ROY CI TY PLANNI NG COVM SSI ON
May 22, 2007

M nutes of the Roy Gty Planning Conm ssion Meeting held in the
Cty Council Room of the Roy Gty Minicipal Building on May 22,
2007, at 6:00 p.m

The neeting was a regularly scheduled neeting designated by
resol ution. Notice of the neeting was provided to the Standard
Exam ner at | east 24 hours in advance. A copy of the agenda was
post ed.

The foll owm ng menbers were in attendance:

Bill Merx, Chairnman Mar k Larson, Pl anner
Doug Allred Julia LaSeure, Secretary
Dave Collins

Genni e Kirch
Tom St onehocker
Kar| ene Yeoman

Excused: Brad Hi |l ton

O hers present were: Paul Sorensen; Denny Faul kner; Mark Jensen;
Charl ey Jones; Kay Swan; Brian Jenkins; Brandon Bott; Marshal
Shel man; Mark Becraft; Lynette Fawsen; Paul Fawsen; Larry Tal bot;
Lel ea Tal bot; Bert Visser; Toni Thonpson; W K Barnes; Wl don
Smth; John Bjerregaard; M ke Robertson; WMttt Scanlon; Brett
Hopki ns; Dave Warnock; and Elizabeth Scanl on.

Pl edge of All egi ance:
1. APPROVAL OF MAY 8, 2007, M NUTES

Comm ssi oner Yeonman noved to approve the m nutes of May 8, 2007 as
correct ed. Conmmi ssioner Kirch seconded the notion. Commi ssi on
menbers Allred, Collins, Kirch, Merx, Stonehocker, and Yeoman vot ed
“aye.” The notion carri ed.

2. PUBLI C HEARI NG TO CONSI DER A CONDI TI ONAL USE PERM T AND SI TE
PLAN FOR A COVMUTER RAIL STATION PARKING LOT LOCATED AT
APPROXI MATELY AND TO CONSI DER PRELI M NARY APPROVAL OF ROY
STATI ON SUBDI VI SI ON BOTH LOCATED AT APPROXI MATELY 4155 SOUTH
2500 VEST

Comm ssioner Collins noved to open the public hearing to consider
a conditional use permt fro a commuter rail station parking | ot at
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approximately 6:00 p.m  Conmm ssioner Kirch seconded the notion.
Commi ssion nmenbers Allred, Collins, Kirch, Mrx, Stonehocker, and
Yeoman voted “aye.” The notion carried.

Comm ssioner Allred noved to open the public hearing to consider
prelimnary approval of the Roy Station Subdivision at
approximately 6:00 p.m Conmm ssioner Yeonman seconded the notion.
Commi ssion nmenbers Allred, Collins, Kirch, Mrx, Stonehocker, and
Yeoman voted “aye.” The notion carried.

Mark Larson stated that six lots were proposed in the Roy Station
Subdi vi si on. Lot No. 1 was adjacent to the rail boardwal k and
woul d include the bus turnaround, the kiss-and-ride lot, and the
parking lot. Everything on Lot Nos. 1 and 2 would be constructed
in Phase No. 1. The parking lot in Phase No. 1 would have 580

parking stalls. Phase No. 2 would be constructed when UTA
determ ned there was a need. It would include an additional 330
parking stalls. The plan showed a road running south from 4000
South and ending in a tenporary cul -de-sac. In the future, the

road woul d be extended to conplete 2675 West.

M. Larson said the Pl anni ng Comm ssi on tabl ed consi deration of the
condi tional use permt and subdivision on March 27'" and asked t hat
the staff work with UTA to address the foll ow ng concerns:

1. The location of the fence, adding 5 feet of |andscape
buffering, and the | ocation sidewal k of the on the east
side of 2675 West;

2. Storm water and erosion and how they would affect
nei ghboring properties

3. Rework the entrance to the kiss-and-ride lot and the
function of the cul-de-sac;

4. | mprove the vehicular and pedestrian flow through the
parking |l ot on Lot No. 2;

5. Fencing between the park-and-ride site and adjoining
properties;

6. A lighting study;

7. A third party traffic analysis; and

8. Addi ng Lot Nos. 5 and 6 to the subdivision plat.

Mark Larson said UTA had submitted a cross section of the street
that included a 4% planting strip. An additional 5 feet was added.
There woul d be a 4-foot vinyl-coated chain |ink fence.
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Comm ssioner Allred asked what type of |andscaping would be
included in the planting strip. Mark Larson said wasn’t sure, but
it could possibly include small shrubs and ground cover
Comm ssioner Allred said the Planning Conm ssion didn't want
anything too tall for security reasons. Mark Larson said there
woul d be grass in the park strip along the street.

