Staff would review the economy as of January 1, 2021 to see if the vehicles should be acquired.  
 
Many capital projects had been included in the proposed budget; however, none of the projects would be 
allowed to commence without first being reviewed by the Budget Committee.  
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Finance Director Rae reviewed the total revenue and expenditures for the 2019-2020 fiscal year. Projected 
revenue increases in the fund balance included sales tax revenue, class B&C Road Funds, licenses and permits. 
He projected there would be a decline in building permit and development fee revenues. Director Rae reviewed 
the projected changes in the fund balance expenditures.  He reviewed the timeline and process to approve the 
Herriman City Fiscal Year 2020-2021 budget.  
 

2.5. Overview of the proposed Mountain Ridge Development – Bryn MacDonald, Assistant City 
Planner & John Brems, City Attorney. 

Assistant City Planner Bryn MacDonald asked the Council if they had any questions pertaining to the proposed 
development. 
 
Councilmember Smith asked if the modifications made to the development proposal since the Council last saw 
the project could be highlighted. Councilmember Shields indicated there were some things shown in the 
Community Development meeting he attended that were discussed prior; however, were depicted on paper 
for the first time to be discussed. Essentially, the proposal for the project is substantially similar with the 
exception of the fourteen acres being shown as residential and a five and a half acre park/arts facility rather 
than commercial development as recommended by the Planning Commission. To offset the donation for the 
arts facility, the developer requested an additional 625 units. He questioned the 20-percent open space required 
included the five-acre park, and if the space was developed for an arts facility, would the development still meet 
the open space requirement. Councilmember Henderson suggested the arts facility open space dedication was 
supposed to be in addition to the other open space requirements; however, the revised plan did not appear 
that way. Councilmember Shields referenced the amenities network in the development plan which explained 
this park was included in the 20.9 acres of open space dedication.  Assistant City Planner MacDonald confirmed 
the inclusion of the area in their open space requirement and pointed out if the parcel is built out as any type 
of community facility, the dedication would still count as part of their open space requirement. Councilmember 
Ohrn questioned if a better term to use would be public amenity rather than open space. Assistant City Planner 
MacDonald stated the area could be development as a public facility or park, whichever the Council requested. 
Councilmember Henderson stated the proposal was the same as to what had been proposed at the last Council 
meeting. Councilmember Shields concurred.  
 
Councilmember Shields highlighted the Rosecrest Master Development Agreement which referenced the 
removal of 231 and asked if his assessment was correct.  This was confirmed. He indicated this was an 
important precedent to indicate. Councilmember Henderson agreed. The Council relayed their desire of the 
sunset clause for the development to be vested or they would be subject to any new standards and ordinances. 
Councilmember Shields noted there did not seem to be any language in this agreement to ensure the property 
abutting the corner of 13400 South and Mountain View Corridor owned by Suburban Land Reserve (SLR) 
would be improved as part of this arrangement.  Assistant City Planner verified there was no language in the 
Master Development Agreement regarding the improvements of the property and recommended an additional 
agreement with the developer. Councilmember Shields and Henderson requested the agreement depicting the 
improvements for the SLR property should be completed simultaneously.  Councilmember Smith agreed.  
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Councilmember Ohrn recommended developments to accommodate garbage equipment to be able to pick up 
waste in a central collection site in the project. Having a garbage truck drive down narrow streets for garbage 
collection is a safety concern. Councilmember Smith agreed this would a good item to discuss to have a 
requirement put in place as he understood the safety component.  
 
Councilmember Shields questioned why the Creek Ridge proposed amended development agreement did not 
reduce the 270 residential units in area A, B, or C but just in the total residential units for the entire project. 
Assistant City Planner MacDonald relayed the developer’s request to eliminate the units, but not from any 
specific area. She explained Area C has already been approved and built; however, the City would like to see at 
least half of the reduction take place in Area B.  City Attorney John Brems recommended the Council specify 
their requirement from the dais in their motion. Planner MacDonald indicated Area B had 404 units available, 
and had constructed 104 units in Area C. The Council discussed options to remove the 270 units, but would 
not allow the remaining units in Area C to count as part of the reduction.  
 
