
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
      

The following are the minutes of the Planning Commission Meeting held on Thursday, September 17, 2020 

at 5:00 p.m. in the Herriman City Council Chambers, 5355 W. Herriman Main Street (12090 South), Herriman, 

Utah. Adequate notice of this meeting, as required by law, was posted in City Hall, on the City’s website, and 

delivered to members of the Commission and media. 

 

Presiding:  Chair Chris Berbert  

 

Commission Members Present in Person: Andy Powell, Heather Garcia, Adam Jacobson, and Joy Kaseke 

 

Commission Members Present Electronically: Lorin Palmer, Andrea Bradford, Jackson Ferguson 

 

Commission Members Excused: Brody Rypien 

 

Staff Present in Person: Assistant City Manager Wendy Thomas, Communication Specialist Destiny Skinner, 

Deputy Recorder Wendy Thorpe 

 

Staff Present Electronically: City Planner Michael Maloy, Assistant City Planner Bryn MacDonald, City 

Engineer Jonathan Bowers, City Attorney Chase Andrizzi, Engineer Josh Peterson, Community Development 

Director Blake Thomas 

 

Chair Chris Berbert called the work meeting to order at 5:06 pm.  
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City Planner Michael Maloy explained the Council was considering efforts to restructure the financial situation 

with Unified Fire Authority. Taxes paid to UFA had been pooled, but with proposed changes, the money 

collected for Herriman would be spent in Herriman. Fire services would not change.  

  

 

Assistant City Planner MacDonald stated that item 3.1 was due to a construction mistake, and the applicant 

requested to change the side setback from five to three feet. She explained the property was vested under the 

old code, was part of a PUD, and such a change would be forbidden in the current code. Commissioners 

expressed anxiety with setting a precedent, by allowing such small setbacks and discussed options such as 

fines.  

 

The Valhalla Subdivision 35 lots would have two separate public hearings for the rezone and the subdivision. 

The developer had multiple meetings with neighbors to resolve issues. Staff recommended continuing the 

subdivision, as the rezone still needed to be approved by the City Council. The rezone was only for a small 

portion of the property. Commissioners expressed concern with homes being built up the hillside, and 

thought the area should have larger lots.  City Planner Maloy and Assistant City Planner MacDonald explained 

system improvements, detention basin and density credits. The existing home flag lot was a concern. City 

Ordinance limited flag lots. 

 

 

City Planner Maloy explained he wanted to present this item to the Commissioners, as it would be on a future 

agenda. Wasatch is developing pods 35 and 39 and proposed signage similar to Mountain View Village, which 

was not allowed in Herriman. The zoning overlay would allow taller signs. The signage site plans would be 

back to the Commission as a conditional use item. Commissioner Jackson Ferguson liked the large sign on 

MVC and the directional signs in the development. He thought the smaller monument signs would be difficult 

to read. Scrolling signs (8-second duration) would be acceptable. City Planner Maloy explained the applicant 

was working with a sign company. Commissioners liked the color scheme and stated the signs should be 

uniform and all headers should face the same way.  

 

 

FFKR Susie Petheram requested feedback on the draft plan that was sent to the Commissioners. She 

reviewed the sections to identify those to circle back to for more in depth commentary.  

 

Commissioners opined that better quality open spaces were needed. Developers have designated unbuildable 

areas as open space, in that past, which needed to stop. Commissioners emphasized preparing for the future 

by requiring properties, such as big box stores have a flexible plan for sectioning the buildings for multiple 

users, if needed.   

 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson arrived at 5:42 p.m. 
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Four Key Focus Initiatives: 

1. Growing Wisely 

Comments – Ensure adequate zones for future development. 

2. Optimizing Open Spaces 

Comments – Protect the city open spaces and make them usable  

3. Maximizing Unique Fiscal Opportunities 

Comments – locations were important for economic stability.  

4. Enhancing/Supporting Community and Culture 

Comments – Create diverse character and neighborhoods. 