Marl Larson referred to the engineer’s comments and said the
| andscape buffer had been added. Fenci ng woul d be di scussed | ater.

Chai rman Merx asked about the location of the fence around the
parking |ot. Mark Larson explained that the 4-foot chain |ink
fence would start on the east side of the road. A 6-foot chain
link fence was shown on the south side of the parking |ot.

Comm ssioner Allred asked for a clarification on the |locatio nof
the fence on the west side. Mark Larson said there wasn’'t a fence
on that side, but the right-of-way and the tracks were fenced.
There was an existing fence backing up to the honme on the south
side. UTA would install a 6-foot opaque fence behind those hones.

Mar k Larson said the Pl anni ng Comm ssion’s second comment was about
storm wat er and erosion. Mark Larson presented the | andscapi ng
pl an and expl ai ned that drought tol erant | andscapi ng woul d be used
on Lot Nos. 3 and 4. UTA did not propose to | andscape Lot Nos. 5
and 6. However, the staff recommended that Lot Nos. 5 and 6 be
| andscaped with drought tolerant plants as well. It was noted that
t he | andscape plan included shrubs and trees. UTA proposed using
| arger trees on the sloping area near the parking area and road.
A swale would be in place to catch the water so it would not go
into the road or parking |ot. The swale would be along the
sout heast side of the property, and water woul d be directed to the
stormdrain system No retaining wall was proposed; just the sl ope
on the | andscaping, the grass, and the water being directed out.
The Cty Engineer had reviewed the elevation difference near M.
Wl son's property and was okay with it.

Mark Larson said the third condition was reworking the entrance of
the kiss-and-ride lot and the function of the cul-de-sac. UTA
adjusted the cul-de-sac to the east to allow roomto open up the
entrance to the kiss-and-ride lot. The Gty Engineer felt that was
a good solution. Wen the road was continued to the south, the
entrance woul d be just |ike any other access.

Mark Larson said the fourth condition was inproving the vehicul ar
and pedestrian flow through the parking lot. UTA included raised
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sidewal ks in the parking lot to direct pedestrians to the outside
si dewal ks and accesses in the fence. Three crosswal ks were added,
as well as two openings to the boardwal k. Pedestrians woul d be
directed to those accesses.

Mark Larson said the fifth condition was fencing between the site
and adj oi ni ng properties. There was an existing fence, which would
be replaced with an opaque fence. Vegetation would be added, as
wel |l as a drainage swale. The Gty Engineer was confortable with
t hat solution

Mark Larson said the sixth conment was about the |ighting study.
One big advantage the site had was the downhill slope from the
homes. Light would hit the hill before it hit any of the hones.
The proposed direct lighting would only reach the property I|ine.
Comm ssioner Allred asked if lighting would be intalled in Phase
No. 2 at this time. Mark Larson said it would not. Mark Larson
described the type of pole UTA was proposing. The poles were 20
feet in height. The |ight shown strai ght down.

Mark Larson said the seventh condition was about a third party
traffic analysis. UTA did a study along with the Wasatch Front
Regi onal Council in 2006. The study showed there were 10, 364 cars
in a 24-hour period on 400 South; 704 cars at the peak a.m and 987
cars at the peak p.m Those nunbers were w thout the addition of
the rail station. Wasatch Front Regional Council helped UTA
determne that in 2030, those nunbers would increase to 14,000
vehicles per day. On the opening day in 2010, there would be an
additional 600 trips per day; 90 trips in the peak a.m and 90 in
the peak p. m

Commi ssi oner Al lred asked how t hose nunbers conpared to 5600 Sout h.
Mark Larson did not know. Commi ssioner Kirch felt the nunbers on
5600 Sout h were hi gher than those on 4000 South. John Bjerregaard,
Wasatch G vil Engineering, did not know, but guessed that it woul d
be hi gher on 4000 Sout h.

There was general discussion about how 4000 South was currently
being affected by 4800 South being bl ocked off.

Comm ssi oner Col lins asked i f they had | ooked at how anot her access
to the parking lot would affect the count on 4000 Sout h.