Councilmember Henderson commented on the number of units based on the Planning Commission’s 
recommendation was 546 excluding the area designated as commercial.  Ultimately if the commercial did not 
come to fruition, the development would be granted additional units to be built in the area.  Councilmember 
Henderson recalled that count being around 50 units, which would bring the total units to less than 600 for 
the entire development.  He referenced the revised proposal depicting 625 units, and added the developer had 
stated they need all of those units. Secondly, Councilmember Henderson referenced the density in Riverton 
for this project, and notated the developer would be unwilling to reduce the density from 7.5 units per acre.  
 
Councilmember Henderson also referenced the arts facility park donation and reiterated his thought this 
donation was in addition to the 20-percent requirement. He compared the two proposals and concluded this 
was not an additional contribution. He asked for the agreement to indicate the arts facility could be there, but 
not as a requirement. Councilmember Henderson looked for flexibility in the location of an arts facility to be 
placed where it would make the most sense for the community. It was discussed the developer would not be 
reimbursed for the improvements to the park.  
 
Councilmember Ohrn moved to adjourn the work meeting at 7:46 p.m.  Councilmember Shields seconded the motion, and all voted 
aye. 
 
The Council recommenced the work meeting at 10:07 p.m. 
 

2.6. State of the City - Brett Wood, City Manager 
City Manager Brett Wood relayed his confidence in how the City is protecting staff and residents are conducting 
business to help mitigate the spread of COVID-19.  He noted the Building Department was still open and 
functioning as well as other services the City provides.  He spoke about the budget and indicated a directive 
had been issued to curtail spending.  The City will continue to monitor the market and make sure the residents’ 
needs are met.  
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At 10:35 p.m. Councilmember Ohrn moved temporarily recess the City Council work meeting to convene in a closed session to 
discuss the purchase, exchange, or lease of real property, as provided by Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205.  Councilmember Smith 
seconded the motion. 
 
The vote was recorded as follows: 
Councilmember Jared Henderson Aye 
Councilmember Sherrie Ohrn Aye 
Councilmember Steven Shields Aye  
Councilmember Clint Smith  Aye 
Mayor David Watts  Aye 
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
3. Adjournment 
Councilmember Shields moved to adjourn the work meeting at 11:59 p.m.  Councilmember Ohrn seconded the motion, and all voted 
aye. 
 
7:30 PM - GENERAL MEETING: 
This meeting will be conducted electronically 
 
4. Call to Order 
Mayor Watts called the meeting to order at 8:31 p.m. 

 
4.1. Invocation/Thought/Reading and Pledge of Allegiance 

City Recorder Jackie Nostrom led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 

4.2. City Council Comments and Recognitions 
There were no comments or recognitions offered. 

 
5. Public Comment 
Barry and Susie Babock offered a comment pertaining to the vacation of open space for the Herriman Cove 
Phase 3 Trail. They indicated with two other accesses in the neighborhood, vacation of this access would be 
fine. To relocate the access next to other property owners who bought their property already knowing where 
the access is would be unjust. 
 
Natalie Platt notated she was watching the meeting live and was a resident of Herriman View Cove.  She was 
pleased to see the appearance the Council would plan to vacate the trail connection in the cul-de-sac.  She 
explained residents have struggled with hikers and hunters walking through private properties to reach the trails 
which has caused safety, uneasiness, and parking issues.  Ms. Platt spoke about her previous concern to the 
Council regarding the crosswalk to the south of Fort Herriman Middle School between School House Circle 
and Round Rock Drive. She relayed her concern of the safety of the students who walk to school.  She has 
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noticed drivers appear to be going well over the posted speed limit and are unaware of kids attempting to cross 
the road. She has witnessed a few close calls and worried about the students before and after school due to 
heavy traffic and parent parking close to the crosswalk making visibility difficult. Currently, there are horse 
crossing signs facing both directions and she wondered if something similar to flashing pedestrian signs could 
replace those signs to help make drivers more aware.  
 
6. City Council Board and Committee Reports 
Councilmember Ohrn reported the Wasatch Front Waste and Recycling District Salt Lake Valley Landfill is 
open for any resident wanting to dispose of any unwanted large items.  There are vouchers for residents online 
at https://wasatchfrontwaste.org/ to fill out the correct form. The Trans Jordan Landfills is scheduled to reopen 
to the public April 15, 2020; however, the date is subject to change. She reported they were still working to have 
spring clean-up options available to the public.  
 
