
  

MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN  

CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

 

Wednesday, August 14, 2019 

5:30 p.m. 

Council Chambers 

8000 South Redwood Road 

West Jordan, Utah 84088 

________________________________________________________________________ 

 

COUNCIL: Mayor Jim Riding, and Council Members Alan Anderson, Dirk  

Burton, Chad R. Lamb, Chris M. McConnehey, and Kayleen Whitelock. 

Council Member Zach Jacob arrived at 6:52 p.m. 

 

STAFF: David R. Brickey, City Manager; Korban Lee, Assistant City Manager; 

Paul Dodd, Civil Litigator; Scott Langford, Community Development 

Director; Danyce Steck, Finance Director; Brock Hudson, Community 

Preservation Director; Derek Maxfield, Fire Chief; Travis Rees, Deputy 

Police Chief; Dave Murphy, Capital Improvement Projects Manager; Lisa 

Elgin, Associate Planner; Paul Coates, Business Development Manager; 

Ray McCandless, Senior Planner; Tauni Barker, Communications and 

Events Manager; and Jamie Brooks, Interim City Clerk. 

 

I. CALL TO ORDER   

Mayor Riding called the meeting to order at 5:37 p.m.   

 

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Paul Coates. 

      

III. CITIZEN COMMENTS 

A West Jordan resident identified as Sally (unknown last name) said she was not in favor 

of the City approving large commercial development behind her residential property. She 

said she was in favor of residential development or public space. 

 

Kay Johnson, West Jordan resident, said he had been a resident in the area for a long time 

and had seen a lot of growth in the last few years, which he said he believed made it 

important to preserve existing residential zoning. He said he would not want to see erosion 

of the neighborhood for the sake of profit. 

 

Altair Kaminski, West Jordan resident, said she was concerned with the cavalier attitude 

the City appeared to take with the safety of citizens. She referred to the continued 

obstruction of a fire hydrant, and the failure to replace a damaged fire hydrant. 

  

There was no one else who wished to speak 

 

IV. COMMUNICATION  
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 STAFF COMMENTS/REPORTS   

David Brickey –  

• Reminded those present of the Gardner Heritage Farm Open House scheduled for 

August 15. 

• Updated the Council on the Wild West Jordan playground, which was anticipated 

to be completed in October. 

 

Korban Lee –  

• Updated the Council on progress of the Community Art Center project. Bids were 

received from seven architectural firms, with one firm unanimously selected for 

reference check and contract negotiation. 

 

CITY COUNCIL COMMENTS/REPORTS    

Councilmember Anderson –  

• Asked about the timeline for the Community Art Center project. Mr. Lee explained 

that it was anticipated that design work would occur over the fall and winter 

months, with a construction bid in early spring of 2020. 

 

Councilmember Whitelock –  

• Thanked everyone who chose to run for office and commended those who ran 

clean campaigns. 

 

Mayor Riding –  

• Echoed the reminder about the Gardner Heritage Farm Open House scheduled for 

August 15.     

   

V. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER FOR APPROVAL 

ORDINANCE 19-24, REZONING 3.69 ACRES FROM RR-1D (RURAL 

RESIDENTIAL 1-ACRE LOTS) ZONE TO RR-20D (RURAL 

RESIDENTIAL 20,000 SQUARE FOOT MINIMUM LOTS) ZONE; 

BROOKS PROPERTIES/KURT BROOKS, APPLICANT. 

Lisa Elgin explained that the applicant was proposing to rezone the subject properties in 

order to subdivide the area into five lots for the family to build homes together.  The 

property was designated as Very Low Density Residential on the Future Land Use Map, 

which allowed the proposed RR-20D Zone District.   

 

The parcels currently had two existing houses and several accessory buildings located on 

them, along with outside storage including many old vehicles.   

 

The proposed subdivision would be required to dedicate land for a future public road 

which would run down the east side of the development connecting to the south, with land 

already dedicated to the City connecting to 8750 South.  The road would also stub to the 

west for future development on the neighboring parcels.   
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The zoning and land uses surrounding the subject property were as follows: 

 

  Future Land Use Zoning Existing Land Use 

North  Light Industrial M-1 Manufacturing, General 

South  Very Low Density Residential RR-1D Single-family Residential 

West  Very Low Density Residential RR-1D Single-family Residential 

East Very Low Density Residential RR-1D Single-family Residential 

 

Section 13-7D-7(A): Amendments to the Zoning Map 

 

Prior to approving an amendment to the Zoning Map, the City Council made the following 

findings: 

 

Criteria 1:   The proposed amendment was consistent with the purposes, goals, 

objectives, and policies of the City’s General Plan. 