Mark Larson said Mark MIler, the City Engineer, had net with a
couple of citizens who were concerned about what woul d happen if
the intersection with 4000 South were bl ocked. They canme up with
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the idea of installing a crash gate for energency access only on
2450 West where an existing road stubbed into the site. Energency
access woul d on an unpaved, gravel road, but it would the standard
wi dt h.

Mar k Lar son expl ai ned t hat the pl an showed that the intersection on
4000 South would have two exits lanes (right and left) and an
entrance |l ane. On 4000 South there would be a decel eration | ane,
a center turning lane, and an acceleration |ane. The center
turning | ane woul d extend all the way to 1900 West. The existing
gravel road on the north side of 4000 South would still exist, but
the entrance would be relocated to the east to line up wth the
2500 West/ 2675 West 4000 South intersection. Chai rman Mer X
suggested that the realignnment of the gravel road be included in
Phase No. 1.

Mar k Larson stated that the Gty didits own traffic study in order
for conparison with UTA s. The Gty felt the nunbers in UTA s
study were a little low. In addition to what UTA was proposing,
the Gty s traffic consultant proposed that UTA install whatever
was needed for a future semaphore at the intersection of 4000 Sout h
2500 West/ 2675 West. Then when it was warranted, the signal |ight
could be install ed.

Comm ssioner Collins asked who would determ ned when the signa
light was warranted. Comm ssi oner Yeonman suggested that the
warrants be based on t he nunber of accidents. John Bjeergaard said
it would be tied to the accidents, traffic counts, and del ays.
Mark Larson said 4000 South was a City street. The Gty would be
responsi ble to determ ne when the signal |ight was warrant ed.
Chairman Merx stated that the Comm ssion would probably want to
reference that standard to ensure it was not just hanging out
t here.

Mar k Larson expl ai ned that any devel opnent that created the need
for a light was responsible to install the necessary wring, etc.
for the future installation of the light. UTA was having a hard
ti me accepting the new study, as the cost for a light was $200, 000.
That was under st andabl e, but safety was the first priority.

Mark Larson said the eighth condition was the addition of Lot Nos.
5 and 6 to the subdivision.

Commi ssi oner Kirch asked about Lot Nos. 5 and 6. WMark Larson said
the Gty planned to purchase Lot No. 5 for an underground culinary
water reservoir. It would be simlar to the one just to the east
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and would have a visually |ow inpact. Chai rman Merx asked how
| arge Lot No. 6 was. Comm ssi oner Yeoman said it was roughly

28, 000 square feet.

Comm ssi oner Yeoman stated that some of the Gty s recommendati ons
were hefty and woul d be hard for UTA to acconplish, but she felt
the plans were ready to forward to the Cty Council.

El i zabeth Scanl on, planner for UTA, introduced nenbers of UTA's
staff who were present: M ke Roberston, UTA Project WMnager,
Brandon Bott, PR O ficer, David Warnock, Design Manager, and Matt
Scanlon, Traffic Engineer. M. Scanlon said UTA was planning to
open in the spring of 2008. UTA agreed with the recomrendation
about the fence and five feet of |andscape buffering. The new
pl ans refl ected the design change. Native seed m x woul d be added
to Lot Nos. 5 and 6 in response to the recommendati on regarding
storm water and erosion affecting neighboring properties. Native
seed m x included neadowgrass and wld flowers, such as evening
prinrose and prairie clover. Landscapi ng woul d i nclude shrubs,
trees, and native seed mx, as well as drainage swales. She felt
the planting woul d take care of the erosion concerns.

Chai rman Mer x asked whet her the swal e woul d be on the east side of
t he access road or the west. Mark Larson said it would be on the
east side so stormwater wouldn't fl ood access the road.

Ms. Scanl on said UTA had reworked the entrance to the ki ss-and-ri de
lot, and the cul-de-sac had been noved to the east side. The
entrance had been wi dened to 30 feet. Vehicular and pedestrian
traffic flow had been addressed, as well as crosswal ks and
pedestrian i sl ands.

There was discussion regarding the mddl e access to the sidewal k
and then down to the crosswal k. Comm ssioner Allred felt it would
be better to have an access for pedestrians to walk down the
si dewal k rather than through the parking |ot.

El i zabet h Scanl on stated that the fenci ng between t he park-and-ride
| ot and adjoining properties would be 6-foot vinyl coated chain
link. There would also be opaque fencing along the residentia
properties to provide nore privacy. UTA would also fence M.
Wl son's property to the south.

