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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES OF THE  
CITY OF CEDAR HILLS  

Tuesday, February 21, 2023 – 7:00 p.m. 
Community Recreation Center 

10640 North Clubhouse Drive, Cedar Hills, Utah 
 
Present:  Mayor Denise Andersen, Presiding  

Council Member Laura Ellison 
Council Member Mike Geddes 
Council Member Bob Morgan  
Council Member Kelly Smith 

 
Absent/Excused:   Council Member Alexandra McEwen 
 
Staff:   Chandler Goodwin, City Manager 

Greg Gordon, Recreation Director 
Kevin Anderson, Public Works Director 
Charl Louw, Finance Director 
Hyrum Bosserman, City Attorney 
Colleen Mulvey, City Recorder 

 
Others:  Lieutenant Josh Christensen 
 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
 
1. Call to Order, Pledge, and Invocation.   
 
The City Council Meeting of the City of Cedar Hills, having been properly noticed, was called to 
order at 7:09 p.m. by Mayor Andersen. 
 
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Ellison. 
 
The Invocation was offered by Council Member Geddes.  
 
2. Approval of Meeting Agenda. 
 
MOTION:  Council Member Ellison moved to APPROVE the Meeting Agenda.  Council 
Member Geddes seconded the motion.  Vote on motion:  Council Member Ellison-Yes, 
Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member Morgan-
Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
3. Public Comment. 
 
There were no public comments. 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
 
4. Approval of Resolution No. 02-21-2023A - Appointment of Bari Cruze to the Cedar 

Hills Planning Commission. 
 
5. Approval of Resolution No. 02-21-2023B - Appointments to the Family Festival 

Citizens Advisory Committee. 
 
Mayor Andersen reported that Resolution No. 02-21-2023A pertained to the appointment of Bari 
Cruze to the Planning Commission.  He would fill the seat vacated by Bob Morgan.  Part of the 
Consent Agenda was also Resolution No. 02-21-2023B, which related to appointments to the 
Family Festival Citizens Advisory Committee.  Those appointments included Jill Brown, Jason 
Oler, Ruby Hofeling, and Tyler Brocious.   
 
MOTION:  Council Member Geddes moved to APPROVE the Consent Agenda.  Council 
Member Ellison seconded the motion.  Vote on motion:  Council Member Ellison-Yes, 
Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member Morgan-
Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
CITY REPORTS AND BUSINESS 
 
6. City Manager and Staff. 
 
City Manager, Chandler Goodwin reported that a major snowstorm was expected.  He reminded 
those present not to park on the streets during snow events as it makes it difficult for snowplows.  
He also noted that there was an increase in people trying to chase, bother, or take photographs of 
the sheep on the golf course.  Anyone who observes that kind of behavior was asked to call the 
Police.  It is a nuisance and dangerous for the animals.  Lieutenant Josh Christensen asked residents 
to report any incidents immediately.  Delayed reports make it difficult to resolve problems.  There 
are often officers patrolling that can assist fairly quickly.   
 
Recreation Director, Greg Gordon reported that construction on the new building began over the 
weekend.  The framing was done so everything was protected inside until the exterior work is 
finished.  Additionally, there were improvements made to the Vista Room.  The Vista Room itself 
was repainted as well as the hallway upstairs.  The sink in the Catering Room was also refurbished.  
Mr. Gordon informed those present that Jr. Jazz will wrap up in approximately two weeks.  
Saturday will be the second of four weeks of the ski bus.   
 
Public Works Director, Kevin Anderson, reported that facility repairs are being completed.  There 
had been some leaking roofs in addition to vehicle maintenance for parks.  There had been three 
water main breaks in the last week from UTOPIA.  Staff had been very busy trying to address 
those breaks.  He hoped the issues would slow down after a recent meeting with UTOPIA.  Next 
week, four employees would be attending a Water Conference in order to be re-certified.  If there 
are any issues during that time, the department may be shorthanded.  Issues might take a bit longer 
to address in that instance.  Mr. Anderson shared information about the meter project and reported 
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that 2,313 new culinary meters were installed in the City.  He added that approximately 190 PI 
meters were installed as well.  
 
Council Member Geddes noted that he saw some old meters and lids and wondered if they were 
missed or covered in snow.  Mr. Anderson explained that he spoke to the contractor about that and 
they should be picked up sometime this week.  It was also possible to phone the City about the 
location of the remaining meters so they could be picked up.  Council Member Geddes believed 
the contractors doing the UTOPIA work were excellent but wondered if there was insurance when 
the workers hit a Cedar Hills line.  Mr. Anderson explained that four lines were hit in the last 
month.  They were double insured.   
 