Future Land Use Categories 

 Residential & Neighborhood  

 Mixed Use and Commercial 

 Civic and Community  

Commissioner Jacobson requested the average lot sizes in Herriman and stated more information was needed 

before making a decision. He thought the community was getting too much higher density and more single 

family housing was needed. Commissioners questioned the calculations to determine units per acre and 

requested further clarification from staff. Density needed more precise calculations. Unbuildable areas, parks 

and open space should not be included in the calculation. Zones should accurately reflect the average lot size 

of the area. Commissioners were frustrated with final products not matching expectations. City Planner Maloy 

explained gross density was currently calculated, but other cities calculate net density. He recommended 

reviewing the options with an action plan to determine the best method moving forward.  Commissioners 

mentioned calculating residential units based on population and infrastructure capabilities. More studies 

needed to be done to determine which types of housing were needed. More support services, recreational 

facilities, and potential open space based on the current city size, were needed. Commissioners stated historic 

buildings needed long term protections and would like to see more extensive maps for current and proposed 

trails. More sit down restaurants with pickup accommodations, other than a drive thru were needed. 

Innovative pickup and drop off solutions with better traffic flow would be beneficial at dance classes and 

similar businesses. Commissioners debated the importance of preserving the past versus focusing 

developments for future needs. The City should create community spaces and events such as farmer’s markets 

and craft fairs. Transportation, infrastructure and trax continuation solutions were necessary. Commissioners 

requested strategies for preserving open space and more information for future flex zones along MVC. They 

requested future materials be available in a Word document that tracked changes and requested the 

opportunity to review all materials prior to the next meeting.  FFKR Susie Petheram said she would email the 

map.  

 

Planning Commission work meeting adjourned by consensus at 6:59 p.m. 
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Chair Chris Berbert called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m. and welcomed those in attendance.  

 

Lindsay Bailey led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

  

Full Quorum Present.  

 

No Comments were offered.  

 

 

Commissioner Heather Garcia moved to approve item 2.4 Approval of Minutes for the August 20, 2020 Planning Commission 

meeting, Commissioner Adam Jacobson seconded the motion and all voted aye.  

 

 

Assistant City Planner MacDonald identified the request to reduce the required side yard setback, reviewed the 

location and displayed the vicinity map. The property line was supposed to be five feet, but due to an error 

with the garage size, the property had a setback of only 2.9 feet, between the home and the property line. The 

PUD setbacks were allowed flexibility, with Planning Commission approval. There was ten feet of space 

between the houses and others on the street have similar setbacks. If approved, a waiver would be required 

from utility companies.  

 

Applicant representatives Attorney Dean Dansie, Brett Woodland and Clark Graff thought the staff report 

was thorough and the recommendations were appropriate. Fieldstone Homes had reached out to utility 

providers for waivers. All utility lines were at the front of the house. It was stated that ten feet total distance 

between properties was consistent with the neighborhood.   

 

Commissioner Lorin Palmer asked if the neighbor was okay with the close setback. He didn’t want to disurupt 
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the lives of the homeowners and mentioned a stipulation stating this was a one time allowance. The applicant 

stated they were still in discussion with the neighbor and both properties were rentals.   

 

Commissioners expressed concern that this would set a precedent. City Attorney Andrizzi stated it would not 

be in the builders’ best interest to make mistakes in the future. He offered the proposal could be rejected and 

a variance requested. The situation was difficult due to the mistake being caught so late, and the situation 

would be very different if the certificate of occupancy had not been submitted. Commissioners asked how 

much space was on the other side of the house and asked if the house was too big for the lot. It was offered 

that the garage was built to be twelve feet instead of 10 feet. The applicant addressed the issue and said there 

was a discrepancy on the building plan which showed two separate dimensions for the garage. The sizing and 

placement of the window wells was discussed. A grate was installed on the window well, which touches the 

fence. Opening the grate for emergency access would be problematic and evacuating during a fire would be 

difficult. The Commissioners were uncomfortable with the safety element and discussed denying the proposal 

in favor of a variance. Commissioner Palmer did not want to adversely affect the family that lived there. City 

liability and details of the variance were outlined. Assistant City Planner MacDonald offered the variance 

process would be decided by the appeals authority, which would require them to meet the state statute 

variance requirement. City Attorney Andrizzi offered the conditions of approval from multiple departments 

would be required to address the issues. The Commission debated the best course of action to take. The 

adjacent home had a seven foot setback, but that property owner refused to complete a lot line adjustment. 

City Planner Maloy stated windows were not allowed within three feet of the property line, which affected all 

windows along that side of the house. The basement window would probably need to be removed and the 

area retrofitted.      

 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson moved to deny item 3.1 file # C2020-019 Amendment to a Planned Unit Development to Reduce 

the Required Side Yard Setback, due to the safety concerns and feasability of the restrictions of all the windows along that wall. 