UTA staff di spl ayed a sanpl e of the shoebox Iight that was proposed
to show how it would shine directly dowmn in to the parking |ot.
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Comm ssioner Collins stated that UTA had a lighting study that
showed lights shining up into the hill and into the atnosphere. He
asked for clarification that only the top of the lights would be
seen.

Chai rman Merx asked if there would be enough Iight to prevent dark
spots. Elizabeth Scanlon said there woul d.

Comm ssioner Kirch asked if there would be lights in each of the
i sl ands. David Warnock expl ai ned where the |ights woul d be | ocat ed
and where they woul d shine. The |light was dispersed the further it
got away fromthe light pole. There wouldn't be any dark spots,
but there would be brighter spots under each |ight.

Comm ssioner Kirch asked if the lights would be on only during the
night. David Warnock said that after the last train left, every

other light would turn off. The lights were photocell so they
woul d come on at dark and go off in the norning. After the |ast
train left, the total light vol une woul d be decreased.

El i zabeth Scanl on stated that UTA had thoroughly gone through al

of the data on the traffic study. Station boardings were accepted
by WFRC (Wasatch Front Regional Council) and were consistent with
ot her data. Both anal yses conducted by UTA cane up with the sane
results, and they were consi dered acceptable up to 2030. Since the
| ast study, the acceleration and nedi an were added. UTA had asked
the Gty Engineer and traffic consultant what was not acceptabl e.
Those itenms woul d be discussed later with the engineers. UTA did
not feel they should be held accountable for other devel opnent that
woul d happen in the future. They were happy to put down conduit
for a future traffic signal now, but they didn't want to be held
responsi ble for 100% of the cost. Data showed their plan would
wor k, and they were waiting to hear what the Gty s concerns were.

Chai rman Merx expressed concern about vehicles turning off of 4000
South. Wbuld the turning radius make a difference? WMatt Scanl on
expl ai ned that the turning radi us woul d not nmake a difference. The
traffic nodels didn’t show an issue with that.

Conmi ssioner Kirch asked if a round-about would work there. Vat t
Scanlon said it would not.

E

i zabeth Scanlon stated that they were waiting to hear from Mark
MII

er, the Gty Engineer. She felt they had done the work and now
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needed nore information. There were national standards that

warranted |ights.

Commi ssioner Collins asked when the new road woul d be com ng over
the hill. El i zabeth Scanlon said the Hi nckley Drive/ 3100 South
extensi on was set for construction in 2010.

El i zabeth Scanl on explained that UTA had not decided what bus
service to the site would be offered. Route 604 served Roy. More
routes mght be added or taken away. UTA was | ooking at the
possibility of a van share for H Il AFB s Roy gate.

M ke Robertson, UTA, reviewed the construction stages and expl ai ned
that UTA was out of tine. UTA planned to open in the spring of
2008. No paving could be done between Novenber 2007 and March
2008. They had a two-week period for Roy City to nake its
decision. Fromthat point, it would take UTA two weeks to nobilize
and begin construction. UTA needed to close up any outstanding
issues within the next few weeks. UTA needed to know what the
i ssues were regarding traffic. They would take care of any issues
wi th | andscapi ng Lot Nos. 5 and 6.

Comm ssi oner Kirch asked how soon the Gty planned to construct the
wat er reservoir on Lot No. 5. Mark Larson did not know It made
no sense to put in grass and flowers if the Gty would be digging
themup in a year or so.

Chai rman Merx open the floor for public comments at 7:15 p. m

Cloy Child, 3883 South 2275 West, stated that he attended the open
house and net with UTA staff. He thanked those who planned the
open house. His comments were generated by the open house. His
asked Brian Jenkins to read a statenent for him

Brian Jenkins, 2046 West 3775 South, read the follow ng statenent
fromCdoy Child dated May 22, 2007

To UTA and Roy Pl anni ng Conm ssi on:

There are some specific concerns that need to be addressed and
resol ved before a final approval of the UTA parking | ot should be
gi ven.

As any citizen knows, no one may not start a building or
construction project without first having the plans approved by the
Pl anning Commi ssion and City Council. The question we need
addressed and answered publicly is: Wy was UTA allowed to begin
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their Park and Ri de Lot without having the appropriate approval for
the entire Plan?

Does UTA have a special variance approval that we as citizens are
unawar e of ?

