City Recorder’s Office

PUBLIC NOTICE
Notice is hereby given that the Tooele City Council will meet in a Business Meeting on
Wednesday, May 16, 2018 at the hour of 7:00 P.M. The meeting will be held in the
Tooele City Hall Council Room located at 90 North Main Street, Tooele, Utah.
1.

Pledge of Allegiance

2.

Roll Call

3.

Mayor’s Youth Recognition Awards

4.

Public Comment Period

5.

Resolution 2018 – 26 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Approving a Lease
and Lease Addendum #3 for the Drug Task Force
Presented by Ron Kirby, Police Chief

6.

Resolution 2018 – 27 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Approving a
Contract with Hansen Allen & Luce for a Groundwater Resource Evaluation
Study
Presented by Paul Hansen

7.

Providence at Overlake Phase 1 - Final Plat
Presented by Jim Bolser

8.

Copper Canyon PUD Phase 5 Amended - Final Plat
Presented by Jim Bolser

9.

Minutes
- May 2, 2018

10.

Invoices

11.

Adjourn to RDA

_____________________________
Michelle Y. Pitt
Tooele City Recorder
Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, Individuals Needing Special
Accommodations Should Notify Michelle Y. Pitt, Tooele City Recorder, at 843-2110 or
michellep@tooelecity.org, Prior to the Meeting.
90 North Main Street | Tooele, Utah 84074
435-843-2110 | 435-843-2119 (fax) | www.tooelecity.org

TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
RESOLUTION 2018-26
A RESOLUTION OF THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL APPROVING A LEASE AND
LEASE ADDENDUM #3 FOR THE DRUG TASK FORCE.
WHEREAS, the Drug Task Force is comprised of law enforcement personnel from
several jurisdictions, including Tooele City, Grantsville City, Tooele County, and the Utah
Highway Patrol, with the Tooele City Police Department being the lead agency in the Task
Force; and,
WHEREAS, in order to perform its important law enforcement and drug interdiction
functions, the Task Force requires a secure and confidential location in which to operate;
and,
WHEREAS, the Task Force has leased a commercial building since July 2012, on
a two-year lease term, and desires to renew the lease for an additional two-year term,
effective July 1, 2018; and,
WHEREAS, the Task Force lease and lease addendum #3, with the location of the
leased property redacted for law enforcement security purposes, are attached as Exhibit
A; and,
WHEREAS, the Task Force lease documents attached as Exhibit A, and all prior
Task Force leases, are Public records under the Utah Government Records Access and
Management Act, except that the portion of the lease that identifies the location of the
leased property is a Protected record, and is not to be disclosed except as permitted by
law:
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL that
the Drug Task Force lease and lease Addendum #3, attached as Exhibit A, are hereby
approved.
This Resolution shall become effective upon passage, without further publication,
by authority of the Tooele City Charter.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Resolution is passed by the Tooele City Council this
____ day of _______________, 2018.

TOOELE CITY COUNCIL
(For)

(Against)

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

ABSTAINING: ___________________________________________
MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(Approved)

(Disapproved)

______________________________

______________________________

ATTEST:

__________________________
Michelle Y. Pitt, City Recorder

SEAL

Approved as to Form:

___________________________
Roger Evans Baker, City Attorney

Exhibit A

Drug Task Force Lease
and
Addendum #3

TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
RESOLUTION 2018-27
A RESOLUTION OF THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL APPROVING A CONTRACT WITH
HANSEN ALLEN & LUCE FOR A GROUNDWATER RESOURCE EVALUATION STUDY.
WHEREAS, Tooele City continues to experience significant growth in all aspects
of development, including residential, commercial, and industrial development; and,
WHEREAS, in order to meet the additional demand for culinary water and to
maximize the potential for responsible water source development, it is necessary to
perform a water development and water quality study; and,
WHEREAS, the City has previously retained the engineering firm of Hansen, Allen
& Luce to update the Culinary Water Master Plan and to perform other groundwater
development studies; and,
WHEREAS, the United States Geological Survey (USGS) has general groundwater
models which provide information as to the groundwater supply and conditions within the
Tooele and Rush valleys; and,
WHEREAS, Hansen, Allen & Luce has experience working with the groundwater
models prepared by the USGS and in the refinement of those models to assist water users
in the responsible use and development of water resources; and,
WHEREAS, Hansen, Allen & Luce has submitted a cost proposal of Forty Eight
Thousand Dollars ($48,000) to perform the groundwater resource evaluation study
requested by the City; and,
WHEREAS, funding for the study will be paid using revenue from the Culinary Water
Impact fee fund, as the study will be used for development of new water sources to meet
future growth demands; and,
WHEREAS, the proposal of Hansen, Allen & Luce is attached as Exhibit A, and the
form contract is attached as Exhibit B:
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL that the
Mayor is hereby authorized to sign on behalf of Tooele City a contract with Hansen, Allen
& Luce in the amount of Forty Eight Thousand Dollars ($48,000) to perform the requested
groundwater resource evaluation study.
This Resolution shall become effective upon passage, without further
publication, by authority of the Tooele City Charter.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Resolution is passed by the Tooele City Council
this ____ day of _______________, 2018.

TOOELE CITY COUNCIL
(For)

(Against)

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

______________________________

ABSTAINING: ___________________________________________
MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(Approved)

(Disapproved)

______________________________

______________________________

ATTEST:

__________________________
Michelle Y. Pitt, City Recorder

SEAL

Approved as to Form:
Roger Evans Baker, Tooele City Attorney

Exhibit A

Groundwater Study Proposal

Exhibit B

Agreement

SALT LAKE AREA OFFICE

859 W. So. Jordan Parkway, Ste. 200
South Jordan, Utah 84095
Phone: (801) 566-5599
Fax: (801) 566-5581
www.hansenallenluce.com

Mr. Paul Hansen
Tooele City Contract Engineer
90 North Main
Tooele, Utah 84074
Subject:

May 2, 2018

Proposal - 2018 Groundwater Resources Evaluation near Tooele City

Dear Paul:
Hansen, Allen & Luce, Inc. (HAL) is pleased to present this proposal for evaluation of
groundwater resources in the Tooele Valley (Phase 1) and Rush Valley (Phase 2). As Tooele
City continues to experience residential, commercial, and industrial growth, the City desires to
expand its water supply capacity. In order to potentially expand the water supply, the City has
requested that HAL evaluate water resources in the Tooele and Rush Valleys and identify water
source alternatives. HAL previously conducted groundwater studies and master plans for
various locations throughout the Tooele Valley. This study will expand the study area to include
areas in the entire Tooele Valley.
A work plan has been developed for the groundwater resources evaluation. The same steps
are anticipated for the Tooele Valley and Rush Valey. If you see additional steps that you would
like us to perform, please let us know. The work plan is as follows:
WORK PLAN
Phase 1 - Tooele Valley
101.