Councilmember Ohrn reported on the Jordan Valley Conservation District Water Board meeting she attended 
where they are working on the budget.  She noted there would be wholesale adjustments and Herriman would 
actually be getting a slight reduction in rates.  
 
7. Reports, Presentations and Appointments 

7.1. Unified Fire Authority Annual Report - Dominic Burchett, Fire Chief 
Unified Fire Chief Dominic Burchett introduced himself and his professional background. He presented 
statistics for 2019 for the Unified Fire Authority calls outlining 28,388 total incidents. Herriman City Statistics 
depicted just over 1,100 calls for service for 2019. Only 20-percent of calls for service are related to fire 
incidents with the remainder being contributed to medical services. Chief Burchett observed a seven minute 
average from either fire station with Herriman arrive to an incident anywhere in the City which is projected to 
be in the 50th percentile. Chief Burchett offered an overview of the Herriman Precinct Fire Department and 
their accomplishments.  
 
8. Consent Agenda 

8.1. Approval of the March 11, 2020 City Council meeting minutes 
8.2. Approval of the March 25, 2020 City Council meeting minutes 
8.3. Approval of a resolution authorizing an Interlocal Cooperative Agreement between Salt Lake 

County and Herriman City providing for the transfer of $380,000 of County Corridor 
Preservation funds to Herriman City to be used by Herriman City to acquire certain property 
for transportation purposes  

8.4. Approval of a Resolution authorizing the execution of an Interlocal Cooperative Agreement 
between Herriman City and the Community Development and Renewal Agency of Herriman 
City with respect to the Herriman Innovation Property Tax 

8.5. Approval of a resolution ratifying Herriman City’s Declaration of a Local Emergency Dated 
March 19, 2020 

 
Councilmember Ohrn moved to approve the Consent Agenda as written.  Councilmember Smith seconded the motion. 
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The vote was recorded as follows: 
Councilmember Jared Henderson Aye 
Councilmember Sherrie Ohrn Aye 
Councilmember Steven Shields Aye  
Councilmember Clint Smith  Aye 
Mayor David Watts  Aye 
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
 
 
9. Discussion and Action Items 

9.1. Discussion and Consideration of an Ordinance approving an Amendment to the Master 
Development Agreement for the Rosecrest Development - Bryn MacDonald, Assistant City 
Planner and John Brems, City Attorney 

NOTE:  Items 9.2, 9.3, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, and 9.7 were discussed simultaneously.  
 
Assistant City Planner Bryn MacDonald presented the amendment to the Rosecrest Master Development 
Agreement.  She presented the current Rosecrest Master Development plan and oriented the Council to the 
location the affected area of the proposed amendment.  The amendment would remove pod 6d and the 
associated 231 units being removed from the Master Development Agreement which would allow the 
development to have a remainder of 4,488 units to be constructed.  
 
Planner MacDonald offered an overview of the proposed amendment to the Creek Ridge Master Development 
agreement which would ultimately remove 270 units from the overall project. She relayed the proposal from 
the developer to amend the agreement to state “the total maximum residential units in the R-2-10 zone district 
on the property shall be 1,720 and may be allocated within the project at the discretion of the master developer 
subject to the maximum amount permitted in each area”. It was noted the project south of Herriman Parkway 
has already been constructed so the removal of units would be coming from the northern portion of Area B 
or Area A.  
 
She continued with the proposed Mountain Ridge Development. The City has received three separate 
applications: 

1. Amend the General Plan on the north 75 acres from commercial and low density residential to medium 
density residential (4.6-8 units per acre) 