 

Discussion: The subject property was designated Low Density Residential 

on the future land use map.  This designation allowed for up to two 

residential units per acre.  This proposal was for 1.36 units per acre.   

 

Implementation Measure No. 1 of Goal No. 1 of the Residential Goals and 

Policies stated, “Implement street design standards for residential 

subdivisions that provide an interconnected street system, greater 

distribution of traffic and route flexibility…”  The proposed subdivision 

would connect to a piece of land already dedicated to the City, which 

would connect to 8750 South.  It also provided a stub into a possible future 

development to the west and had been designed to accommodate possible 

future homes to the east.  
 

Finding: The proposed zone change was consistent with the purposes, 

goals, objectives, and policies of the City’s General Plan. 

 

Criteria 2:  The proposed amendment would result in compatible land use 

relationships and would not adversely affect adjacent properties. 

 

Discussion:  The primary use of the neighboring parcels was residential.  

The proposed subdivision of minimum half-acre residential lots fit within 

the General Plan designation and added only an additional three units to 

what currently existed.  The subject parcels were littered with storage of 

old cars, trucks, recreational vehicles, trailers, and a large pile of dirt.  The 

current configuration of the four parcels left the two southern parcels 

unbuildable, one of them being landlocked.  The proposed development 

would clean up the four parcels and use the land as residential.  
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Finding: The proposed amendment would result in compatible land use 

relationships and would not adversely affect adjacent properties.  

 

Criteria 3:  The proposed amendment would further the public health, safety and 

general welfare of the citizens of the city. 

 

Discussion: The RR-20D Zone District had specific standards that would 

be met when the property was developed. The RR-20D Zone was 

compatible with the existing zones in the surrounding area and was 

consistent with the General Plan.   

 

Finding: The proposed amendment would further the public health, safety 

and general welfare of the citizens of the city.  

   

Criteria 4:   The proposed amendment would not unduly impact the adequacy of 

public services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area and 

property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change, 

such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and 

roadways. 
 

Discussion: The Engineering Department had determined that the City had 

the ability to service the development with water, sewer, refuse, streets and 

storm drainage subject to developer-constructed improvements.  The Fire 

Department would review the proposed development at the time of site 

plan application to ensure full serviceability.  
 

Finding: The proposed amendment would not unduly impact the adequacy 

of public services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area 

and property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change, 

such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer, refuse, 

and roadways.  

 

Criteria 5:    The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions of any 

applicable overlay zoning districts that may impose additional standards. 
 

Discussion:  The subject parcels were not located within any overlay 

zone district. 
 

Finding:  The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions of 

any applicable overlay zoning districts that may impose additional 

standards.  
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Ms. Elgin concluded that staff supported the proposed Zoning Map Amendment 

associated with this request, believing that the intended half-acre lots for this area would 

be compatible with adjoining land uses and with the neighborhood.  

 

Mayor Riding opened the public hearing. 

 

Kurt Brooks, developer on the project, clarified they were not trying to change the zoning 

on the south side of the canal. He pointed out that one of the four parcels on the subject 

property was landlocked. 

 

No one else wished to comment. Mayor Riding closed the public hearing. 

 

Councilmember Whitelock asked why a road would be necessary at the subject location. 

Scott Langford said he did not see a significant need at that time for the proposed road. 

 

Councilmember Lamb pointed out the decision made by the Council would result in either 

four houses or five houses for the property owner. 

 

Councilmember McConnehey said it seemed that approval of the application would be 

“spot zoning”, which was something to avoid according to the City’s General Plan. Ms. 

Elgin responded that the General Plan allowed for both zone districts within that 

designation. Mr. Langford added that both zones were compatible with the surrounding 

neighborhood. Councilmember Anderson said that, although the project might fit within 

the General Plan, it still felt like spot zoning. 

 

Councilmember Whitelock commented that once one property rezoned and developed in 

that manner, others tended to follow. She said she believed the areas zoned low residential 

were part of what made West Jordan what it was. She said she did not see a need for the 

proposed road. 