Communication, coordination and project management

102.

Review existing documents, studies and other related literature to identify the work that
has already been performed and to identify available public groundwater studies and
data.

103.

Conduct a start-up meeting at the HAL South Jordan office.

104.

Review available published data to identify areas with good water quality. If the water
quality is inadequate for municipal use, these areas won’t be considered for a well.

105.

Review available published data to identify areas with good hydraulic conductivity, which
indicates the ability to produce water.
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Mr. Paul Hansen
May 2, 2018
Page 2 of 3

106.

Evaluate well driller’s reports in key areas for information on water quality and well yield.

107.

Evaluate recharge potential for promising areas.

108.

Evaluate interference potential by using the USGS groundwater model predict compare
predicted influence to nearby approved water sources based on information available
from the Utah Division of Water Rights database.

109.

Review existing water level data in City wells and nearby USGS wells. The purpose of
this review is to identify current water level trends.

110.

Conduct a meeting at HAL’s South Jordan, Utah office to discuss initial findings and
modeling results.

111.

Further define alternatives, prepare a draft report and submit the report to the City for
review.

112.

Finalize report

Phase 2 - Rush Valley
The Scope of Work for Phase 2 will include the same task as Phase 1, but will be for the Rush
Valley.
DELIVERABLES
1. Report discussing methods, findings and recommendations.

SCHEDULE
We can begin work on the project as soon as the City desires. Please contact us to negotiate a
specific schedule.

ENGINEERING FEE
Hansen, Allen & Luce, Inc. (HAL) proposes a professional “not to exceed” engineering budget
of $24,000 (Twenty-four thousand four hundred) for Tooele Valley and $24,000 for the
Rush Valley for a Total Project Cost of $48,000 to perform the services as outlined in this
proposal. Charges to the project will be based on actual expenses in accordance with HAL’s
Fee Schedule, a copy of which is attached. If less effort is required by HAL to accomplish the
tasks than is anticipated, Tooele City will only be invoiced for the actual effort required.
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Mr. Paul Hansen
May 2, 2018
Page 3 of 3
ASSUMPTIONS
1. Meeting will be held at HAL’s South Jordan office.
Please contact us if you have any questions about our proposal.
Sincerely,
HANSEN, ALLEN & LUCE, INC.

_________________________
Benjamin D. Miner, P.E.
Principal
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EXHIBIT B
STANDARD FEE SCHEDULE
2018

PERSONNEL CHARGES
Client agrees to reimburse Hansen, Allen & Luce, Inc. (HAL), for personnel expenses directly
related to the completion of the project, in accordance with the following:
Senior Managing Professional .......................................................................... $179.50/hr
Managing Professional ..................................................................................... $156.50/hr
Senior Professional II ....................................................................................... $145.25/hr
Senior Professional I ........................................................................................ $136.10/hr
Professional III.................................................................................................. $126.20/hr
Professional II................................................................................................... $113.30/hr
Professional I.................................................................................................... $105.30/hr
Professional Intern.............................................................................................. $95.10/hr
Engineering Student Intern ................................................................................. $49.35/hr
Senior Designer................................................................................................ $101.50/hr
Senior Field Technician .................................................................................... $101.60/hr
Field Technician ................................................................................................. $82.55/hr
CAD Operator..................................................................................................... $82.55/hr
Secretary ............................................................................................................ $60.75/hr
1 Man GPS Surveying Services – Surveying Technician .................................. $103.50/hr
Expert Legal Services .................................................................................................. $288.50/hr
DIRECT CHARGES
Client also agrees to reimburse HAL for all other costs directly related to the completion of the
project. Direct charges shall include, but not be limited to, the following:
Communication, Computer, Reproduction ......................................... $6.00 per labor hour
Out-of-town per diem allowance (lodging not included) ............................. $46.00 per day
Vehicle ....................................................................................................... $0.65 per mile
Outside consulting and services ................................................................. Cost plus 10%
Other direct expenses incurred during the project ...................................... Cost plus 10%
Trimble GPS Unit .................................................................................... $130.00 per day
Drone Unit .....................................................$500.00 per day plus data conversion costs
Data Logger/Transducer ........................................................................$125.00 per week
INTEREST CHARGE AFTER 30 DAYS FROM INVOICE DATE .......................... 1.5% per month
Note: Annual adjustments to personnel and direct expense charges will occur in January of each
year. Mileage rate changes are based on fuel prices.

AGREEMENT
TOOELE CITY CORPORATION, a municipal corporation of the State of Utah, (hereinafter ACity@),
and HANSEN, ALLEN & LUCE of 859 West Jordan Parkway, Suite 200, South Jordan, Utah
84095, a corporation, (hereinafter AContractor@) enter into this Agreement on the
day of May,
2018 (the “Effective Date”).
Now, therefore, in consideration of the promises contained in this Agreement, the City and the
Contractor agree to the following:
1.

Services (Scope of Work). The Contractor shall perform a Groundwater Resource
Evaluation as outlined in the attached scope of services letter dated May 2, 2018.

2.

Disclaimer of Right of Control. Contractor shall perform its duties competently. The City
disclaims any right to control the Contractor’s performance of the Services.

3.

Compensation.
a.
Rate. The City shall pay the Contractor the not to exceed sum of Forty Eight
Thousand Dollars ($48,000.00) for fully performing the Services, pursuant to
invoice.
b.
Unit Cost Contract. This Agreement is a Total Cost Contract. The contract Rate
includes all costs and expenses associated with the provision of the Services,
inclusive of mobilization.
c.
No Benefits. The parties specifically agree that as an independent contractor,
Contractor neither claims nor is entitled to benefits accorded City employees.

4.

Term of Agreement. Contractor shall fully perform the Services by September 31, 2018.