Property owners al ong the 2450 West road and ot hers involved in the
construction of the Park and Ri de Lot have not been contacted about
the re-seeding and or restoration of their property. Wen and how
will they be contacted and arrangenents nmade for property
restoration?

VWho is responsible for renmoving the Dyers Whad that is presently in
the UTA lot?

VWhen will the manhol e covers in the Park and R de Lot going to be
| owered to the sanme | evel as the pavenent?

M. Meyers has stated that UTA has done two traffic surveys. In the
survey dated Decenber 2006, the daily average traffic count was
10, 364 cars per day. M. Mansfield s nost recent traffic count done
over a 97-hour period registers the daily traffic count at 15, 850
cars per day. This is a huge discrepancy of over 5,486 cars. UTA s
figures are under-estimated by nore than 34% UTA also lists the
projected growth at 1.2% This figure may be reflective of the
state’s overall growh, but it is under-reporting the growth we are
experiencing in Wber County and does not account for the record
growt h we’ve experienced in the past seven years.

We di spute M. Meyer’s inference that anyone can cross 4000 Sout h at
anytime in 30 seconds or less. During norning rush hours and the
afternoon rush hours or when there has been a train holding up
traffic, it takes considerable nore time than 30 seconds

We not only dispute his inference, we also invite everyone before
they give their approval to drive across 4000 South sone afternoon
bet ween the hours of 4:30 and 6:00 p.m

We woul d |'i ke the 2450 West road to be extended into the parking | ot
for access by energency vehicles as an outlet in case of other
ener genci es. VWhat can be done so that this road is ready and
avai |l abl e on an energency basis?

Once the Park and Ride Lot is conpleted, who is responsible for the
safety and security of the lot? What will be done to alleviate the
types of crime that have been reported by Channel 2 and recorded in
other Park and Ride Lots? The types of crine are theft, smashed
wi ndows, stolen batteries, stolen gas, and even stolen cars? These
are not inferences, but rather reported, recorded, and part of the
public record. What is going to be done in a way of prevention, and
who will be accountable for the safety measures?
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O her traffic concerns: Wal-Mart is going to be conpleted | ess than
one nile away. VWen that store is opened, the traffic could
increase. What are the requirements for atraffic |ight out of the
Park and Ridge Lot? Wth the projected traffic increased, when wl|l
this Park and Ride require a traffic light installed?

M. Meyers told me fact to face | ast Tuesday, May 15, 2007, that as
t he designer of this Park and R dge Lot, whether we like it or not,
we will have it ‘shoved down our throat.

| take issue with his suggestion of supremacy over the citizens,

Pl anni ng Commi ssion and other governing authorities. The City
Counci|l and Pl anni ng Comm ssi on have been intrumental in |Iistening
and addressing our concerns. | appreciate all of the extratime and

wor k that has gone into makng this Park and Ride Lot a good think
for our community, not merely a good idea poorly planned. W al
desire this to be a high-quality addition to our city and comunity.
We are willing to make conproni ses in consideration of what is best
for everyone.

| again thank you for your tinme in listening and seeking positive
solutions to these issues.

Si ncerl ey,

Cloy H Child

Paul Sorensen, 4176 South 2400 West, stated that his property
bordered Lot No. 4. This was the second tinme a 1, 000-car parking
| ot had been put in his backyard. He had 11 year of experience
living near a large parking lot. He was concerned with the vacuum
sweepers that were often brought into clean the lots. They ran at
ni ght and sounded |i ke a vacuumin your living room That type of
cl eani ng shoul d be done during the daytinme hours. Car alarns go
off. What was the renmedy? In kiss-and-ride |ots, people would sit
intheir cars with stereos going while they waited to pick soneone
up. Did the Cty have a Noise Ordinance and was it enforced? He
would like to be able to walk to the rail station rather than
drive. He would |ike pedestrian access to catch a train. Wen he
built his home, there were all sorts of restrictions and covenants
regarding building materials. He was given a first refusal to
purchase the property directly behind him the part that is not
bei ng devel oped.

Jeanne Peterson, 3860 South Mdland Drive, stated that 2000 South
in dinton used to be very rural and residential |ike 4000 South
was. It had hones, but it would turn into conmercial property.
She wanted the nunber crunchers to go down to 2000 South and see
what a nmess it was. Drivers were now goi ng through parking lots to
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avoid sitting through traffic lights. A light would be necessary
in the future. She suggested getting things in place now so the
road woul dn’t have to be torn up again.