Finance Director, Charl Louw reported that he had been corresponding with Range Architecture 
on something that had been discussed for some time was a potential location for a City Council 
Room.  He noted that the blue tape shown indicated the size of the room in the Public Safety 
Building and how much smaller it would be in that location.  Something else that Range 
Architecture was exploring was the deck.  There could be a win-win situation by providing a place 
for the City Council to meet as well as a place for tournaments or wedding events.  Some 
renderings and floor plans would be shared with the City Council Members in the near future.  The 
hope was that it would be possible to bring in enough revenue so the room would pay for itself 
over time.    
 
7. Mayor and Council. 
 
Council Member Morgan thanked the Council for accepting him.  He commented that everyone 
has been wonderful and welcoming.  His experience on the City Council had been positive so far. 
 
Council Member Ellison reported that the Easter Egg Hunt would take place on April 8, 2023, in 
Harvey Park.   
 
Council Member Smith reported that she serves on the Legislative Policy Committee.  1 ½ weeks 
were remaining of the Legislative Session.  She commented that it has been a difficult year so far.  
The Utah League of Cities and Towns (“ULCT”) confirmed that there are over 150 more bills than 
before.  The ULCT is currently tracking 120 to 150 bills.  Over 100 bills dropped last weekend.  
Council Member Smith warned that many of the bills are infringing on local control, which was 
of concern.  What is happening at the State level was extremely problematic for cities.  Council 
Member Smith noted that there are weekly Legislative Policy Committee Meetings and nightly 
emails.   
 
Mayor Andersen reported that there have been discussions about eliminating Sales Tax on food.  
Cities have pushed back on that because it is a lot of the sales tax revenue.  That is especially true 
in Cedar Hills.  The Legislation had now dropped the portion that would impact cities.  If the bill 
passes, it will only relate to the State’s portion.   
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SCHEDULED ITEMS AND PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
8. Review/Action and Public Hearing on an Ordinance Amending City Code Title 10-

6a-4 Related to Parking Requirements in the SC-1 Commercial Zone. 
 
Mr. Goodwin reported that the item pertains to parking requirements in the SC-1 Commercial 
Zone, however, the discussion pertains to office spaces.  There are different formulas for retail and 
other types of commercial business.  There is a bit of commercial property remaining in the City 
and some can be used for various types of office uses.  One that would be discussed during the 
meeting was 4700 West and Cedar Hills Drive.  It is the remnant piece from the Cedar Canyon 
Subdivision.  Immediately behind Harts Gas & Food is another mixed-use location.  It could be 
retail or office.   
 
Mr. Goodwin noted that there are locations in Cedar Hills where smaller office structures could be 
located.  Developers were looking at those kinds of locations to determine what could fit there.  
The current Code requires six parking stalls per 1,000 square feet of office area.   Cedar Hills is 
currently at six spaces per 1,000 square feet of office space.  By comparison, Pleasant Grove is 
1/300, Draper is 4/1,000, Taylorsville is 5/1,000, Ogden is 1/300, Lehi is 1/300, American Fork is 
4/1,000, and Orem is 4/1,000.  The 6/1,000 was on the high side compared to other communities 
in the area.  Staff presented this information to the Planning Commission and recommended that 
the City approve a parking ratio that is 3/1,000 gross office area, which would reduce the current 
parking ratio by half.   
 
It was important to understand what generates traffic and what does not.  For instance, when 
planning to park a building adequately, the uses that generate traffic need to be considered.  The 
uses that do not generate traffic do not necessarily need to be considered.  The Planning 
Commission reviewed all of the information presented and felt that it made sense to calculate the 
parking ratios based on gross square footage rather than net square footage.   
 
Mr. Goodwin shared an example of a 14,000-square-foot building with an 80/20 ratio, where 80% 
generated traffic and 20% did not.  The ratio of 3 parking stalls per 1,000 gross floor area was 3 x 
14 for a total of 42 parking stalls.  Three parking stalls per 1,000 net floor area, assuming a 0.2 
reduction, meant there would need to be 34 parking stalls.  That was a difference of eight stalls on 
gross versus net with three parking stalls per 1,000.  Mr. Goodwin felt it was important to discuss 
the numbers and make sure buildings are adequately parked.  The Planning Commission expressed 
concerns about determining what is common area and what is not.  As a result, the gross calculation 
was recommended.  It was noted that if the Code was written carefully, City Staff would have the 
discretion to determine what was non-traffic generating space.   
 