5.

Termination. The City may terminate this Agreement at any time. Should the City terminate
this Agreement prior to the Services being fully performed, the City shall pay for those
Services performed.

6.

Indemnification and Insurance.
a.
Contractor Liability Insurance. Contractor shall obtain and maintain liability
insurance in the amount of at least $1,000,000.
b.
Contractor Indemnification. Contractor shall indemnify and hold the City and its
agents harmless from all claims of liability for injury or damage caused by any act or
omission of Contractor or its agents in performance of this Agreement.
c.
Contractor Workers Compensation Insurance. Contractor shall purchase and
maintain workers compensation insurance for all of its employees. If Contractor is a
sole proprietor, Contractor shall purchase and maintain workers compensation
insurance or obtain an exclusion from Workers Compensation Fund of Utah.
d.
Evidence of Contractor Insurance. Contractor shall provide written evidence of
liability insurance and workers compensation insurance or exclusion to the City
within ten (10) days of the Effective Date. The City will not make any payments
under this Agreement until it receives from Contractor the evidence of insurance.
e.
Status Verification Indemnification. Contractor shall indemnify and hold the City
and its agents harmless from all claims resulting from any violation of immigration
status verification obligations contained in U.C.A. §63G-11-103 et seq.

7.

Permits. Contractor shall obtain all permits required by Federal, State and Local laws.

8.

Complete Agreement. This Agreement is the only agreement or understanding between the
parties, and may be modified or amended only by a written document signed by both parties.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the Effective Date.

TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
90 North Main
Tooele, Utah 84074

HANSEN ALLEN & LUCE
859 West So. Jordan Parkway, Suite 200
South Jordan, Utah 84095

____________________________
Debra E. Winn, Tooele City Mayor

____________________________
Signature
Print Name/Title: ______________________

Attest:

_____________________________
Michelle Pitt, Tooele City Recorder

SEAL

Approved as to form:

_____________________________
Roger Baker, Tooele City Attorney

(Revised 02/2018)

Community Development Department
STAFF REPORT
May 9, 2018
To:

Tooele City Planning Commission
Business Date: May 9, 2018

From:

Planning Division
Community Development Department

Prepared By: Rachelle Custer, City Planner

Re:

Providence at Overlake Phase 1 – Final Plat
Application No.:
P18-235
Applicant:
H & K Schmidt Investment
Project Location:
400 W Clemente Way
Zoning:
R 1-7
Acreage:
Approximately 0.85 Acres (Approximately 37,026 ft2)
Request:
Request for approval of a final plat in the R1-7 Residential zoning district
for a 4 lot single family residential subdivision

BACKGROUND
This application is a request for approval of a final plat for approximately 0.85 acres located at
approximately 400 W Clemente Way. This is a minor subdivision because it is under 10 lots and does not
require any public dedication. The property is currently zoned R 1-7 Residential. The applicant is
requesting that a final plat be approved to allow for 4 single family residential lots ranging in size from
7,000 sq. ft. to 7,478 sq. ft. to be located at approximately 400 W Clemente Way. Preliminary plan for
phases 1 & 2 were approved by the City Council April 18, 2018.
ANALYSIS
Subdivision Layout. This portion of the subdivision contains 4 lots approximately 7,000 sq. ft. each.
Criteria For Approval. The criteria for review and potential approval of a final plat request is found in
Section 7-19 of the Tooele City Code. This section depicts the standard of review for such requests as:

7-19-10. Procedure for approval of the final plat.
(1)
The final plat shall conform substantially to the preliminary plan as approved, and, if
desired by the subdivider, may constitute only that portion of the approved preliminary
plan which he proposes to record and develop at the time, provided, however, that such
portion conforms to all requirements of these regulations and the approval of the
preliminary plan.
(2)
Application for approval of the final plat, including all engineering drawings, shall be
submitted in writing to the Community Development Department and shall be
accompanied by the fee and engineering review fee as required by the City Code. The
application must be completed, including all corrections and required documentation, at
least 15 days prior to the regular meeting of the Planning Commission for its review and
recommendation.

Providence at Overlake Phase 1
Final Plat Request

App. # P18-235

1

(3)

(4)

The final engineering plans and specifications, consistent with the approved preliminary
plan, as well as an AutoCAD copy of the development plans, shall be submitted to the
Community Development Department within one year after approval of the preliminary
plan and before the approval of the final plat; unless, prior to the one-year period lapsing,
the City Council grants an extension, not to exceed six months, upon written request of
the developer. Such extension will not require an additional fee or filing or additional
copies of the plat. If the final plat is not submitted to the Community Development
Department prior to the expiration of said one-year period, which begins to run from the
date that the preliminary plan is first approved by the Council, the approval of the said
preliminary plan automatically lapses and is void and is of no further force or effect.
Thereafter, the developer must recommence the application process as then in effect. The
subdivider shall make all revisions required by the City promptly and with reasonable
diligence.
Within two months after its meeting at which time the application for approval of the
final plat is submitted, the Planning Commission shall recommend approval or
disapproval. If the Commission recommends approval of the plat, it shall affix upon the
plat the certifying signatures of its chairman and members voting in favor of approval,
and submit the plat along with its recommendations to the City Council. If it recommends
disapproval, the Commission shall set forth the reasons in its own records, which may
include the meeting minutes.

7-19-35. Minor Subdivision - Exemptions from preliminary plan requirement.
(1)
A subdivision is considered a minor subdivision and exempt from the preliminary plan
requirement of this Chapter if:
(a)
it contains less than ten lots;
(b)
it does not contain a right-of-way dedication for public street; and,
(c)
it does not involve off-site water or sewer utilities.
(2)
Information normally required as part of the preliminary plan application may be required
by the Public Works and Community Development Departments as part of a minor
subdivision final plat application.

REVIEWS
Planning Division Review. The Tooele City Planning Division has completed their review of the final
plat submission and has issued a recommendation for approval for the request with the following
proposed conditions comments:
1.

Plans are to be stamped and signed by a professional engineer, registered in the State of
Utah.

Engineering Review. The Tooele City Engineering and Public Works Divisions have completed their
reviews of the final plat submission and have issued a recommendation for approval for the request with
the following proposed conditions comments:
1.

Plans are to be stamped and signed by a professional engineer, registered in the State of
Utah.