Bert Visser, 4833 South 2500 West, stated that he had been com ng
to Gty Council and Planning Comm ssion neetings for the |ast 3%
nmont hs. He wanted an answer from soneone about how UTA got
permssion to start without a site plan. He didn’t know who gave
UTA the authority to do it. UTA s assunptions were way off. He
reviewed sonme correspondence between the City Engineer and UTA
regarding H nckley Drive, traffic counts, materials for the road
with the energency crash gate, a light on 4000 South, and
infrastructure installation. He felt UTA's engineer did a poor
job. M. Visser had many concerns regardi ng UTA's proposal. The
City had a copy of the material he read dated May 15, 2007.

Carl Swan, 4097 Sout h 2275 West, asked for clarification on Lot No.
4. He thought Lot No. 4 was just to be part of the propsal, not
that it would be built upon. Comm ssioner Kirch said it could
becone a single-fam |y devel opnent. The honmes would be built as a
buffer for the existing hones. M. Swan said he lived closer to
Lot No. 5, which was to be an underground water storage reservoir.
What woul d Lot No. 6 be? Chairman Merx said that was up in the air
ri ght now.

Conmi ssioner Allred stated that the entire area was zoned R-1-8.

Commi ssioner Kirch said this was residential. The only comerci al
area was down on 3500 West.

Leon W1 son, 4302 South 2675 West, was concerned about the storm
drain runoff fromthe subdivisions. He asked if the drains could
be set in the park-and-ride area to funnel the water into the storm
sewers. Sone of the water would conme down on the south side. He
felt it would not cover the anmount of water running off. At tine
the area received a |lot of water, and it came down fast. The City
needed to address the issue of water flow Even if they could
catch it, it will have to be ran off the paved parking lot. M.
Wl son felt the site could be engineered really well to elimnate
the issue of runoff. He also appreciated the fence UTA woul d put
up and the efforts of the Pl anning Conm ssion.

There was sone di scussion regarding the runoff that flowed into the
or chard.
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Jeanne Peterson stated that school kids hopped her fence to get
t hr ough. She wondered about putting in a crosswalk for kids to
pass.

Mar shal | Shel man, 4095 South 2300 West, asked what future hones on
Lot No. 4 would | ook like. Comm ssioner Allred said it was the
sane zone as the existing residential areas. Comm ssioner Kirch
explained that Lot No. 4 would be sold at a later date.
Nei ghbori ng property owners woul d recei ve noti ce when a devel opnent
was proposed on Lot No. 4. They could nake comments at that tine.

Commi ssioner Kirch noved to close the public hearing to consider

approval of Roy Station Subdivision at 2. Commi ssi oner Yeonan
seconded the notion. Comm ssion nenbers Allred, Collins, Kirch,
Mer x, Stonehocker, and Yeoman voted “aye.” The notion carried.

Commi ssioner Allred noved to close the public hearing to consider
approval of a conditional use permt and site plan for a conmuter

rail station at 2. Conmi ssioner Kirch seconded the notion.
Conmi ssion nenbers Allred, Collins, Kirch, Merx, Stonehocker, and
Yeoman voted “aye.” The notion carried.

There was general discussion regarding the tinme |ine and process
regarding this project and the surplus property. A letter of
interest froma nei ghbor could be submtted to Steve Hanson, UTA' s
property nmanager

Comm ssioner Kirch explained that UTA was allowed to begin
construction because they were noving dirt for the Ogden station.

Comm ssioner Allred rem nded the Conm ssioners and the public that
an approval process was followed. None of this had been done in a
vacuum UTA had cone forward with an actual devel opnent plan for
t he park-and-ride I ot. They had not bypassed anything. It had all
been done in a step-by-step manner over quite a long period of
tine.

Comm ssi oner Yeoman stated that UTA had di scussed t he cl eani ng and
security in a previous neeting.

Brandon Bott, UTA, stated that there had been sonme concern about
security at park-and-ride lots as reported by Channels 2 and 5.
Safety and security was a nunber one priority for UTA. Passenger
safety was top priority for UTA  Activity in park-and-ride lots
was simlar to other parking lots. UTA police spent tinme on the
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trains. Wil e asking for tickets, they were really checking on
passenger safety and to act as a safety presence. There had been
concern about car thefts and vandalism The news nedia went to
cars in the ot where valuables were left out or left unl ocked.
UTA security staff left ‘report cards’ on vehicles that were left
in an unsafe manner. They were | ooking at putting up signs listing
safety tips and were studying the use of canmeras at the station
sites. They didn’t have plans yet, but they were looking at it.
M. Bott had a witten response to the Channel 2 spot. It was nade
part of the public record.