Commissioner Heather Garcia seconded the motion. 

The vote was recorded as follows: 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson Aye 

Commissioner Heather Garcia Aye 

Commissioner Andy Powell Aye 

Commissioner Lorin Powell Aye 

Commissioner Andrea Bradford Aye 

Commissioner Jackson Ferguson No 

The motion to deny passed with a vote of 5 to 1.  
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Assistant City Planner Macdonald stated she would discuss items 3.2 and 4.1 at the same time, but there would 

be two separate public hearings. The subdivision site plan, and system improvements were displayed. The area 

with 30 percent slope was identified. The existing home would remain. System improvements included the 

existing detention pond, and improvements along 13400 South on both sides. Exceptions were requested 

regarding the slope of the road. Approval of the subdivision is administrative, the rezone is Legislative and 

required City Council approval. The subdivision needed to be continued until after the rezone had been 

approved by City Council.  

 

Commissioners questioned specific lot sizes and Engineer Petersen clarified that lots 105, 106 and 107 were 

just under a half acre. Commissioners requested more grading information. It was explained the maximum 

grade allowed by UFA was 10 percent and the applicant was working with UFA to address concerns. A 

separate set of plans would be created to address the possible need for a 35 foot retaining wall. 

Commissioners were concerned with snow plows and school buses safely traversing steep, snowy roads. 

Engineer Bowers explained break stopping distance requirements. He added the engineering department was 

working with the applicant and the Public Works department to determine allowable grade and speed limit. 

Proper size for water pipes and fire flow were requested and still to be determined. Engineer Petersen stated 

they would be either size eight or ten. City Planner Michael Maloy stated  the property had not been platted 

previaously and remnant parcels were not uncommon. The City required all areas to be a legal parcel before 

any build. 

 

Applicant James Horsley stated the separate five acre property had a different land owner and was not part of 

this development. He preferred wider lots than required. Multiple traffic calming measures were discussed at 

neighborhood meetings. A mini round-a-bout in the middle of the properties was proposed and had been 

sent to the City Engineering Department for review.    

 

Chair Berbert reviewed the Public Hearing guidelines and stated item 3.2, the subdivision, would be 

continued. Commissioner Adam Jacobson recommended leaaving the public hearing open.  

 

Chair Berbert opened the public hearing. 

 

Caleb Pryor read the following letter on behalf of Doug Kirby  

I appreciate the opportunity to address the Planning Council.  I have been a resident of Solemn Way for 

almost five years.  I had a home in Sandy and then Draper for a total of 26 years before moving to Herriman. 

 There is something unique about our street and maybe Herriman in general that can be difficult to find, at 

least we did not find it before we moved here.  I have never been on a street where everyone genuinely and 

demonstratively cares for one another.  I developed a serious illness almost four years ago.  The care and 

genuine love that I have felt from our Solemn way family has comforted me and my wife through a very 
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difficult time.We knew that there would come a time when the land south of us would be developed.  I 

respect the rights of property owners to develop their land within proper legal restrictions.  I have also 

learned through personal experience that it is almost always best to work in good faith with one another 

rather than to be adversaries.  Even though our start was a little bumpy, we reached out to Mr. James  

Horsley and started meeting with him.  Our main concern has always been the safety of our children.  We also 

discussed drainage control.  We hoped to limit the number vehicles on our street by including a second cul-

de-sac in the development.  Mr. Horsley provided us with a partially engineered drawing of how the cul-de-sac 

would fit.  Unfortunately, there were too many technical issues to make the cul-de-sac work. 

We (most of the adult residents of Solemn way) met this week with Mr. Horsley.  During this meeting, a 

resident, Mr. Jeremy Brown, suggested that a small roundabout with stop signs could be installed on the south 

end of our street where it connects with the new street.  We had several partial and full roundabouts with stop 

signs in our neighborhood in Draper.  Everyone hated them because they had to slow down to a stop.  But 

that is the point, isn’t it?  They work. The roundabout will make a real and significant impact for the safety of 

our children.  I hope and believe that this commission has the safety of its residents as one of its top 

priorities.  

As you would expect, we have had some bumps and surprises along the way.  I believe that Mr. Horsley is a 

good man. If approved by the city and within the constraints of his business, I believe that Mr. Horsley will 

add the roundabout with stop signs helping us to maintain the safety on our street.  A development that 

works well with the impacted community is one that I can support.  I would ask the Planning Council to 

support us, the residents of Solemn Way and Mr. Horsley by approving this recommendation. 