Providence at Overlake Phase 1
Final Plat Request

App. # P18-235
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the request for a final plat by H & K Schmidt Investments, application
number P18-235, subject to the following conditions:
1.

2.

3.
4.

That all requirements of the Tooele City Engineering and Public Works Divisions shall
be satisfied throughout the development of the site and the construction of all buildings
on the site, including permitting.
That all requirements of the Tooele City Building Division shall be satisfied throughout
the development of the site and the construction of all buildings on the site, including
permitting.
That all requirements of the Tooele Fire Department shall be satisfied throughout the
development of the site and the construction of all buildings on the site.
Plans are to be stamped and signed by a professional engineer, registered in the State of
Utah.

This recommendation is based on the following findings:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

The proposed development plans meet the intent, goals, and objectives of the Tooele City
General Plan.
The proposed development plans meet the requirements and provisions of the Tooele
City Code.
The proposed development plans will not be deleterious to the health, safety, and general
welfare of the general public nor the residents of adjacent properties.
The proposed development conforms to the general aesthetic and physical development
of the area.
The public services in the area are adequate to support the subject development.

MODEL MOTIONS
Sample Motion for a Positive Recommendation – “I move we forward a positive recommendation to the
City Council for the final plat request for Providence at Overlake Phase 1, for the purpose of creating 4
residential lots at approximately 400 W Clemente, application number P18-235, based on the findings and
subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report dated May 9, 2018:”
Sample Motion for a Negative Recommendation – “I move we forward a negative recommendation to the
City Council for the final plat request for Providence at Overlake Phase 1, for the purpose of creating 4
residential lots at approximately 400 W Clemente, application number P18-235, based on the following
findings:”

Providence at Overlake Phase 1
Final Plat Request

App. # P18-235
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EXHIBIT A
MAPPING PERTINENT TO PROVIDENCE AT OVERLAKE PHASE 1

Community Development Department
STAFF REPORT
May 9, 2018
To:

Tooele City Planning Commission
Business Date: May 9, 2018

From:

Planning Division
Community Development Department

Prepared By: Rachelle Custer, City Planner

Re:

Copper Canyon PUD Phase 5 amended – Final Plat
Application No.:
P18-262
Applicant:
Bach Land and Development LLC
Project Location:
272 W Quartz Rd
Zoning:
R 1-7 PUD
Acreage:
Approximately 0.35 Acres (Approximately 15,246 ft2)
Request:
Request for approval of a final plat in the R1-7 Residential zoning district
for a 2 lot amended subdivision

BACKGROUND
This application is a request for approval of a final plat for approximately 035 acres located at
approximately 272 W Quartz Rd. This is a minor subdivision because it is under 10 lots and does not
require any public dedication. The property is currently zoned R 1-7 PUD Residential. The applicant is
requesting that a final plat be approved to amend open space and lots 511 and 512 of the recorded Copper
Canyon PUS Phase 5 subdivision plat. The amended plat adjusts the lot lines for lots 511 and 512 to
reflect the actual open space improvements.
ANALYSIS
Subdivision Layout. This portion of the subdivision contains 2 lots approximately 6,000 sq. ft. each.
Criteria For Approval. The criteria for review and potential approval of a final plat request is found in
Section 7-19 of the Tooele City Code. This section depicts the standard of review for such requests as:

7-19-10. Procedure for approval of the final plat.
(1)
The final plat shall conform substantially to the preliminary plan as approved, and, if
desired by the subdivider, may constitute only that portion of the approved preliminary
plan which he proposes to record and develop at the time, provided, however, that such
portion conforms to all requirements of these regulations and the approval of the
preliminary plan.
(2)
Application for approval of the final plat, including all engineering drawings, shall be
submitted in writing to the Community Development Department and shall be
accompanied by the fee and engineering review fee as required by the City Code. The
application must be completed, including all corrections and required documentation, at
least 15 days prior to the regular meeting of the Planning Commission for its review and
recommendation.

Copper Canyon PUD Phase 5 amended
Final Plat Request

App. # P18-262
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(3)

(4)

The final engineering plans and specifications, consistent with the approved preliminary
plan, as well as an AutoCAD copy of the development plans, shall be submitted to the
Community Development Department within one year after approval of the preliminary
plan and before the approval of the final plat; unless, prior to the one-year period lapsing,
the City Council grants an extension, not to exceed six months, upon written request of
the developer. Such extension will not require an additional fee or filing or additional
copies of the plat. If the final plat is not submitted to the Community Development
Department prior to the expiration of said one-year period, which begins to run from the
date that the preliminary plan is first approved by the Council, the approval of the said
preliminary plan automatically lapses and is void and is of no further force or effect.
Thereafter, the developer must recommence the application process as then in effect. The
subdivider shall make all revisions required by the City promptly and with reasonable
diligence.
Within two months after its meeting at which time the application for approval of the
final plat is submitted, the Planning Commission shall recommend approval or
disapproval. If the Commission recommends approval of the plat, it shall affix upon the
plat the certifying signatures of its chairman and members voting in favor of approval,
and submit the plat along with its recommendations to the City Council. If it recommends
disapproval, the Commission shall set forth the reasons in its own records, which may
include the meeting minutes.

7-19-35. Minor Subdivision - Exemptions from preliminary plan requirement.
(1)
A subdivision is considered a minor subdivision and exempt from the preliminary plan
requirement of this Chapter if:
(a)
it contains less than ten lots;
(b)
it does not contain a right-of-way dedication for public street; and,
(c)
it does not involve off-site water or sewer utilities.
(2)
Information normally required as part of the preliminary plan application may be required
by the Public Works and Community Development Departments as part of a minor
subdivision final plat application.

REVIEWS
Planning Division Review. The Tooele City Planning Division has completed their review of the final
plat submission and has issued a recommendation for approval for the request with the following
proposed conditions comments:
1.

Plans are to be stamped and signed by a professional engineer, registered in the State of
Utah.

Engineering Review. The Tooele City Engineering and Public Works Divisions have completed their
reviews of the final plat submission and have issued a recommendation for approval for the request with
the following proposed conditions comments:
1.

Plans are to be stamped and signed by a professional engineer, registered in the State of
Utah.

Copper Canyon PUD Phase 5 amended
Final Plat Request

App. # P18-262

2

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the request for a final plat by Bach Land and Development LLC,
application number P18-262, subject to the following conditions:
1.