 

Ms. Elgin stated the proposed road would make development of the parcel to the east of 

the proposed road possible, since the property to the east was too narrow for a road. 

Councilmember McConnehey asked if staff would recommend additional stub roads if 

other long, narrow properties in the area wanted to develop in a similar manner. He said 

he was not sure he was interested in the City adopting another long stub street that may or 

may not ever be finished. 

 

Councilmember Burton asked Mr. Langford how spot zoning differed from infill. Mr. 

Langford responded that the definition of spot zoning differed from city to city. Infill 

could be considered spot zoning from some perspectives. He said staff looked at context 

and focused on highest and best use with infill development. It was the Council’s 

responsibility to determine if the proposed development was right for the neighborhood. 

 

MOTION:  Councilmember Burton moved to approve Ordinance No. 19-24 to 

rezone from RR-1D (Rural Residential 1-acre lots) Zone District to 
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RR-20D (Rural Residential 20,000 square foot minimum lots) Zone 

District 3.69 acres located at 2973 West Haun Dr., 2997 West Haun 

Dr., and 3055 West Haun Dr. Mayor Riding seconded the motion. 

 

A roll call vote was taken 

 

Councilmember Anderson  No   

Councilmember Burton  Yes  

Councilmember Jacob   Absent      

Councilmember Lamb  No     

Councilmember McConnehey No     

Councilmember Whitelock   No 

Mayor Riding    Yes    

 

The motion failed 2-4.   

 

RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER FOR ADOPTION 

ORDINANCE 19-25, REZONING 22.81 ACRES FROM P-C (PLANNED 

COMMUNITY) ZONE TO SC-3 (REGIONAL SHOPPING CENTER) 

ZONE FOR WEST JORDAN MARKETPLACE COMMERCIAL 

LOCATED AT 9204 SOUTH 5600 WEST; CITY OF WEST JORDAN, 

APPLICANT 

Ray McCandless explained that the City of West Jordan owned five parcels of land (22.81 

acres) located at 9204 South 5600 West. The property was zoned P-C (Planned 

Community) and was vacant.  The Economic Development Department indicated that the 

City had been receiving some interest in developing the property, and due to changes in 

the area, including construction of the Mountain View Corridor, requested that the 

property be rezoned.  

 

On July 16, 2019, the Planning Commission in a 7-0 vote forwarded a positive 

recommendation to the City Council to approve the rezoning request.  

 

 The request was to rezone the property from a P-C (Planned Community) to a SC-3 

(Regional Shopping Center).  

 

   The surrounding zoning and land uses were as follows: 

 

  Existing Land Use Zoning 

North  Vacant SC-3 

South  Light Industrial M-1 

East  Multi-family Residential P-C 

West 

Mountain View Corridor/ 

Vacant Property   P-C  
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Section 13-7D-7(A): Amendments to the Zoning Map 

 

Prior to approving an amendment to the Zoning Map, the City Council made the following 

findings: 

 

Criteria 1:   The proposed amendment was consistent with the purposes, goals, 

objectives, and policies of the City’s General Plan. 

 

Discussion: The Future Land Use Map designated this property as 

Regional Commercial. The proposed SC-3 (Regional Commercial) zoning 

was consistent with the Future Land Use Map.     

 

Finding: The proposed amendment was consistent with the purposes, 

goals, objectives, and policies of the City’s General Plan. 

 

Criteria 2:  The proposed amendment would result in compatible land use 

relationships and would not adversely affect adjacent properties. 

 

Discussion: Uses allowed in the P-C zone include limited commercial and 

residential. As this property was bordered by two arterial streets and the 

Mountain View Corridor, Staff was of the opinion that the SC-3 zone, 

which allowed more intensive commercial uses, was a better fit for the 

area. Any buildings constructed on this property would be at least 150’ 

away from the residential buildings to the West. There were no 

compatibility concerns with land uses to the north, south, or west of this 

site.  

 

Staff did not anticipate that the SC-3 zoning would create adverse land use 

relationships with adjacent properties.  
 

Finding: The proposed amendment would result in compatible land use 

relationships and would not adversely affect adjacent properties. 

 

Criteria 3:  The proposed amendment would further the public health, safety and 

general welfare of the citizens of the city. 

 

Discussion: The proposed rezoning would not adversely affect public 

health, safety or welfare. Rezoning the property would facilitate 

development of the property, which would improve the overall quality of 

life for West Jordan residents.    