The number of parking stalls that can fit on a site will directly impact the size of the building.  
Mr. Goodwin reported that a traffic stall is typically nine-feet-wide and 18 feet deep.  He noted 
that it is important to maximize space as Cedar Hills did not include street-side parking as part of 
the parking calculations.  He did not recommend including that moving forward.   
 
Council Member Geddes pointed out that four options were presented to the City Council.  He 
asked for clarification on the Planning Commission recommendation.  Mr. Goodwin clarified that 
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the Planning Commission recommended 3/1,000 gross.  Council Member Geddes believed the 
gross was more logical than the net in this case.  It would be easier to focus on that rather than 
calculate every individual use in the building unless there was a rare instance where an office 
building generates no traffic.  Mr. Goodwin felt that was a good point.  Office uses that generate 
little to no traffic had not been discussed at a Planning Commission level.  Mayor Andersen pointed 
out that a tenant may not generate traffic, but that tenant may move out of the building after a 
certain point.  There needs to be enough parking spaces available to accommodate future uses as 
well.  Council Member Geddes was supportive of the Planning Commission's recommendation for 
3/1,000 gross.   
 
Mayor Andersen opened the public hearing.   
 
Travis Olsen identified himself as one of the developers of the subject property.  His parcel is 
located at 4700 West and Cedar Hills Drive.  As a developer who looks at square footage for both 
residential and office projects, he agreed that it is most simple to look at parking on a gross basis.  
The difficulty was with small parcels such as this one, which is three-quarters of an acre.  There 
was a desire to generate revenue and still park the building at an appropriate ratio.  Mr. Olsen 
stated that they were doing everything possible to include enough parking.    
 
Mr. Olsen reported that there had been similar issues in Murray.  Murray is older than Cedar Hills 
but has a similar situation in that it is landlocked and unable to expand like other cities.  Cedar 
Hills has a very small pocket of properties in the SC-1 Zone.  Something Murray City did after 
looking at its Code was to allow for a net calculation to be part of the Code in limited areas.  Many 
other cities had done the same thing.  It is an industry-wide standard to look at something on a net 
versus gross basis.  In this instance, what he was requesting was a limited restriction on what the 
development could define as the net.   
 
Several cities had thought about spec buildings.  If the tenants are unknown, it would be possible 
to use the net calculation with a 20% cap.  Mr. Olsen noted that the Planning Commission had 
lengthy discussions about net versus gross.  There was no question that a gross calculation was the 
easiest way to move forward.  That being said, he was in a situation where the desire was to build 
a beautiful building on three-quarters of an acre and there were issues associated with that.  It was 
not possible to add extra parking spaces and still make the project successful.   
 
Council Member Ellison asked for clarification about what the applicant was asking for.  Mr. Olsen 
explained that he was in full support of what the Planning Commission recommended but was also 
asking that the subject property be examined on a net rather than gross calculation.  Council 
Member Geddes noted that both net and gross could be added to the Code language.  The net was 
more subjective so it was important to consider who would interpret the language.  Mr. Olsen 
pointed out that it was part of the building process.   
 
Mr. Goodwin explained that the Conceptual Plan was approved by the Planning Commission.  The 
City Council does not approve Conceptual Plans.  The Preliminary Plan would go to the Planning 
Commission and once that is approved, the City Council would see the plan.  Council Member 
Geddes believed there would be an eight-parking stall difference between net and gross.  This was 
confirmed.  Mr. Goodwin pointed out that this is a challenging site.  There was discussion 



Page 6 of 11                                              Cedar Hills City Council Meeting   Approved: March 7, 2023 
February 21, 2023 

regarding the 4700 West and Cedar Hills Drive location.  Mr. Olsen noted that there was a 60-foot 
setback to the roundabout.  Certain site constraints need to be considered as well.  
 
Council Member Smith liked the idea of incorporating both net and gross into the language.  
Mr. Goodwin did not have that ready and would need time to draft the language.  He was not, 
however, opposed to the Council considering both.  Council Member Geddes suggested 
simplifying the process by focusing on leasable space.  Everything else could be considered 
common space.  Mr. Olsen explained that City Staff pulled language from the International 
Building Code when they presented it to the Planning Commission.  Using a term like “leasable” 
would make things a little bit more ambiguous.  Mr. Goodwin stated that it is important for the 
City Council to make the right decision.  If the Council needs to table the decision to a future City 
Council Meeting to obtain more information, that was acceptable.  
 