2.

3.
4.

That all requirements of the Tooele City Engineering and Public Works Divisions shall
be satisfied throughout the development of the site and the construction of all buildings
on the site, including permitting.
That all requirements of the Tooele City Building Division shall be satisfied throughout
the development of the site and the construction of all buildings on the site, including
permitting.
That all requirements of the Tooele Fire Department shall be satisfied throughout the
development of the site and the construction of all buildings on the site.
Plans are to be stamped and signed by a professional engineer, registered in the State of
Utah.

This recommendation is based on the following findings:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

The proposed development plans meet the intent, goals, and objectives of the Tooele City
General Plan.
The proposed development plans meet the requirements and provisions of the Tooele
City Code.
The proposed development plans will not be deleterious to the health, safety, and general
welfare of the general public nor the residents of adjacent properties.
The proposed development conforms to the general aesthetic and physical development
of the area.
The public services in the area are adequate to support the subject development.

MODEL MOTIONS
Sample Motion for a Positive Recommendation – “I move we forward a positive recommendation to the
City Council for the final plat request for Copper Canyon PUD Phase 5 amended, for the purpose of
amending 2 residential lots at approximately 272 W Quartz Rd, application number P18-262, based on the
findings and subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report dated May 9, 2018:”
Sample Motion for a Negative Recommendation – “I move we forward a negative recommendation to the
City Council for the final plat request for Copper Canyon PUD Phase 5 amended, for the purpose of
amending 2 residential lots at approximately 272 W Quartz Rd, application number P18-262, based on the
following findings:”

Copper Canyon PUD Phase 5 amended
Final Plat Request

App. # P18-262

3

EXHIBIT A
MAPPING PERTINENT TO COPPER CANYON PUD PHASE 5 AMENDED

Tooele City Council and the
Tooele City Redevelopment Agency of Tooele City, Utah
Work Session Meeting Minutes

Date: Wednesday, May 2, 2018
Time: 5:00 p.m.
Place: Tooele City Hall, Large Conference Room
90 North Main St., Tooele, Utah
City Council Members Present:
Chairman Steve Pruden
Dave McCall
Scott Wardle
Brad Pratt
Melodi Gochis
City Employees Present:
Mayor Debbie Winn
Glenn Caldwell, Finance Director
Michelle Pitt, Recorder
Roger Baker, City Attorney
Rachelle Custer, City Planner
Jim Bolser, Community Development and Public Works Director
Paul Hansen, City Engineer
Randy Sant, Economic Development and Redevelopment Agency Director
Minutes prepared by Michelle Pitt
1.

Open Meeting

Chairman Pruden called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m.
2. Roll Call
Steve Pruden, Present
Dave McCall, Present
Scott Wardle, Present
Brad Pratt, Present
Melodi Gochis, Present
3. Discussion:
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-

Ordinance 2018-06 An Ordinance of Tooele City Repealing Tooele City Code
Chapter 1-12 Regarding Public Official Bonds and Oaths
Presented by Roger Baker

Mr. Baker stated that state statute requires all elected officials to post a fidelity bond. Mr. Baker
indicated that he came across the state statute and looked at the City code requirement, which
also stated that elected officials need to post a bond. Mr. Baker indicated that he couldn’t
remember any public official ever posting a bond. Mr. Baker indicated that the purpose of the
fidelity bond was to protect the City, or anyone hurt by misconduct or a criminal act of a public
official, to become whole. Mr. Baker indicated he researched the issue and found that the
insurance industry does not typically issue fidelity bonds, but issues crime policies instead. Mr.
Baker added that Tooele City has purchased a crime insurance policy that specifically governs
the actions of City officials. Mr. Baker said that there is a state administrative rule that allows
cities to purchase either a fidelity bond or an insurance policy. Mr. Baker stated that the City
requires City officials to take an oath, in accordance to state law. Mr. Baker felt there was no
reason for this Ordinance requiring public official bonds to exist in the City code. Chairman
Pruden asked if there was any move in the state legislature to remove or amend the law. Mr.
Baker answered that he didn’t know of any. Mr. Sant said that he would bring it to Mr. Sagers’
attention to see if he was interested in amending the law. Mr. Baker felt that the law could be
amended to say that a fidelity bond or crime insurance policy be obtained, and let Cities decide
which they wanted to do.
Mr. Sant indicated that as the RDA is looking at a separation of the RDA and the City, the RDA
may need to have their own insurance policy as a redevelopment agency. Mr. Baker said he
would talk to Kerry Oldroyd, of Morton Insurance, about it because even though the RDA is
independent, it is still dependent on the City for many things. In the past, the City has made
sure the RDA is covered under the City’s umbrella policy.
-