Thank you for your time. 

 

Kody Crowell Spoke on behalf of a group. The entire neighborhood has been actively engaged in this 

process. They learned of the development in July and were upset that they’d been ignored until a few weeks 

before breaking ground. The development proposal had not been submitted to the City yet. They reached out 

to the applicant and he offered to meet with them. They had major safety concerns with traffic on the hill and 

drainage concerns. They recommended drainage basin locations and a cul-de-sac similar to one nearby. These 

would have eased their concerns. They were informed the cul-de-sac was rejected and were in favor of a 

roundabout. They were not against development and were hopeful changes would address their safety 

concerns.  

 

Rebekah Brinkerhoff Expressed concern with the steep slope exceeding safety standards but stated a 

roundabout may mitigate the issue, but a straight 12% slope would not be safe.  The road needs to be safe for 

 school buses, firetrucks, delivery vehicles and cars in the winter time. Culdesacs were last to be plowed by the 

City. Even though 6600 South was classified a green slope it is too steep and dangerous for cars and especially 

dangerous for large vehicles. She questioned the bonus density and said City Code provided for continuation 

of streets. She asked about the developer fee in lieu for an offsite detention pond and asked if he was paying 

for a separate detention area. If so, where was it and was drainage in the area sufficient. Many lots fall under 

the sizing threshold for quarter acre lots. If forestry is lost, green space should be added to compensate. She 
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asked for fencing, precast wall, and retaining wall requirements. Did they need to be bonded with the plat? 

She empasized the need for adjustments and she hoped for a resolution.  

 

Jeremy Brown He was concerned with the speed of traffic and challenges of a cul-de-sac. A ten foot wall 

could be dangerous. He thought the roundabout to be esthetically pleasing and a barrier to some traffic. He 

said the 10% grade with a roundabout land barrier has worked in the Cove. Snow removal is still effective and 

emergency vehicles can access the area. Cars already speed on the straight section of the road, and a physical 

barrier is needed for the neighborhood. 

 

Marc Drew Safety was his biggest concern and he supported development that meets safeguards. At a 

neighborhood meeting the applicant accused him of having a back deal with Jared Henderson, who he works 

with. He was adamant there was no collusion, and he felt he was slandered by Mr Horsley. His main concern 

was the safety of future residents. He stated if a catastrophic event caused loss of life it is the fault of the 

Planning Commission, if the culdesac or roundabout were not approved. Negotiating safety was not an 

option. 

  

Leslie Miller  After snow storms the road was an ice sheet and a higher grade would be a major problem. 

The neighborhood roads need more connectivity, and the proposed roads don’t connect to anything. She also 

had concerns with inadequate drainage potentially flooding her basement. Accommodation would be needed 

to make sure she can get into her driveway.   

 

Daniel Rojas He has kids and was concerned with the steep road. One of his kids was hit by a car. Stopping 

on the road is difficult when it snows, and dangerous for kids waiting for the bus. He added their street was 

one of the last to be plowed. He has seen garbage trucks and buses sliding down the road. Be aware of the 

consequences.  

 

Chance Leadhill He owns five acres south of the proposed subdivision and is concerned he will be 

sandwiched in between two cul-de-sac neighborhoods. He was told he couldn’t develop with the cul-de-sac to 

the south, due to utility limitations. He was told if he developed it would have to be through the proposed 

subdivision, which borders his property to the north. He felt like his property was getting sandwiched in 

without utilities. He accesses his property from an undeveloped road.  

 

Randall Isham His property borders proposed lots 4, 5, and 6. He has concerns with storm water flows, 

fencing, and dust control. He cited City ordinance requiring a white vinyl fence between agricultural and 

residential zones, which he concurred. He would like to see more dust control implemented, and more water 

truck runs. He thinks they should have water trucks go through every half hour or hour, during excavation. 

His house and car were covered with dust during excavation. He is on well water, until City water becomes 

available.   
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Kelly Cabot She was concerned with steep slope on the road. She’s retired law enforcement and has seen 

many accidents with buses which could be a concern with the grade and the mountain. The area needed more 

recreational forestry, and deer were running out of places to live. She thought lot 17 and the lots behind 

would eat up the mountain and take away the forestry. The road near her does not get plowed and she can’t 

imagine a higher slope.  