Commi ssioner Yeoman |liked the idea of leaving ‘report cards’ on
cars that were left in an unsafe manner.

Comm ssioner Kirch asked if UTA had consi dered signs asking peopl e
to turn down their stereos. M ke Robertson, UTA, felt a sign about
Roy City’s Noi se Ordi nance woul d be nore effective than a sign from
UTA. Conm ssioner Kirch was concerned about the noi se of sweepers
at 4:00 aam Mke Robertston said that as a business they relied
on people riding their system They didn't want to e bad
nei ghbors.

Chai rman Merx was concerned about the site generating nore runoff
t han was expected. Had that been considered? M ke Robertson said
there was sone drainage that property owners needed to deal with
Hew as curious about where the water was comng from

John Bjeergaard, Wsatch Cvil, stated that he did the storm
drai nage master plan. It did take into account the overall
drai nage basins. They should correlate. He would check it out.

Comm ssioner Allred asked if the existing stormdrain system was
adequate. UTA was only responsible for their runoff.

Mark Larson stated that the stormdrainage within the project area
was designable. The |oose water outside the project area m ght
i nvol ve the property owners thensel ves.

There was nore di scussion regarding the storm drai nage i ssues.
Mark Larson stated that there would be ongoing thigns that woul d

af fect the nei ghborhood, such as dust. That was sonething to | ook
at now that could be nore of a problemin the future.
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Comm ssioner Kirch noved to recomend that the Cty Counci
approval a conditional use permt and site plan for the conmuter
rail station parking | ot |ocated at approximately 4155 Sout h 2500
West subject to the staff and engi neering comments; that concerns
about stormdrai nage and master plan be | ooked at; that Lot Nos. 5
and 6 be seed be grassed, or delayed for Roy City; that UTA instal
conduit for the traffic light at 2500 West 4000 South; nove the
exiting frontage road north of 400 South to align with the 2500
West 4000 South intersection as part of Phase No. 1. Comm ssioner
St onehocker seconded the notion. Comm ssion nenbers Allred,
Collins, Kirch, Merx, Stonehocker, and Yeoman voted “aye.” The
nmotion carried.

Comm ssioner Kirch noved to recommend that the Gty Council grant
prelimnary approval of the Roy Station Subdivision |ocated at
approxi mately 4155 South 2500 West subject to the findings of the

staff and engi neer. Comm ssioner Collins seconded the notion.
Commi ssion menbers Allred, Collins, Kirch, Merx, Stonehocker, and
Yeoman voted “aye.” The notion carried.

Comm ssioner Allred noved to take a short break. Conmi ssi oner
Kirch seconded the notion. Commi ssion nenbers Allred, Collins,
Kirch, Merx, Stonehocker, and Yeoman voted “aye.” The notion

carri ed.
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3. APPROVAL OF A SITE PLAN FOR AN ADDI TION TO THE MJNI Cl PAL
BUI LDl NG LOCATED AT APPROXI MATELY 5051 SOQUTH 1900 WEST

Mar k Larson presented a site plan and elevations of City Hall. He
expl ai ned that the proposed addition was the only change to the
side, along with side sidewalk. The addition was approximtely
2000 square feet on each level, for a total of 4,000 square feet.
The staff wanted the site to function as a canpus and would like to
be able to get between the buildings and fromthe parking |ots by
sone sort of step way or sidewal k.

Comm ssioner Allred noved to approve the site plan for the
Muni ci pal Buil ding addition subject to a connecting sidewal k from
the south parking lot to the fire station. Comm ssioner Collins
seconded the notion. Conm ssion nenbers Allred, Collins, Kirch,
Mer x, Stonehocker, and Yeoman voted “aye.” The notion carri ed.

4. ADJ OURN

Comm ssioner Kirch noved to adjourn at 8:38 p.m Commi ssi oner
Al l red seconded the notion. Comm ssion nenbers Allred, Collins,

Kirch, Merx, Stonehocker, and Yeoman voted “aye.” The notion
carried.

Bill Merx

Chai r man
Attest:

M chel | e Drago
Secretary

dc: pmay2207