Odd Shaped Lots
Presented by Rachelle Custer and Chairman Pruden

Chairman Pruden explained that he had asked Ms. Custer to prepare a presentation for this
discussion tonight, and turned the time over to her. Ms. Custer stated that there are two pieces of
property that are in question. Ms. Custer said that it was difficult to try to write code in a way
that made sense to these types of properties, and the whole community. She showed pictures of
the two infill areas: Area A includes 600 North to 400 South, to 100 East to 200 West. Area B
is next to it and odd shaped. She indicated she had researched and studied this area to determine
which lots didn’t fit current City code. She found 21 lots in the block of 600 North to 500 North
that are more narrow than what is currently allowed. Ms. Custer stated that the City needed to
take in to consideration that there are larger areas nearby that may try to put in multiple family
development on lots 40 feet to 59 feet, if changes to the nearby lots are allowed. The minimum
allowance is currently 60 feet. Ms. Custer added that if the lots are legal nonconforming lots,
they can build single family homes, but they can’t subdivide, and can’t build multi-family
housing or duplexes.
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Ms. Custer said that one of the requested lot change is a 49.5 foot deep lot and approximately
16,000 square feet. One applicant would like to be allowed to put a duplex on the 49.5 foot lot.
Ms. Custer recommended that the City allow single family homes on these lots, and the homes
be required to follow the single family design guidelines. She indicated that if the City allowed
the 49 foot lots, it would allow the applicant to subdivide the lot and put a home in the front, and
a home in the back. Ms. Custer reminded the Council that they recently passed an Ordinance to
not require the standard improvements along the secondary roads on the assumption that there
would not be many homes fronting on these roads. Chairman Pruden asked if the applicant
could do a duplex, as a two-story building instead. Ms. Custer said that it was possible,
depending on the design. She said that if the Council was willing to look at that, Staff would
look at their design to see if they met the guidelines. There may be issues with accessibility, not
having enough room for the structure to meet the minimum size, etc., required by the single
family design guidelines. They might also have difficulty meeting the two car garage
requirement. She said that was the reason for Staff’s recommendation of single family homes
instead of multi-family.
Ms. Custer stated that the second lot they are looking at is in infill Area A, but is not a legal
nonconforming lot. It is a 43 foot wide lot. It was illegally created in 1992. This lot is in a
mixed use zoning district which requires an 80 foot wide frontage versus 60 foot. In the proposal
for infill Area A, many of the setbacks and reductions allowed are 65% of the underlying zone;
infill Area B is 80%. If this is applied for setbacks at 65%, it would be 39 feet, and the 80%
allowance would be 48 feet. The 39 foot allowance is pretty narrow for a lot, but it would
encompass all of the lots that she looked at to date for width. Ms. Custer indicated that the City
would have to change the mixed use general zoning district to be a 60 foot minimum instead of
80 feet. It would allow this particular lot to become a legal subdivided lot. Single family
housing design guidelines require 1100 square foot minimum.
Council Member Wardle stated that the whole idea of infill was to allow the buildable areas to
attach to current infrastructure. He asked if the City would achieve that purpose if the City
moved forward with what was discussed tonight. Mr. Hansen indicated that it would, but
pointed out that the Ordinance recently passed by the Council to reduce the public improvement
requirements along 50 East, 50 West and 150 West, were based on assumption that traffic and
residential access to those streets would be minimal. However, under the current discussion, the
City needs to carefully consider the unintended consequences of now potentially modifying the
requirements which may place more traffic back on these minor streets and which may require
future installation of sidewalk on these same streets. For example, the City just made an
application with the State to install sidewalk where it doesn’t exist on 7th Street between Oquirrh
Avenue and Utah Avenue. He added that the key to managing the City code is consistency and
uniformity. There are questions raised when there are problems of conflicting codes that don’t
match. Mr. Hansen added that he still supports the idea of using existing infrastructure whenever
available because more roads don’t have to be built and more sewer or other infrastructure don’t
have to be added. He said that it is worth looking at the sidewalk issue and looking at ways to
achieve the City’s objectives. Mr. Hansen went on to say that as the City increases single family
homes on these narrow streets, the City may hear a clamor of people asking why they don’t have
sidewalk in front of their house, or how their kids will walk to school. Mr. Hansen said that the
answer would then be that if the homeowners didn’t put it in when they developed, and the City
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can’t afford to do it due to funding, then the options would be limited to doing without or
seeking State funding as we did on Seventh Street. Mr. Hansen said that Staff would support the
Council in their decision, and would work together to help implement the Council’s goals, but he
wanted to make the Council aware of these concerns.
Chairman Pruden said that as people start developing their lots to access 150 West, that brings in
the next dilemma of curb, gutter and sidewalk. He talked about 1000 West, and what to do with
that applicant. He said that the Council needs to make some tough decisions. He said that the
City can’t have a one size fits all policy. The City has to have a degree of logical approach to
these things that doesn’t put the staff in the cross hairs, and does not violate the law, or play
favorites. He said he believes that if someone has one of those lots, they should be able to do
something with it. If they own the property, and are able to utilize the infrastructure that’s
already there, they should be able to, but he said he didn’t want to end up with pup tents either.
Chairman Pruden added that decisions needed to be made because there are pending applicants.
He said that once word gets out, there may be a domino effect. Council Member McCall stated
that all of those roads needed to be replaced. He said that there may be issues with the power
company because they have their poles right on the street. It is a lot of money to move those
poles.
Council Member Wardle asked Ms. Custer if she had reached out to other cities such as Logan,
Spanish Fork, and Brigham City to see if they have similar issues with odd shaped lots. Ms.
Custer said that she knew of other cities that were dealing with lot sizes. Ms. Custer informed
the Council that the City currently has a code that says lots cannot be three times longer than
they are wide. Council Member Wardle said it would be good to track this discussion so that the
City was not adding burden down the road, and that all codes are changed to match one another.
Mr. Bolser stated that that was a good point and added that it was a step that his Staff does every
time there’s a request for a Code amendment. He said that that was a reason why they
sometimes don’t get back to the Council with code amendments as quickly as they would like. It
takes some time to go through the exercise of making sure that all the codes are amended without
causing unintended conflicts or problems with other sections of the Code. Council Member
Wardle said that as a Council, it can be frustrating that changes take so long, but said that he
could now see that there are many steps to go through.
Chairman Pruden gave the assignment that Council Member Wardle just said, to schedule a work
session about this item in September. Ms. Custer said that time frame would allow her to be able
to help those applicants that already meet the code that have been put on hold. Chairman Pruden
asked Ms. Custer to look at other cities to see how they were dealing with odd lots, to look at all
the codes that deal with this issue, and to let the applicants know that it will be some time before
they get an answer. Ms. Custer reminded the Council that one of the applicants could build a
single family home now.
Ms. Custer indicated that the applicant on 1000 West has a current deferral agreement on that lot,
so he was good to go.
Chairman Pruden asked about other contractors in the community that may have heartburn over
what was required of them in the past. Mr. Baker said the best safety net is that the action taken
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by the City at that time, was legal at that time. If there was a mistake, past mistakes do not
justify future mistakes and the City is not required to repeat them.
Chairman Pruden asked about the funding for the sidewalk on 7th Street. Mr. Hansen answered
that some members in the County communicated with Mayor Winn to file an application for a
UDOT grant to install sidewalk near the old Oquirrh school. The application was approved for
2021 for a reimbursement option. If the City puts the sidewalk in ahead of 2021, they will be
reimbursed up to $71,000.
Mr. Bolser indicated that the funding could come out of the sidewalk account and Road C funds
as part of any year’s project between now and then. The City is in the process of getting a bid
out for this year’s project.
Chairman Pruden indicated that the Council, Mayor, and Mr. Baker attended training at the
League of Cities and Towns convention Wednesday through Friday. He added that Mr. Sant
gave a wonderful presentation to them at the conference. Mr. Hansen was also there attending
other meetings and joined the RDA meeting for a short time.