2. Rezone the north 75 acres from A-1 (Agricultural) to R-2-10 (Medium Density Residential, 5.8-8 units 
per acre) 

3. Rezone the entire 105 acres of property with the Planned Development Overlay Zone 
 
The Planning Commission recommended approval of the request for a General Plan amendment. It would 
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amend the general plan designation to change all of the land east of Sentinel Ridge Boulevard to Medium 
Density Residential. Additionally, the commercial property and the “north pod” of approximately 14 acres was 
to be left as commercial on the General Plan.  The Planning Commission indicated if this property was not 
developed as commercial it should be developed as residential with up to eight units per acre. Planner 
MacDonald explained the plan has since changed to remove the commercial portion of the development since 
the change with the school district. She compared the rendition of the plan showed to the Planning 
Commission to the revised one being presented to the Council. The second application to rezone the property 
was recommended to approve by the Planning Commission. The recommended the property all be rezoned to 
R-2-10 with the exception of the “north pod” on the west side of Sentinel Ridge Boulevard shall remain 
agricultural. The third application to apply the Planned Overlay Zone to the Mountain Ridge project.  
 
Planner MacDonald indicated the Council could consider each application to amend the zoning map as 
recommended by the Planning Commission. The Council could adopt, modify or reject the recommendation 
as deemed appropriate. The final site plan for each phase would be presented to the Planning Commission for 
approval. The design guidelines were provided to the Council for review. Planner MacDonald continued with 
the 20-percent open space requirement, and presented the proposed dedications.  
 
The Mountain Ridge Master Development Agreement was discussed and the site plan had changed based on 
the removal of the Jordan School District property which caused other changes. Planner MacDonald 
highlighted changes to the agreement since the Council last discussed the item:  

 The project would be approved for a total of not more than 625 residential units at buildout.  

 The Riverton side of the development would have residential density not to exceed 7.5 units per acre.  

 The developer agreed to construct 13800 South and would be reimbursed through impact fees for 
Herriman City’s portion of the road.  

 The City will design the part and the developer will construct the designated improvements and would 
be reimbursed for the applicable portions.  

o Since the park and open space in the project will serve as a storm water detention basin, the 
developer will not be reimbursed for the land value, and installation of sod and irrigation of the 
9.6-acre park. 

o The city would reimburse the developer for all other approved amenities and improvements 
for the 9.6-acre park. 

o The City would reimburse the developer for the cost for sod, sprinklers and other 
improvements or amenities for the five acre park, but not for the land value. 

 In regards to the Storm Drain, the developer will dedicate an easement along the eastern edge of the 
project. 

o For the storm drain in Riverton City, the developer will grant the City with an easement to 
maintain, repair or replace the underground storm drain pipe.  The City would not be allowed 
to use the trial for any other purpose. 

o Prior to any building permits being issued, the developer would have to obtain all permits 
necessary to install a reinforced concrete pipe in Riverton to adequately convey the storm drain 
water flows. 
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o A temporary retention pond would be allowed to retain runoff in the area designated for the 
9.6-acre park; however, the temporary pond must be converted to a permanent detention with 
the outfall being connected to the Riverton City storm drain pipe no later than July 1, 2021. 
 If the temporary retention pond is not converted to a permanent detention by the 

specified date, all building inspections and plan reviews associated with the 
development will cease until the requirement has been met. Additionally, the developer 
shall construct an open-ditch storm drain facility in accordance to current City 
standards prior to any building permits being issued.  

o Prior to any building permit being issued for residential dwellings, the developer shall improve 
and pipe the open-ditch in segments in the following order: Phase 10, Phase 5, Phase 6, Phase 
7 

o There will be a reimbursement agreement for the cost to construct and install all storm drain 
lines 

o The City won’t be responsible for maintenance of the surface improvements of the trail and 
storm drain easement area located within Riverton City.  This maintenance would be conducted 
by the homeowner’s association for the development. 

o Exceptions included: Future laws, State and Federal Compliance, Herriman City Development 
Standards and Engineering Requirements, Taxes, Fees, Impact Fees, Procedures, and 
Compelling, Countervailing Interests. 

o Modifications to the infrastructure that does not materially change the functionality of the 
infrastructure may be considered and approved by staff. 

o Modifications to change the Design Guidelines must be reviewed and approved by the Planning 
Commission  

o Any other modifications would require formal consideration and approval by the City Council 
as an amendment to the Master Development Agreement. 