Council Member Geddes wanted to see what the Code language would look like if both net and 
gross were considered.  He also wanted the Planning Commission to weigh in on that.  There were 
concerns about slowing down the developer but Mr. Olsen explained that there was still time.  
Council Member Geddes liked that Cedar Hills was willing to look at things.  He did not mind 
changing the Code if it makes things better for all.  Mr. Goodwin believed that the existing 6/1,000 
was too high.  Mayor Andersen liked the recommendation from the Planning Commission.  3/1,000 
made sense but there could be additional discussions about net versus gross.  Mr. Goodwin 
suggested that two sets of Code be brought back for consideration.  If gross were chosen, that 
would be a simple calculation.  If the net is chosen, the Council needs to know how the 
International Building Code defines net.  Certain areas do not generate traffic.   
 
Mayor Andersen wanted those who came to Cedar Hills to build to be successful.  Council Member 
Geddes agreed.  Council Member Smith noted that if the developer can make the case for the net 
number, the parking regulations make sense as long as it meets the International Building Code.  
The developer leasing the building would have an interest in the parking anyway because no one 
would want to rent it if there is not enough parking available.  It seemed that everyone had the 
same goal in mind and could work together.  She liked the idea of both net and gross because there 
is a standard in place but also an option to make a case for a lower number.   
 
Council Member Morgan was a bit concerned about the net because a common space could 
become something else over the years.  For instance, additional offices could take over the break 
room.  Mr. Olsen understood those concerns and recommended that a cap be placed on the net.  
20% was an appropriate number, in his opinion.  Council Member Geddes agreed with the 
concerns expressed by Council Member Morgan.  If the use is changed at a later date there could 
be parking issues in the future.  Mr. Goodwin noted that there could be changes and remodeling 
done over time.  It might be possible to work out a Development Agreement with the building to 
specify that should future modifications change the parking ratio; the City reserves the right to 
deny the modifications.  City Attorney, Hyrum Bosserman confirmed that it would be possible to 
enter into a Development Agreement.  Another option was to allow a Special Exception.  If certain 
criteria are met, it would be possible to allow a Special Exception for parking.  
 
Council Member Smith felt it was important for Cedar Hills to be business friendly.  The City is 
small enough that it is possible to work with individual developers and businesses to make sure 
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that developments are a success and comply with the Code.  It was determined that the City Council 
would table the item to allow for additional language to be drafted and for further discussion.   
 
There were no further comments.  The public hearing was closed.   
 
MOTION:  Council Member Geddes moved to TABLE the item.  Council Member Smith 
seconded the motion.  Vote on motion:  Council Member Ellison-Yes, Council Member 
Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member Morgan-Yes, Council 
Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
9. Discussion on the Central Utah Water Conservancy District’s Rebate Program. 
 
Mr. Goodwin shared information related to the Central Utah Water Conservancy District’s Rebate 
Program.  He explained that the Central Utah Water Conservancy District is a local water 
conservation group that provides grants.  The district is interested in promoting water conservation 
through various methods.  Any resident who purchases a smart water irrigation controller for 
sprinklers can receive a $50 rebate.  Those types of controllers for residential use typically cost 
$50 to $200.  There are other programs as well, such as Flip Your Strip where a park strip is 
converted into xeriscape landscaping.  A rebate was offered based on the square footage of the 
land being flipped from grass to some other type of water conservation method.  The Central Utah 
Water Conservancy District (“CUWCD”) has several programs in place. 
 
The CUWCD wants to incentivize people to reduce their water usage bit by bit.  For residents to 
take advantage of the various programs, the City needs to adopt certain standards that the Central 
Utah Water Conservancy District released.  Mr. Goodwin had a conversation with a representative 
from the District the previous week.  In the packet, there was information related to Section 4 – 
Landscaping Requirements.  Those requirements would need to be adopted by the City in order 
for residents to participate in the programs.  Mr. Goodwin reviewed the landscaping requirements, 
which were as follows: 
 

• Lawn shall not be less than eight feet wide at its narrowest point; 
• Lawn shall not exceed 35% of the total landscaped area.  Total Landscaped Area: improved 

areas of the property that incorporate all the completed features of the landscape.  The 
landscape area does not include footprints of buildings or structures, sidewalks, driveways, 
and other non-irrigated areas intentionally left undeveloped; 

o Small residential lots, which have no backyards, in which the total landscaped area 
is less than 250 square feet, and which the front yard dimensions cannot 
accommodate the minimum 8 feet wide lawn area requirement, are exempt from 
the 8 feet minimum width lawn area requirement and a maximum of 35% lawn 
requirement. 