 

Sherrie Ricks comment was read by Deputy Recorder Thorpe. 

File # S2020-047 

My statement today is concerning parcel # 32-10-200-015-0000 and why I believe it should not be included as 

a part of the Valhalla Subdivision.  

My reasons are 3 fold: 

1- Valhalla is being presented and justified as an A-.25 zone. The density the developer is looking for is 

permitted only by the A-.25 zone. Currently this parcel is Forestry 2.5. The applicant is requesting a zone 

change to A-.5. Even if that’s approved you’re being asked to use a lower density zone to justify additional 

density in a higher density zone. This feels like filling a produce bag 2/3 full of apples and then a third with 

pomegranates and paying at check out as if the whole bag were apples. 

2- This parcel isn’t really being developed. Half of the parcel cannot be developed because of grade, 

much of the rest of it is already developed, the two lots being reserved are not being built with this project. 

Only a  portion of one lot in this project is actually on this parcel. What this tells me, is that the parcel has 

only been included to pad density for the real project. 

3- The existing home on the parcel creates a need for a flag lot. However according to code 10-29-18 B-5 

“A flag lot shall not be created as part of a subdivision where there are more than two (2) lots in the 

subdivision”. So the flag lot cannot legally exist as part of the 35 lot subdivision. However, if the parcel 

remains separate from the subdivision it can be created. 

I fully support the landowner, the developer, and the builder’s rights to develop, and welcome their project, 

so long as if FULLY fits with current zoning and development codes. We as residents and the city should 

never stand in the way of development rights or profit. Equally it should never be the city that bends rules to 

help them make a profit. The value of land is based on its potential only within the law 

 

Chair Berbert left the public hearing open. 

 

Commissioners debated options for the street configuration. They mentioned the current proposal was too 

steep and needed to be broken into separate sections, to decrease the slope.  Lots should be larger and the 

density table needed to be reviewed. Drainage should be improved to decrease water flow onto other 

landowner properties. A solution for the land to the south that was becoming landlocked was needed 

immediately. The many issues with density, safety, cars speeding down the road, and drainage were to all be 

addressed before further subdivision would be considered. The high risk for fire danger and evacuation would 

create severe problems. They questioned if lot 10 was even buildable, due to the grade, and questioned 

accessibility for lot 21.   
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Commissioner Adam Jacobson moved to continue without date item 3.2 file number S2020-047 Preliminary Plat for a 35 Lot 

Subdivision known as Valhalla (Public Hearing) for staff and applicant to address all the items discussed. Commissioner Andy 

Powell seconded the motion.  

The vote was recorded as follows: 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson Aye 

Commissioner Heather Garcia Aye 

Commissioner Andy Powell Aye 

Commissioner Lorin Palmer Aye 

Commissioner Andrea Bradford Aye 

Commissioner Jackson Ferguson Aye 

The motion passed unanimously.  

 

 

 

Assistant City Planner MacDonald explained this was a recommendation to the City Council. She identified 

the unbuildable, hillside area.   

 

Applicant James Horsley said the rezone was proposed for a small section of the five acres. Some property 

would be deeded to the city for preservation. The homes on lots ten and eleven were for grown children of 

the current property owners. Commissioners discussed buildability on the hillside and acceptable buffers to 

FR-2.5 zones. The applicant stated the half-acre lots would buffer the hillside. Commissioners requested good 

transitions between zones.  

 

Chair Berbert opened the public hearing.  

 

Curtis Brinkerhoff spoke representing a group. He stated zoning amendments required a neighborhood 

meeting, which did not happen. The forestry recreation area needed to be protected. The rezone should 

be considered separately as changes there influence the existing neighborhood. Redirecting water and 
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detention ponds would mean lost recreation area. Density credits should not be given for the donation of 

landlocked property. Some property sizes are slightly less than .25 or .50. Forestry rezoning should not 

happen without a park in the development. Neighboring communities submitted a fee in lieu, and they 

should only be allowed when something good for the community was offered. It does not make sense to 

award development credits for curb and gutter on roads that should already be completed.  The snow-

covered road has caused a school bus to slide into his yard, and he has helped push cars up the street. The 

detention backs up to his yard and he had to build a six-foot concrete wall with footing. If this passes, 

more would be needed. The lack of a community meeting was a concern. Any new development needed 

to be successful for the community and safe for kids.   

 

Chance Gledhill is for the zone change. If it is granted, he will submit an application for the same thing, 

for the property he owns just south of this.  

