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CITY OF CEDAR HILLS 
CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION MINUTES 

Tuesday, March 1, 2022 – 6:00 p.m. 
Community Recreation Center 

10640 N. Clubhouse Drive, Cedar Hills, Utah 
 
Present:  Mayor Denise Andersen, Presiding  
   Council Member Laura Ellison 

Council Member Mike Geddes 
   Council Member Kelly Smith 

 
Staff:   Chandler Goodwin, City Manager 

Charl Louw, Finance Director 
Gretchen Gordon, Deputy City Recorder 
Greg Gordon, Recreation Director 
Jeff Maag, Building Official 
Craig Hall, City Attorney  

 
Excused:  Council Member Alexandra McEwan  

Council Member Brian Miller  
 
The Work Session of the City Council of the City of Cedar Hills, having been properly noticed, 
was called to order at 6:12 p.m. by Mayor Andersen. 
 

• Discussion on Video Broadcasting City Council Meetings. 
 
City Manager, Chandler Goodwin stated that the City budgeted $75,000 for the next fiscal year to 
renovate the Public Safety Building.  Construction on the new American Fork Fire Station will 
begin within the next month, and with that, renovation can begin on their current location.  Some 
of the upgrades will include carpet, paint, bathroom renovations, creating a place for City Council 
Meetings, and having audio/visual systems in place.  He recommended that the City wait until they 
have more information before deciding what to do with the audio/visual system.  In the past, there 
has not been a lot of participation from the public via technology.   
 
Council Member Smith gathered data from three other cities and found that few people watch the 
City Council Meetings live.  The meetings stream live on YouTube and are saved to see how many 
views there are.  They typically have less than 10 people watching live and just over 100 who have 
viewed meetings at some point on YouTube.  Council Member Smith was not opposed to having 
the capability of virtual access to meetings but would like to look at the least expensive options 
since there are a small number of viewers. 
 
Mr. Goodwin stated that once a meeting is recorded, it becomes part of the official record and must 
be stored and available for a certain amount of time, which makes the situation much more 
difficult.  He stated that perhaps with UTOPIA there will be a better way to upload videos. 
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Mayor Andersen reported the meeting recordings are available within one or two days.  She did 
not see a necessity to provide a video presentation of meetings as well.   
 
City Attorney, Craig Hall stated comments are part of the public record and need to be kept for a 
specified period of time, but there is no regulation regarding video recordings of meetings.  The 
official record is the minutes.  Discussion ensued on how long information needs to be kept by the 
City. 
 
Mayor Andersen stated that she would like to retain the integrity of City Council Meetings, 
comments are always allowed during public hearings and Council Members are available for 
discussion after meetings.  The public meeting, however, is generally misunderstood in that it is a 
meeting where the public can watch the Council do its business and not a situation where the 
Council interacts with the public.  She preferred to keep the meetings professional and legal as 
they are meant to be run.  The Mayor did not object to a video recording but wanted to make sure 
it is cost-effective.  
 
With regard to the live broadcasting of City meetings, a question was raised as to whether a resident 
could do a private Facebook Live or Zoom meeting.  It was noted that it has been done before and 
is within their rights.  Mr. Goodwin stated that the City is not set up technologically to do that at 
this point.  Perhaps when they get moved to the other building, they will be able to have other 
broadcasting options. 
 
 

• Noticed Agenda Items for the Regular City Council Meeting. 
 
Mr. Goodwin presented the Lakeshore II Subdivision located just south of the existing Lakeshore 
Subdivision.  The project consists of 24 acres in the H-1 Hillside Zone because it is over 20 acres 
in size it qualifies to be developed as a Planned Unit Development (“PUD”), which allows the 
developer to cluster the development to one side and dedicate open space on the other.  It will be 
developed as a PUD under Code Section 10-6B.  The density is granted based on a slope analysis.  
Mr. Goodwin presented a site map showing the slopes and described the colors and what slopes 
they represent.  There are 3.1 acres in the red zone, which grants the developer 7.7 lots.  In the 
green area, there are 5.4-acres, which allows 10.8 lots.  With that, they are already above the 
required land available for the density they are requesting for the 12 proposed units.   
 
One issue of concern was the road that will continue through the development.  The solid black 
line on the map is the rear property line and immediately behind it is the Bonneville Shoreline 
Trail and the Metropolitan Water District of Salt Lake-Sandy aqueduct easement.  The aqueduct 
is eight to 10 feet and provides water to nearly 500,000 people in Salt Lake County.  There are 
several regulations for traveling across the pipe and with engineering and money they may be able 
to find a way to get a road built there.  The main trail will remain a trail.  There may be a City 
project to extend the trail at some point.   
 
Lots 11 and 12 face Lakeshore Drive, Lots 2 through 6 face east, and Lots 7 through 10 face west.  
A question was raised about whether a speed bump should be installed on the road as it will be a 
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thoroughfare.  It was noted that there will be approximately 21 homes in the subdivision.  There 
was discussion regarding whether a speed bump would be warranted.   
 
The zoning requirements are met in the subdivision and the main concern was the slope of the road 
and ensuring that emergency vehicles have adequate access.  Several easements will need to be 
maintained as well.  This property is within the Wildland Urban Interface (“WUI”) Zone.  Mr. 
Goodwin recommended that City Council adopt WUI provisions that create certain standards.  
One, in particular, was identified as the driveway standard of up to 12% slope.  Mr. Goodwin 
acknowledged that it will be a challenge to maintain that standard with some of the lots.   
 
His preference was to raise the lots so that the driveway does not drain into the home.  Building 
Official, Jeff Maag, stated that the homes will likely have a double-stacked basement walkout with 
the garage on the upper level.  There was discussion regarding the driveways.  Mr. Goodwin stated 
that when the matter was before the Planning Commission it was suggested that a note be added 
to the plat recognizing that the subdivision is part of the WUI zone.  It was recommended that the 
standards be maintained.  Mr. Maag reported that the storm drain system will need to be evaluated.  
Mr. Goodwin explained that each lot will have its own sump drain and recommended that the City 
Engineer look at the proposal to make sure they are prepared for the 100-year storm surge.  There 
was further discussion about the proposed drainage system.   
 
A question was raised regarding what the City Council has to approve pursuant to the Code and 
what they can ask for legally.  Mr. Goodwin reported that the developer has certain development 
rights but as they design the subdivision, they have to meet the City standards.  The storm drain 
system is based on City standards, so the Council can set those requirements.   
 
Mr. Hall asked about the Timpanogos Special Service District Agreement that is on the City 
Council Agenda.  He was concerned with the section that states that the sewer systems are 
protected under the Government Records and Management Act (“GRAMA”).  Mr. Goodwin stated 
that typically the City does not share the location of utilities with the public, but the information 
has been given out on a case-by-case basis, depending on the legitimacy of the request.  Mr. Hall 
stated that under GRAMA it is a protected record.  The language needs to be cleared up to allow 
developers to have access to the information they need. 
 
This Work Session adjourned at 6:59 p.m.  
 
 
Approved by Council: 
April 12, 2022 
 
 
        /s/ Colleen A. Mulvey, MMC 
        City Recorder 
 