• Lawn shall not be installed in park strips, paths, or on slopes greater than 25% or 4:1 grade; 
and 

• In commercial, industrial, institutional, and multi-family development common area 
landscapes, lawn areas shall not exceed 20% of the total landscaped area. 
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Mr. Goodwin clarified that the requirements would only apply to new or retrofitted construction.  
There would not need to be enforcement on existing or established lawns.  He further reviewed 
the requirements.  If lawns are not less than eight feet wide at the narrowest point, there would 
need to be a more robust approach when it comes to approving individual Landscaping Plans.  
Typically, the City has stated that there is a year to put in a Landscaping Plan.  He clarified that 
there is a desire to participate in the Rebate Program but he was concerned about enforcement 
measures the City would need to undertake to comply with that requirement.   
 
The last requirement listed related to lawn areas to not exceed 20% of the total landscaped area.   
It was possible to change the Code to emphasize the use of low water, xeriscape, or local-scaped 
landscaping materials.  Mr. Goodwin reported that the commercial area currently requires a 15-
foot landscape barrier between residential and commercial.  The Council needs to determine if that 
is something that should remain and if it is of benefit to the City.  The proposed requirements from 
the CUWCD would cause the City to take a more in-depth look at the Code language.  
 
Council Member Geddes wondered if the City needs to comply with everything shown in the 
packet.  Mr. Goodwin clarified that everything in Section 4 – Landscaping Requirements would 
need to comply.  Council Member Geddes asked for additional clarity about the eight-foot width 
described in the first requirement.  Mr. Goodwin reported that he lives in a cul-de-sac and his front 
yard is narrow with approximately five feet of grass in the front at the narrowest point.  That would 
need to be greater than eight feet to qualify.  He clarified that this was only a discussion item and 
he could have a follow-up with the CUWCD representatives.  His concerns pertained to 
enforcement.  Mayor Andersen agreed.  She supported the rebate idea but was not sure if 
enforcement was possible.  
 
Council Member Smith wondered if the requirements could be adopted so residents could qualify 
for the rebate.  Enforcement could then be subjective.  The CUWCD cannot tell Cedar Hills that 
they need to enforce those requirements.  Mr. Goodwin understood the suggestion but had a 
difficult time passing a Code with no plan for enforcement.  Mr. Anderson reported that he had 
attended a lot of water conservation meetings and multiple designs could be considered.  There 
were other options besides grass.  It might be worthwhile for there to be a presentation so the 
different options could be reviewed.   
 
The Council discussed the details of the rebate.  Council Member Geddes wondered how much 
the rebates were for.  He did not want to waste a lot of time so small amounts of money could be 
received.  Mr. Anderson clarified that there are multiple types of rebates available to residents.  
Mr. Goodwin offered to obtain additional information on the types of rebates and share that with 
the Council.  Mr. Bosserman discussed enforcement.  He explained that for any ordinance that is 
passed, a citizen has the right to file something against the City that would require the City to 
enforce its own ordinance. 
 
Mr. Goodwin liked the idea of allowing the park strip to be something other than grass.  It was 
worthwhile to consider different options.  However, he was concerned by the language presented 
by the CUWCD.  Mayor Andersen liked having options but understood his concerns.  
Mr. Goodwin reiterated that he could speak to the CUWCD about how strong the language needs 
to be.  For instance, if a recommendation would be enough for residents to qualify for the rebate.  
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Council Member Geddes pointed out that there are a lot of Homeowners Associations (“HOA”) in 
Cedar Hills.  Many HOAs specify that there needs to be grass in the park strip.  Mayor Andersen 
asked Staff to determine whether the language needs to be strict or if there could be 
recommendations instead.   
 