 

Finding: The proposed amendment would further the public health, safety 

and general welfare of the citizens of the city.  
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Criteria 4:   The proposed amendment would not unduly impact the adequacy of 

public services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area and 

property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change, 

such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and 

roadways. 
 

Discussion: The proposed rezoning would not affect any public 

utilities.  
 

Finding: The proposed amendment would not unduly impact the adequacy 

of public services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area 

and property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change, 

such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and 

roadways.  

 

Criteria 5:    The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions of any 

applicable overlay zoning districts that may impose additional standards. 
 

Discussion:  The property was in a Drinking Water Source Protection 

Overlay Zone. Compliance with the standards in this overlay zone 

would be reviewed during the site plan review process when 

applications for specific projects were submitted.  
 

Finding: The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions of 

any applicable overlay zoning districts that might impose additional 

standards.  

  

Staff supported the proposed Zoning Map amendment. 

 

Councilmember Anderson asked what the impact would be on the Community 

Commercial on the east side of 5600 West. Mr. McCandless responded that the focus was 

usually on neighborhood commercial rather than regional commercial in planned 

community zones. 

 

Councilmember Lamb asked if an applicant was currently interested in the property.  Mr. 

McCandless responded there was not an applicant interested in building on the property at 

that time. 

 

Mayor Riding opened the public hearing.  Seeing that no one wished to comment, he  then 

closed the public hearing. 

 

Councilmember Burton asked what prompted the proposed amendment at that time. Staff 

responded they were trying to be proactive in providing the most options for desired 

development. 
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Councilmember Whitelock said she liked the idea because she felt development along 

freeways should be commercial. 

 

MOTION:  Councilmember McConnehey moved to approve Ordinance 19-25, 

rezoning 22.81 acres from P-C (Planned Community) Zone to SC-3 

(Regional Shopping Center) Zone for West Jordan Marketplace 

Commercial located at 9204 South 5600 West. Councilmember 

Whitelock seconded the motion.                  

 

A roll call vote was taken 

 

Councilmember Anderson  Yes 

Councilmember Burton  Yes  

Councilmember Jacob   Absent      

Councilmember Lamb  Yes       

Councilmember McConnehey Yes     

Councilmember Whitelock   Yes        

Mayor Riding    Yes    

 

The motion passed 6-0.   

 

 RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER FOR ADOPTION 

ORDINANCE 19-26, AMENDING THE GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP 

FOR 12.084 ACRES FROM PUBLIC FACILITIES TO COMMUNITY 

COMMERCIAL AND REZONE FOR P-F (PUBLIC FACILITIES) ZONE 

TO C-M (HEAVY COMMERCIAL) ZONE; WEST RIDGE 

ACADEMY/JOHN STOHLTON, APPLICANT 

Ray McCandless explained that the applicant requested that two pieces of property that 

were part of the West Ridge Academy be rezoned from Public Facilities (P-F) to Heavy 

Commercial (C-M) and that the Future Land Use Map in the General Plan be amended 

from Public Facilities to Community Commercial to reflect the proposed zoning. These 

two pieces of property were located at 5500 West Bagley Park Road.  

 

The Planning Commission held a public hearing on this item on July 16, 2019. In a 5-2 

vote, the Planning Commission recommended that the City Council deny the request.   

 

These properties were located on the south and west sides of the West Ridge Academy. 

Both properties fronted onto Bagley Park Road. The west property was 5 acres and the 

East property was 7 acres for a combined total of 12 acres. The applicant intended to 

subdivide these properties into several lots sometime in the future.  

 

The zoning and land uses surrounding the subject property were as follows: 
 

  Future Land Use Zoning Existing Land Use 
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North  Public Facilities P-F Boys and Girls Ranch 

South  Public Facilities M-1 Industrial 

West  Industrial M-1 Industrial 

East Medium Density Residential   R-1-10D Single-Family Residential 

Section 13-7C-6: Amendments to the Land Use Map 

In considering a General Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment, the City Council made 

the following findings: 

 
Finding A:   The proposed amendment conformed to and was consistent with the 

adopted goals, objectives, and policies set forth in the City General Plan. 

 

 Discussion:   As previously noted, the applicant was proposing to amend 

the Future Land Use Map from Public Facilities to Community 

Commercial and rezone the property from P-F (Public Facilities) to C-M 

(Heavy Commercial) to accommodate two future industrial subdivisions. 