 

Rebekah Brinkerhoff She believed the natural hillside features should be preserved, the forestry 

recreation zones are rare and should be kept. She did not support further subdivision and buildable areas 

should be determined. The emphasis should be to protect natural areas. The greater than 30% slope areas 

were technically not buildable, and the current zone should not change.   

 

Deputy Recorder Thorpe read the following comments: 

 

Mrs. Villagrana Asked if lot 19 would get any bigger.  

 

Matthew and Teresa Sanders 

Dear Planning Department, I would like to voice my complete dissent of the plan to rezone FR-2.5.  This 

action will degrade the beautiful small amount of nature left that we have behind us. Once it is rezoned and 

houses built it cannot be undone. Do not allow this plan to occur and destroy more of our beautiful scenery.   

 

Chair Berbert closed the public hearing. 

 

Commissioners expressed that rezones should only be approved if they add something to the community. 

In this instance, the only additions were a couple homes. Any rezone of this land should go no smaller 

than A-1, and should include a park or trail access. Assistant City Planner MacDonald clarified 

Neighborhood meetings were required for subdivisions and rezones. In this instance, only one was done 

for the subdivision. Commissioners stated one should take place for the rezone, before moving forward. 

City Attorney Chase Andrizzi felt it was up to the Commission. They could proceed without the 

neighborhood meeting, if they chose. The original application requested rezone for the entire five acres. 

It was the understanding of the Commissioners the applicant wanted half acres lots on the area near the 

existing three lots, not on the flag lot portion, with the red highlighted section donated to the City.  

The application stated the rezone applied to the entire five acres however, applicant James Horsley stated 
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he requested that be changed, but did not get a response from staff.  The staff recommendation was for 

rezone for the portion of the property not located in the hillside overlay zone. Commissioners debated 

potential lot distribution. The areas still needed to be re-worked, before presentation to City Council.  

 

Commissioner Andy Powell moved to recommend the City Council not approve, as currently shown, item 4.1 file number Z2020-

060 Rezone Property from FR-2.5 (Forestry Recreation) to A-.50 (Agricultural – 21,780 sq ft minimum) for the Proposed 

Valhalla Subdivision (Public Hearing) due to the lack of transition from the FR-2.5 to the A-.25. Commissioner Adam 

Jacobson seconded the motion. 

 

The vote was recorded as follows: 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson  Aye 

Commissioner Heather Garcia             Aye 

Commissioner Andy Powell   Aye 

Commissioner Lorin Palmer                    Aye 

Commissioner Andrea Bradford  Aye 

Commissioner Jackson Ferguson  Aye 

The motion passed unanimously. 

 

 

Commissioner Jacobson requested staff from the planning department be in the room to control the 

PowerPoint at future meetings. Chair Berbert offered clarification that the pump track was actually 

continued, not denied, as had been stated by a staff member.    

 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson moved to adjourn the meeting at 9:47 p.m. and reconvene to the work meeting, all voted aye.  

 

Commissioner Adam Jacobson moved to reconvene the work meeting at 9:55 p.m. and all were in favor.  

  

Commissioner Berbert highlighted the importance of fiber to facilitate business. FFKR Susie Petheram 

mentioned CARES funding grants the City could pursue for economic development. Commissioners 

expressed a desire to slow down development for now, because traffic is so bad getting in and out of 

Herriman. Current retail changes, due to Covid-19, more people working from home, and businesses not 

renewing leases may create need for more live/work units. Ordinance changes were needed to solve 

access problems for some home businesses with multiple pickup and drop off times. Only certain housing 



September 17, 2020 – Planning Commission Minutes                                            Page 13 of 13 

 

 

types and larger lot sizes should allow Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU). Vacation Rentals By Owner 

(VRBO) should be limited to areas with large lots and off street parking. The City needed more adventure 

recreation features such as sledding hills, camping, golf courses and mountain biking trails. All things 

should be considered to draw different people to the area.  

 

Commissioner Jacobson moved to adjourn the work meeting at 11:23 PM and all voted aye. 

I, Wendy Thorpe, Deputy City Recorder for Herriman City, hereby certify that the foregoing minutes 

represent a true, accurate and complete record of the meeting held on September 17, 2020.  This 

document constitutes the official minutes for the Herriman City Planning Commission Meeting. 

  

 

      

Wendy Thorpe 

Deputy City Recorder 

 

 