4. Close Meeting to Discuss Litigation and Property Acquisition
Council Member McCall moved to close the meeting. Council Member Pratt seconded the
motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member Wardle “Aye,” Council Member McCall
“Aye,” Council Member Pratt “Aye,” Council Member Gochis “Aye,” and Chairman Pruden
“Aye.”
Those in attendance during the closed session were: Mayor Debbie Winn, Glenn Caldwell,
Roger Baker, Paul Hansen, Michelle Pitt, Jim Bolser, Randy Sant, Council Member Wardle,
Council Member Pratt, Council Member McCall, Council Member Gochis, and Chairman
Pruden.
The meeting closed at 5:34 p.m.
No minutes were taken on these items.
Motion to Reopen the Meeting
Council Member Pratt moved to reopen the meeting. Council Member McCall seconded the
motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member Wardle “Aye,” Council Member McCall
“Aye,” Council Member Pratt “Aye,” Council Member Gochis “Aye,” and Chairman Pruden
“Aye.”
The meeting reopened at 6:53 p.m.
5. Adjourn
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Council Member Wardle moved to adjourn the meeting. Council Member Pratt seconded the
motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member Wardle “Aye,” Council Member McCall
“Aye,” Council Member Pratt “Aye,” Council Member Gochis “Aye,” and Chairman Pruden
“Aye.”
The meeting adjourned at 6:53 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.
Approved this 16th day of May, 2018

___________________________________________________
Steve Pruden, Tooele City Council Chair
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Tooele City Council
Business Meeting Minutes
Date: Wednesday, May 2, 2018
Time: 7:00 p.m.
Place: Tooele City Hall, Council Chambers
90 North Main Street, Tooele, Utah
City Council Members Present:
Steve Pruden
Brad Pratt
Dave McCall
Scott Wardle
Melodi Gochis
City Employees Present:
Mayor Debra E. Winn
Chief Ron Kirby, Police Department Chief
Roger Baker, City Attorney
Glenn Caldwell, Finance Director
Michelle Pitt, City Recorder
Paul Hansen, City Engineer
Heidi Peterson, Communities That Care Director
Rick Harrison, Fire Chief
Chris Shubert, 1st Assistant Fire Chief
Jed Colovich, 2nd Assistant Fire Chief
Minutes prepared by Amanda Graf
Chairman Pruden called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
1.

Pledge of Allegiance

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Roger Baker
2.

Roll Call

Scott Wardle, Present
Brad Pratt, Present
Steve Pruden, Present
Dave McCall, Present
Melodi Gochis, Present

90 North Main Street | Tooele, Utah 84074
Ph: 435-843-2110 | Fax: 435-843-2119 | www.tooelecity.org

Recorder’s Office

3.

Communities That Care Second Step Project Recognition

Presented by Heidi Peterson
Ms. Peterson highlighted the Second Step program. This evidence-based program is offered to students
in the sixth grade in Tooele County School District. The City partners with the Tooele City Police
Department to teach students how to resist drugs and alcohol; this happens during a crucial time in their
lives as they prepare to transition to Junior High School. At the end of the year students create a project
to highlight what they have learned. A winning project is selected from each school; from those
projects, a grand prize winner is selected. The winners from each school are:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Brett Kenison
Lorayna Howard
Maddison Smith
Ian Johnson
Luis Cuna
John Warick
Slayde Sandoval
Elise McPhie
Dezzirae Martinez

The grand prize winner is Slayde Sandoval. Slayde’s winning presentation was shown at the meeting.
Mayor Winn recognized Slayde for his wonderful project.
4.

Mayor’s Youth Recognition Awards

Presented by Mayor Winn, Heidi Peterson, and Chief Ron Kirby
Ms. Peterson recognized Julie Spindler with the school district who helps coordinate the Second Step
program. She also recognized Sargent Kalma and Officer Bill Young with the Tooele City Police
Department who help implement the program. In addition, she recognized all other school district
personnel in attendance at the meeting who assist with the program.
Sargent Tanya Kalma is moving out of state. She was recognized for all she has done for the community.
She has been an asset for over five years. She has had valuable insights, skilled and engaging
presentations, and has bonded with the students, teachers, and community partners in an invaluable
way. Over the years, thousands of sixth grade students have loved having her visit their classrooms and
have pledged to live a life free of drugs and alcohol. She will be missed. Ms. Peterson presented
Sargent Kalma with a plaque of appreciation on behalf of the City.
Mayor Winn welcomed visitors for the Mayor’s Youth Awards and introduced Tooele City Police Chief
Ron Kirby and thanked him for his collaboration. Ms. Peterson highlighted Communities That Care
Programs including Second Step, QPR, and Guiding Good Choices.
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Ms. Peterson, Chief Kirby, and the Mayor then presented the Mayor’s Youth Recognition Awards to the
following students:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
5.

Rorie Nielson
Brandin Housekeeper
Dominik Yates
Brendan Cooper
Juliana Green
Elise McPhie
Dillon Polson
Public Comment Period

Chairman Pruden invited comments from the audience; there weren’t any. Chairman Pruden closed the
public comment period.
6.

Resolution 2018-23 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Adopting the Budget Officer’s
Tentative Budget for Tooele City Fiscal Year 2018-2019, and Establishing the Time and Place of
a Public Hearing to Consider its Adoption

Presented by Mayor Debbie Winn
Mayor Winn stated that the City received a generous donation from Chartway Federal Credit Union in
the amount of $50,000 to help repair some of the damage that has happened to several of the ball
fields. She expressed her appreciation to Chartway for their generous donation that will help with
much-needed repairs at the parks. Mayor Winn stated that the parks look beautiful and expressed her
appreciation to the Parks and Recreation Department for their work.
Mayor Winn expressed her appreciation to the Staff and Council for all of their work on the budget. It
has been a lot of work. As required by state law Mayor Winn presented a balanced budget that includes
a request to the Council to increase property taxes to enable the City to be able to address the general
fund structural imbalance. As a reminder to the Public, Tooele City has not raised taxes for 36 years.
The draft budget will be available in the Recorder’s Office for the Community to view until June 20,
2018, when a public hearing will be held on the final proposed budget.
Council Member Wardle expressed his appreciation to Mayor Winn for the transparency that has taken
place during the budget process.
Mayor Winn expressed her appreciation to Glenn Caldwell and Shannon Wimmer with the finance
department for all of their hard work and expertise they have brought to the budget discussions.
Council Member Pratt expressed his appreciation to all of the Department Heads for all of the work they
have put into the budget process. He also thanked Mayor Winn for the transparency that has taken
place with the process.
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Chairman Pruden asked the Council if they had any other questions, comments, or concerns; there
weren’t any.
Council Member McCall moved to approve Resolution 2018-23. Council Member Pratt seconded the
motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member McCall, “Aye,” Chairman Pruden, “Aye,” Council
Member Pratt, “Aye,” Council Member Wardle, “Aye,” Council Member Gochis, “Aye.” The motion
passed.
7.