This property was part of the Westridge Academy. It was anticipated that 

this property would eventually be used for expansion of the academy; 

however, the land was no longer needed and was proposed to be converted 

into heavy commercial property. 

 

 The C-M zoning district as noted in the following definition was 

considered a transitional zone between commercial and light industrial land 

uses. It could also serve as a transitional zone between residential and 

industrial: 

 

 “The heavy commercial (C-M) zone is established to provide an area in 

which a congruous mixture of retail, commercial warehousing, heavy 

commercial and light manufacturing uses may be located. The zone is to be 

used primarily as a transitional zone between industrial areas and 

residential areas and/or lighter commercial districts. The zone is also 

intended to provide for the location of manufacturing and warehousing 

operations that are operated in conjunction with and incidental to a retail 

commercial establishment. The uses characteristic of this zone will be 

warehouses, light manufacturing or assembly plants, machine shops, 

automobile repair facilities, furniture and appliance repair, tire recapping, 

and building materials stores and yards. Buildings and grounds that 

combine utility and attractive appearance should characterize the C-M 

zone. The utility of buildings, parking areas and loading facilities should be 

softened with landscaped areas along all street frontages.” 

 

 The General Plan stated the following:  
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 “Manufacturing, processing, warehousing, distribution, and similar 

functions should be sufficiently buffered from incompatible land uses, 

especially residential areas.” (Page 48) 

 

 Uses found in the City’s manufacturing zoning districts commonly emit 

noise, odor and use hazardous materials, which could create problems 

when located next to residential uses. Given these goals, a Light Industrial 

designation (which was the most intensive land use designation on the 

Future Land Use Map) would not be appropriate for this site. In staff’s 

view, the applicant’s request for Community Commercial would be the 

most appropriate designation for this property. 

 

 Finding:  The proposed amendment conformed to and was consistent with 

the adopted goals, objectives, and policies set forth in the City General 

Plan. 

 

Finding B:  The development pattern contained on the land use plan inadequately 

provided the appropriate optional sites for the use and/or change 

proposed in the amendment.   
 

Discussion: Page 54 of the General Plan stated the following: 

 

  “The primary goal in determining future land uses is to determine future 

development patterns which build upon already existing and established 

patterns. It is also meant to provide for effective and sustainable uses of 

land in a way that best promotes compatibility between those uses in order 

to maintain the integrity of the community.” 

 

Bagley Park Road served as the boundary between the industrial uses to the 

south and the Westridge Academy. Although in one regard it would have 

made sense to have the same land use designation on both sides of the 

street, the greater concern was moving industrial land uses closer to 

established residential areas. Changing the land use designation from 

Public Facilities to Community Commercial promoted better compatibility 

between established land uses than would an industrial land use 

designation.  

 

Other areas in the City were designated as Community Commercial. 

However, the Community Commercial designation on this property was 

appropriate as it served as a transition between industrial and residential 

land uses.  

 

Finding: Although there were other optional locations in the City where 

Community Commercial could be located, a Community Commercial land 

use designation at this location was appropriate as the adjoining land uses 
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were already established. A Community Commercial land use designation 

would serve as a transition between these uses.      

 

Finding C:  The proposed amendment would be compatible with other land uses, 

existing or planned, in the vicinity. 
 

Discussion: As noted in Finding B above, the amendment would improve 

the compatibility with the adjoining residential land use and would serve as 

a buffer between the existing industrial area and the future residential 

neighborhood (Boulder Ranch Subdivision) to the north.  

 

Finding: The proposed amendment was compatible with other land uses, 

existing or planned, in the vicinity.  

 

Finding D:  The proposed amendment constituted an overall improvement to the 

adopted general land use map and was not solely for the good or benefit 

of a particular person or entity.  
 

Discussion: The proposed amendment would be an improvement to the 

Future Land Use map for the reasons previously described. Although both 

the Westridge Academy and future property owner would benefit from the 

proposed amendment, designating the property as Community Commercial 

on the Future Land Use Map would benefit the City as a whole.   

 

Finding: The proposed amendment constituted an overall improvement to 

the adopted general land use map and was not solely for the good or benefit 

of a particular person or entity. 
 