 
Councilmember Henderson requested to have a unit comparison between what the Planning Commission had 
recommended and what has been proposed. He suggested there were discussions being held regarding a 
reduction of density on the Riverton side of the development that would allow a density less than 7.5 units to 
the acre, but now the developer had indicated they would not entertain anything less. Councilmember 
Henderson indicated a study had not been conducted to identify where the appropriate location would be for 
an arts facility.  The area was designated commercial prior to this rendition, and he relayed his desire to maintain 
that component. He acknowledged the agreement for the developer to improve another parcel of land to make 
it more marketable. Councilmember Henderson referenced the Rosecrest Master Development Agreement 
and the removal of density.  He observed Area C being completely built out, and the 270 units being reduced 
from the development should be broken down and 150 units removed from the north side of Area A, 60 from 
the south side of Area A and 60 from Area B. 
 
Councilmember Ohrn agreed with the points offered by Councilmember Henderson. She recalled a Council 
decision which designated the area to be set aside for commercial development.  She opined it was imperative 
to allow time for the commercial to come to fruition. Councilmember Ohrn acknowledged this area would not 
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be conducive to a job center, and felt the Council was considering removing the element as a temporary 
solution and giving away the opportunity to have commercial in the area. She concluded substantial evidence 
has not been provided to the Council to support the removal. 
 
Councilmember Smith agreed the City Council, resident and applicant would never come to a point where 
there would be unanimous consensus. The process should include working together to refine and revise the 
proposal to come up with an amenable plan. He referenced the challenge of addressing the outfall into Riverton 
City storm drain line and noted alternatives had been discussed at length. Councilmember Smith reiterated his 
position that he did not believe this area would be a good location for commercial development as the school 
property abuts the major corridor.  Due to the frontage being removed, this area would not be a viable location 
with everything else in the area. He referenced the balanced economy study that had been conducted and 
acknowledged the Council did preserved too much property for commercial development. He relayed his 
concern of the development approach coming out of the present COVID-19 pandemic and encouraged the 
element to be taken into consideration. Councilmember Smith observed the need for open space in the area.  
 
Councilmember Shields referenced the Creek Ridge Master Development Agreement removing the 270 units 
being removed and would like to specify the removal of 150 units from Area A and 120 units from Area B. He 
acknowledged previous Council decisions regarding commercial development in the area, and stated he could 
not speak on that matter because he was not a business owner, commercial developer and did not have enough 
tangible evidence to state whether or not a commercial corner in a residential area would be viable. The desire 
to preserve the area was at odds with the property owner, and with the City planning on commercial 
development does not mean there will be commercial built. He noted the owner’s statement if it were to remain 
commercial, they would build a church or school in the location as commercial is not conducive to the area.  
Councilmember Shields relayed the positive outcomes that have been negotiated and referenced the positive 
comments offered by residents in the affected area. He realized the proposal was not ideal, but a satisfactory 
solution. The improvements to the property along 13400 South and Mountain View Corridor was a key 
component for the City.  
 
Applicant Steve Maddox expressed gratitude to the Council and staff for the time spent on this project. He 
spoke to commercial in the area and agreed commercial development would not be conducive in the area; 
however, their product would be constructed in a way to be ahead of the trend of working remotely with 
including providing a professional office with conference rooms in the development. He relayed his desire to 
work on drafting an agreement to get the grading on the SLR property started. Mr. Maddox requested a sunset 
clause in the agreement so the developer could landscape the area set aside as an arts facility, as it is a gateway 
to the community and would aesthetically set the tone for the area.  
 
Councilmember Shields asked if there were any objectionable uses or if the City could determine the best use. 
He would like to see something civically oriented that would exist in harmony with the surrounding area. 
Councilmember Henderson liked the wording as the Council should have stewardship over civic uses being 
proposed. Councilmember Ohrn agreed as it is not the role of the City to take over private industries. 
Councilmember Smith liked the language offered by Councilmember Henderson.  
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Councilmember Smith moved to approve the Ordinance No. 2020-10 approving an amendment to the Amended and Restated 
Master Development Agreement for the Rosecrest Master Plan Community to remove approximately 28.885 acres located at or 
near 14001 South Sentinel Ridge Boulevard from the amended and restated Master Development Agreement. Councilmember 
Shields seconded the motion. 
 