Ordinance 2018-06 An Ordinance of Tooele City Repealing Tooele City Code Chapter 1-12
Regarding Public Official Bonds and Oaths

Presented by Roger Baker
This ordinance proposes to repeal a requirement of the City Code that requires the City Council, Mayor,
and appointed City employees have a fidelity bond which would protect the City if they committed a
crime that resulted in the loss of money. Fidelity bonds have recently been replaced with commercial
crime policies that fulfill the function that fidelity bonds used to fulfill. State law allows for insurance in
lieu of fidelity bonds. Crime insurance is the standard of the industry today.
Chairman Pruden asked the Council if they had any questions or concerns; there weren’t any.
Council Member Wardle moved to approve Ordinance 2018-06. Council Member McCall seconded the
motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member McCall, “Aye,” Chairman Pruden, “Aye,” Council
Member Pratt, “Aye,” Council Member Wardle, “Aye,” Council Member Gochis, “Aye.” The motion
passed.
8.

Minutes

Chairman Pruden asked the Council if there were any comments or questions about the minutes from
the City Council meeting dated April 18, 2018 or the Council Retreat dated April 21; there weren’t any.
Council Member Pratt moved to approve the minutes from the City Council meeting dated April 18,
2018 and the Council Retreat dated April 21, 2018. Council Member Gochis seconded the motion. The
vote was as follows: Council Member McCall, “Aye,” Chairman Pruden, “Aye,” Council Member Pratt,
“Aye,” Council Member Wardle, “Aye,” Council Member Gochis, “Aye.” The motion passed.
9.

Invoices

Presented by Michelle Pitt
Ms. Pitt presented an invoice in the amount of $63,288.80 to the Tooele County Auditor for unpaid
dispatch fees from fiscal year 2017.
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Chairman Pruden asked the Council if they had any questions or concerns; there weren’t any.
Council Member Pratt moved to approve the invoice. Council Member McCall seconded the motion.
The vote was as follows: Council Member McCall, “Aye,” Chairman Pruden, “Aye,” Council Member
Pratt, “Aye,” Council Member Wardle, “Aye,” Council Member Gochis, “Aye.” The motion passed.
Chairman Pruden noticed there were some citizens in attendance and asked them if they had any public
comments. Council Member Wardle asked if they had to have a specific motion in order to re-open the
public comment period. Mr. Baker stated that if the public brings a matter forward to their attention
they are allowed to discuss it if it’s not on the agenda.
Nicki Mathis came forward; she is the Chair of the Children’s Justice Center Friends Board. Laney Riegel
also came forward; she is the Vice Chair of the Children’s Justice Center Friends Board. There’s a new
construction project for the Children’s Justice Center that is being considered by Tooele County. The
project was estimated to cost 1.05 million by an architect. The lowest bid to construct the project was
1.4 million which is 40% higher than the estimated cost to build the new center. Ms. Mathis and Ms.
Riegal both believe in the Children’s Justice Center and believe it plays a vital role to the community.
They are concerned that the new center isn’t necessarily needed right now, and that it doesn’t make
sense to spend that much money on a new building.
The Friends Board met and provided some information to the County Commissioners. Their immediate
recommendation is that a new building for the CJC is not pursued at this time. It would be fiscally
irresponsible to move forward given the lack of secured funding and nature of change orders increasing
costs on initial construction bids in completion of projects. Pushing forward on this project when there
are many other county projects that need to be completed may erode public trust and hamper future
fundraising efforts of the Friends Board due to perceived excess of spending with questionable direct
benefit to the children it’s meant to help.
Their short-term recommendation is that the immediate needs of the CJC house are addressed without
further delay. CJC director Rachel Cowan expressed that needs of the existing house over the last
several years have not been addressed due to anticipation of a new facility. Some of the immediate
needs of the building include improved quality through sound-proofing, enhanced lighting, and new
recording equipment.
Both the County and the Friends Board desire the best quality service, however, the County has also
expressed hesitancy in the past to invest in the current facility because they haven’t wanted to spend
money on a building that is in need of extensive renovations.
Their long-term recommendation is that they proceed with a major renovation to the existing house, or
purchase a new or existing home within Tooele County to address future growth and needs. Both of
these options are less expensive than construction of a new facility; they are a more prudent use of the
limited funds of taxpayer dollars with which the County has been entrusted.
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Laney Riegel asked the Council if they had any questions for them; Chairman Pruden stated that they
have met with the County Commissioners and stated that they, along with Mayor Winn, are united in
their support of the Friends Board’s efforts.
Council Member Wardle stated that the City Council has only heard about this concern briefly. They
have heard from both the County Commission and the Friends Board on their varying positions on the
matter. He stated that they will meet with the commissioners in two weeks to discuss the issue.
Ms. Mathis stated that she doesn’t like having different sides to the issue, but wants everyone to be
united in their decision as it is a service that the community needs.
Ms. Mathis shared some data with the Tooele City Council for future reference.
Chairman Pruden expressed his confidence that the matter would be resolved to meet their needs.
10.

Adjourn to RDA

Council Member Wardle moved to adjourn the meeting. Council Member McCall seconded the
motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member McCall, “Aye,” Chairman Pruden, “Aye,” Council
Member Pratt, “Aye,” Council Member Wardle, “Aye,” Council Member Gochis, “Aye.” The motion
passed.
The meeting adjourned at 8:00 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.
Approved this 16th day of May, 2018

__________________________________________________
Steve Pruden, Tooele City Council Chair
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