Finding E:  The proposed amendment would not adversely impact the neighborhood 

and community as a whole by significantly altering acceptable land use 

patterns and requiring larger and more expensive public infrastructure 

improvements, including, but not limited to, roads, water, wastewater and 

public safety facilities, than would otherwise be needed without the 

proposed change.  
 

Discussion: The proposed amendment would not adversely impact the 

neighborhood by allowing the more intensive heavy commercial land uses 

to encroach closer to residential uses. The infrastructure in the area was 

adequate for the proposed development including roads, water, wastewater 

and public safety facilities.  The properties would connect directly to 

Bagley Park Road.  

 

Finding: The proposed amendment would not adversely impact the 

neighborhood and community as a whole by significantly altering 

acceptable land use patterns and requiring larger and more expensive 
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public infrastructure improvements, including, but not limited to, roads, 

water, wastewater and public safety facilities, than would otherwise be 

needed without the proposed change. 

 

Finding F:  The proposed amendment was consistent with other adopted plans, codes 

and ordinances. 
 

Discussion: The amendment was reviewed for consistency with the City’s 

General Plan, the zoning ordinance and adopted engineering standards. As 

noted above, the proposed amendment was consistent with the goals or 

policies of the General Plan.    

 

Finding: The proposed amendment was consistent with other adopted 

plans, codes and ordinances. 

Section 13-7D-7(A): Amendments to the Zoning Map 

 
Prior to recommending approval of an amendment to the Zoning Map, the Planning 

Commission made the following findings: 

 

Criteria 1:   The proposed amendment was consistent with the purposes, goals, 

objectives, and policies of the City’s General Plan. 

 

Discussion:  The C-M zone was defined as follows:  
 

This was discussed in Finding A of the Amendments to the Land Use Map 

section of this report.     

 

Finding: The proposed amendment was consistent with purposes, goals, 

objectives and policies of the City’s General Plan. 

 

Criteria 2:  The proposed amendment would result in compatible land use 

relationships and would not adversely affect adjacent properties. 
 

Discussion: This was discussed in Finding C of the Amendments to the 

Land Use Map section of this report. The Planning Commission disagreed 

with Staff on this finding. Several members of the Planning Commission 

felt that rezoning the property to a C-M zoning district would adversely 

affect adjacent properties.  

 

Finding: The proposed amendment would result in compatible land use 

relationships and might adversely affect adjacent properties.  

 

Criteria 3:  The proposed amendment furthered the public health, safety and general 

welfare of the citizens of the City. 
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Discussion: Bringing land uses which generate noise, odors, heavy truck 

traffic and use hazardous materials closer to established and future 

residential land uses would not further public health or safety. For this 

reason, the C-M zone was appropriate for this property, as it would not 

allow industrial uses that generate noise, odors, heavy truck traffic or the 

use of hazardous materials.  

 

Finding: The proposed amendment furthered the public health, safety and 

general welfare of the citizens of the city.  

 

Criteria 4:   The proposed amendment would not unduly impact the adequacy of 

public services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area and 

property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change, 

such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and 

roadways. 

 

Discussion: The Engineering Department determined that the City had the 

ability to service the development with water (with system upgrades) 

sewer, streets and storm drainage subject to developer constructed 

improvements at the time of subdivision plat approval.  The Fire 

Department would review the proposed development at the time of 

subdivision and site plan application to ensure full serviceability.   

 
Finding: The proposed amendment would not unduly impact the adequacy 

of public services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area 

and property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change, 

such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and 

roadways.  

 

Criteria 5:    The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions of any 

applicable overlay zoning districts that may impose additional standards. 

 

Discussion:  The property was in the Drinking Water Source Protection 

Overlay Zone. Industrial land uses might require conditional use approval 

to mediate any potential groundwater contamination issues. Ground water 

protection would be addressed when the property was developed.  

 

Finding: The proposed amendment if approved might trigger conditional 

use approval for uses within the Drinking Water Source Protection Overlay 

Zone to mediate any potential groundwater contamination concerns.   

 

Mr. McCandless said staff supported the proposed Land Use Map or Zoning Map 

amendment associated with this request for the reasons discussed.  
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Mr. McCandless and Mr. Langford explained that residential development would not be 

recommended on the subject property due to land grade and existing critical infrastructure.  

Councilmember Whitelock asked what other uses would be possible. Staff did not have a 

response. 