The vote was recorded as follows: 
Councilmember Jared Henderson Nay 
Councilmember Sherrie Ohrn Nay 
Councilmember Steven Shields Aye  
Councilmember Clint Smith  Aye 
Mayor David Watts  Aye 
 
The motion passed with a vote of 3:2. 
 
Councilmember Shields stated he did not have a problem releasing the units in the Rosecrest development at 
this time. He would like to have the agreement in place for 13400 South SLR property prior to releasing any 
building permits for the development. 
 

9.2. Discussion and Consideration of an Ordinance approving an Amendment to the Master 
Development Agreement for the Creek Ridge Development - Bryn MacDonald, Assistant City 
Planner and John Brems, City Attorney 

NOTE:  Items 9.2, 9.3, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, and 9.7 were discussed simultaneously.  
 
Councilmember Shields moved to continue items 9.2, 9.3, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6 and 9.7 to a future meeting.  Councilmember Ohrn 
seconded the motion. 
 
The vote was recorded as follows: 
Councilmember Jared Henderson Aye 
Councilmember Sherrie Ohrn Aye 
Councilmember Steven Shields Aye  
Councilmember Clint Smith  Nay 
Mayor David Watts  Nay 
 
The motion passed with a 3:2 vote. 
 
Councilmember Smith stated the Council had every opportunity to make adjustments as outlined during the 
meeting as part of a motion, and did not understand why the majority of the Council would like to postpone a 
decision as there were no significant changes since the last time the project was discussed.  Mayor Watts 
concurred. 
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9.3. Discussion and Consideration of a General Plan Amendment request to rezone 75 acres of 
property located at 14000 South Sentinel Ridge Boulevard from Low Density Residential and 
Commercial to Medium Density Residential and a Planned Development Overlay Zone for Edge 
Homes (File No. G2019-074) - Bryn MacDonald, Assistant City Planner 

NOTE:  Items 9.2, 9.3, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, and 9.7 were discussed simultaneously.  
 
This item was continued to a future meeting. 

 
9.4. Discussion and consideration of a proposed rezone of 75 acres from A-1 to R-2-10 for a 

proposed development known as Mountain Ridge for Edge Homes located at or near 14011 
South Sentinel Ridge Boulevard (File No. Z2019-072) - Bryn MacDonald, Assistant City Planner 

NOTE:  Items 9.2, 9.3, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, and 9.7 were discussed simultaneously.  
 
This item was continued to a future meeting. 
 

9.5. Discussion and consideration of a rezone to apply the Planned Development Overlay Zone for 
a proposed development known as Mountain Ridge for 75 acres of property located at 14011 
South Sentinel Ridge Boulevard for Edge Homes (File No. Z2019-073) - Bryn MacDonald, 
Assistant City Planner 

NOTE:  Items 9.2, 9.3, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, and 9.7 were discussed simultaneously.  
 
This item was continued to a future meeting. 
 

9.6. Discussion and Consideration of an Ordinance approving a Master Development Agreement 
for the Mountain Ridge Development - Bryn MacDonald, Assistant City Planner and John 
Brems, City Attorney 

NOTE:  Items 9.2, 9.3, 9.4, 9.5, 9.6, and 9.7 were discussed simultaneously.  
 
This item was continued to a future meeting. 

 
10. Future Meetings 

10.1.       April 16 - Planning Commission Meeting 7:00 p.m. 
10.2. April 22 - City Council Work Meeting 5:00 p.m.; City Council Meeting 7:30 p.m. 
 

11. Closed Session 
The Herriman City Council may temporarily recess the City Council meeting to convene in a closed 
session to discuss  purchase, exchange, or lease of real property, as provided by Utah Code 
Annotated §52-4-205 
 
12. Adjournment 
Councilmember Ohrn moved to adjourn the City Council meeting to reconvene in the Work Meeting at 10:07 p.m. Councilmember 
Henderson seconded the motion, and all voted aye. 
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13. Recommence to Work Meeting (If Needed) 
 

I, Jackie Nostrom, City Recorder for Herriman City, hereby certify that the foregoing minutes represent a 

true, accurate and complete record of the meeting held on April 8, 2020.  This document constitutes the 

official minutes for the Herriman City Council Meeting. 

 
 
      

Jackie Nostrom, MMC 

City Recorder 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  