 

Responding to a question from Councilmember Anderson, staff confirmed the Council 

could approve one site and not the other. Councilmember Anderson said he would not 

want to approve Site 2 without further restrictions to buffer neighboring residential. 

 

Mayor Riding agreed with the suggestion to vote on the sites separately and then opened 

the public hearing. 

 

Kirk Baumgartner, West Jordan resident, said his home was right behind Site 2 and he was 

not in favor of putting a large commercial building right behind his home. He said the 

neighborhood already experienced plenty of commercial issues, and he would not be in 

favor of adding to those problems. 

 

Troy Wolverton, on behalf of the applicant, emphasized that the application could meet 

the goals and objectives of the General Plan. He stated the City-held detention basin in the 

neighborhood was a buffer for the residential units in the area. He agreed that commercial 

development would mean change and have an impact on the neighboring residential. 

 

Councilmember Burton said he appreciated that West Ridge Academy was in West 

Jordan. He asked if the Academy’s long-term plans had changed, considering the fact they 

were selling off parts of the property. John Stohlton, applicant, responded that the existing 

facilities and space would accommodate the Academy’s needs. 

 

Councilmember McConnehey said he did not have an issue with the parcel to the west and 

would prefer to approve the west parcel and table the parcel to the east. He said he leaned 

more toward protecting the existing residential property owners and would want to see 

evidence that a sufficient buffer would be in place. 

 

Councilmember Jacob arrived at 6:52 p.m. 

 

Responding to a question from Councilmember Burton, Mr. McCandless explained that 

both light industrial and C-M allowed light industrial uses. The uses allowed in C-M were 

less intensive than those allowed for light industrial.  

 

Councilmember Lamb agreed with approving Site 1 but not Site 2. He said he would want 

to make sure sufficient buffers were in place for Site 2. 

 

MOTION:  Councilmember McConnehey moved to table this item to no later than 

the second Council meeting in October. Councilmember Whitelock 

seconded the motion.                  
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Councilmember Jacob said he would rather approve Site 1 and table Site 2. 

Councilmember McConnehey explained that staff had expressed a desire for the Council 

to table the entire application if tabling was the intent. 

 

A roll call vote was taken 

 

Councilmember Anderson  Yes 

Councilmember Burton  Yes  

Councilmember Jacob   Yes 

Councilmember Lamb  Yes       

Councilmember McConnehey Yes     

Councilmember Whitelock   Yes        

Mayor Riding    Yes    

 

The motion passed 7-0.   

 

VI. CONSENT ITEMS 

a. Approve Resolution 19-149, authorizing the Mayor to execute Amendment No. 1 

to the Professional Services Agreement with Bowen Collins & Associates to 

design a pitched roof for the Well No. 4 Project in an amount not to exceed 

$3,368.00 

 
b. Approve Resolution 19-150, authorizing the Mayor to enter into a Cooperative 

Interlocal Agreement with UDOT which will outline UDOT’s use of Dixie Valley 

Park for an aqueduct relations project prior to beginning construction on the 6200 

South Bangerter Highway bridge project  

 

c. Approve Resolution 19-151, declaring a city-owned mobile home located at 1415 

West Bridgeport Way surplus property and authorizing the City Manager to 

dispose of it in accordance with § 3-1-14 of the West Jordan Municipal Code 

 
d. Approve Resolution 19-152, authorizing the Mayor to approve a financing 

agreement with Zions Bank for the purchase of an ambulance and fire engine 

 

e. Approve Resolution 19-153, authorizing the Mayor to execute Change Order No. 1 

to the contract with Rulon Harper Construction, Inc. for the 7000 South Railroad 

Crossing Project for an amount not to exceed $166,894.53 

 
f. Approve Resolution 19-148, authorizing the Mayor to execute a Development 

Agreement between the City of West Jordan and Seefried Industrial Properties 

 

MOTION:  Councilmember Anderson moved to approve all Consent Items. 

Councilmember McConnehey seconded the motion. 

 

A roll call vote was taken 
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Councilmember Anderson  Yes    

Councilmember Burton  Yes  

Councilmember Jacob   Yes      

Councilmember Lamb  Yes       

Councilmember McConnehey Yes     

Councilmember Whitelock   Yes        

Mayor Riding    Yes    

 

The motion passed 7-0.   

 

VII. CONSENT ITEM DISCUSSION 

No consent items were pulled for further discussion. 

 

VIII. REMARKS 

There were no additional remarks.  

   

IX. WORKSHOP 

Korban Lee explained that staff had discussed possible remodeling of the City Hall 

building to better accommodate the upcoming change of government. He asked for 

Council direction regarding whether to continue at that time or wait until the next Council 

was in place.  

 

Councilmember McConnehey said he was not ready to have the conversation at that time 

considering the many considerations involved with the change in government. He 

suggested that discussions begin in late November when election results were known and 

continue into January with the new City Council. Councilmember Whitelock agreed with 

waiting until the election was over. 

 

Councilmember Lamb said he visited Sandy City offices recently to get an idea of what 

would be needed. He did not feel that remodeling would not be necessary, and suggested 

designating the current Council office, the conference room, and one specific staff office 

as the Council offices beginning January 2020 and save discussion of further changes for 

the new year.  

 

X. CLOSED SESSION  

DISCUSSION OF THE CHARACTER, PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE, 

OR PHYSICAL OR MENTAL HEALTH OF AN INDIVIDUAL; 

STRATEGY SESSION TO DISCUSS PENDING OR REASONABLY 

IMMINENT LITIGATION, AND STRATEGY SESSION TO DISCUSS THE 

PURCHASE, EXCHANGE, OR LEASE OF REAL PROPERTY, 

INCLUDING ANY FORM OF A WATER RIGHT OR WATER SHARES 
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COUNCIL: Mayor Jim Riding, and Council Members Alan Anderson, Dirk Burton, 

Zach Jacob, Chad R. Lamb, Chris M. McConnehey, and Kayleen 

Whitelock      

  

STAFF: David R. Brickey, City Manager; Korban Lee, Assistant City Manager, and 

Paul Dodd, Civil Litigator.         

           

MOTION:  Councilmember McConnehey moved to go into a closed session to 

discuss the character, professional competence, or physical or mental 

health of an individual; Strategy Session to discuss pending or 

reasonably imminent litigation, and a Strategy Session to discuss the 

purchase, exchange, or lease of real property, including any form of a 

water right or water shares, and adjourn from there.  The motion was 

seconded by Councilmember Jacob. 

 

A roll call vote was taken 

 

Councilmember Anderson  Yes    

Councilmember Burton  Yes  

Councilmember Jacob   Yes      

Councilmember Lamb  Yes       

Councilmember McConnehey Yes     

Councilmember Whitelock   Yes        

Mayor Riding    Yes    

 

The motion passed 7-0.   

 

The Council recessed at 7:12 p.m. and convened the Closed Session at 7:16 p.m.      

 

STRATEGY SESSION TO DISCUSS PENDING OR REASONABLY IMMINENT 

LITIGATION-  

• Litigation Matter #1:  7:16 p.m. to 7:26 p.m. 

• Litigation Matter #2   7:26 p.m. to 7:33 p.m. 

 

DISCUSSION OF THE CHARACTER, PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE, OR 

PHYSICAL OR MENTAL HEALTH OF AN INDIVIDUAL 

• #1) 7:34 p.m. to 7:37 p.m. 

• #2) 7:37 p.m. to 7:38 p.m. 

• #3) 7:38 p.m. to 7:40 p.m. 

• #4) 7:41 p.m.to 7:42 p.m.  

• #5) 7:42 p.m. to 7:43 p.m. 

• #6) 7:43 p.m. to 7:46 p.m. 

• #7) 7:47 p.m. to 7:49 p.m. 

• #8) 7:50 p.m. to 7:52 p.m. (Moved to Property Matter #1) 
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• #9) 7:59 p.m. to 8:42 p.m. 

 

STRATEGY SESSION TO DISCUSS THE PURCHASE, EXCHANGE OR LEASE 

OF REAL PROPERTY, INCLUDING ANY FORM OF A WATER RIGHT OR 

WATER SHARES  

•  #1) 7:53 p.m. to 7:58 p.m. (Returned to character, professional competence, etc.) 

 

   

XI. ADJOURN  

       

The meeting adjourned at 8:42 p.m.  

 

The content of the minutes is not intended, nor are they submitted, as a verbatim 

transcription of the meeting.  These minutes are a brief overview of what occurred at the 

meeting. 

 

 

       JIM RIDING 

       Mayor  

ATTEST: 

 

JAMIE BROOKS, CMC 

Interim City Clerk  

 

Approved this 11th day of September 2019 

 