10. Discussion on the City’s Traffic Control Policy. 
 
Mr. Goodwin shared information related to the Cedar Hills traffic control policies.  He distributed 
a report to the Council.  The report contained information about one full day of traffic on Harvey 
Boulevard.  Nearly 7,000 vehicles travel Harvey Boulevard each day.  The report also included 
the speeds.  The majority of vehicles are traveling 21 to 25 MPH.  Above 25 MPH, there were 
2,606 cars, which was 28% of the total.  That meant that 38% of vehicles are speeding.  
Mr. Goodwin noted that it would be worth discussing a written policy related to traffic mitigation 
efforts throughout the community.  He shared suggested standards with the City Council, which 
were as follows:   
 

• Road undulations, including speed tables, speed bumps, cross gutters, chicanes, or any 
other measure used to alter speeds on a road shall be considered for local streets only.  
Local streets are intended to serve the neighborhood only.  To satisfy this requirement, it 
must be determined that the local street is being used by at least 500 thru vehicles per day 
and has a total volume of not more than 3,000 vehicles per day. 

• Road undulations shall be considered only where the speed limit is 25 MPH and where the 
85th percentile speed exceeds 35 MPH. 

• A substantial majority of the residents must be in support of the installation of the traffic 
control measure.  Impacts on streets that might be affected by diverted traffic must be 
evaluated and the effect on adjacent property owners taken into consideration during the 
decision-making process. 

• The street on which the road undulations are proposed to be installed shall have good 
vertical sight distance, pavement surface quality, horizontal sight distance, drainage, and 
street lighting.  The streets must be free of unusual features which might affect the safe 
operation of road undulations. 

• The City Engineer shall recommend to the City Council the location and number of road 
undulations for a particular street. 

• The City Council shall review the City Engineer's recommendations and make the final 
determination of whether the recommended road undulations shall be installed. 

• Any installation of road undulations shall be at the City's expense, constructed to design 
standards established by the City Engineer and adopted by the City Council.  All road 
undulations are subject to removal if deemed in the best interest of the City. 

 
Mr. Goodwin explained that the items above are the criteria he came up with in draft form.  He is 
approached by residents frequently who want to see additional speed control measures.  He 
reported that speed signs do not necessarily slow down drivers but inform them of their speeds.  
The longer the speed signs are in place, the less effective the signs become.  There are several 
different measures the City could take to address speeding and traffic.  However, those measures 
should only be taken when there was a significant problem.  Mr. Goodwin asked for feedback on 
the drafted standards that had been shared with the Council. 
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Council Member Smith wondered if there was data related to hot spots.  This was confirmed.  
Mr. Goodwin explained that what normally happens is there are complaints, and the speed trailer 
is set out.  If there is a problem, the police are notified and there is local enforcement.  After the 
enforcement stops, the speeds slowly increase again.  It is important to explore solutions that 
change behavior.  Mr. Goodwin shared information about speed bumps and explained that there 
are certain design standards.  He noted that the more speed bumps that are constructed, the more 
difficulties there are for snowplows and emergency vehicles.   
 
Council Member Smith wanted to know how to best address the issues and the community 
concerns.  Mr. Goodwin felt it was important to establish clear policies.  That was the reason for 
the drafted language.  Lieutenant Christensen clarified that there is not a notable speed problem in 
Cedar Hills.  Most of the traffic accidents in Cedar Hills are related to yields.  For instance, 
someone pulling out in front of someone else or someone running a stop sign.  It is rare for there 
to be a speed-related traffic collision in Cedar Hills.  Council Member Smith asked about the 
school zones.  Lieutenant Christensen explained that there is a more aggressive stance on speeding 
in school zones compared to elsewhere in the City.  There is not a lot of leeway there.   
 
Mr. Goodwin reiterated that he liked the idea of there being a set of standards.  If those criteria are 
not met, the request for traffic mitigation would not occur.  He explained that the drafted language 
is only a draft and he wanted to hear feedback from the Council.  Mayor Andersen liked the idea 
of there being standards in place.  Mr. Goodwin recommended that the list be added to the City’s 
standards manual if deemed appropriate by the Council.  He noted that it would be possible to 
bring the item back at a future City Council Meeting.  
 
11. Motion to Go into Closed Session Pursuant to Utah State Code §52-4-205(1)(d) to 

Discuss the Purchase, Exchange, or Lease of Real Property. 
 
MOTION:  Council Member Ellison moved to go into CLOSED SESSION pursuant to Utah 
State Code §52-4-205(1)(d) to discuss the purchase, exchange, or lease of real property.  
Council Member Morgan seconded the motion.  Vote on motion:  Council Member Ellison-
Yes, Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member 
Morgan-Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The City Council was in Closed Session from 8:33 p.m. to 8:54 p.m. 
 
12. Motion to Adjourn Closed Session and Reconvene City Council Meeting. 
 
MOTION:  Council Member Smith moved to ADJOURN the Closed Session and Reconvene 
the Cedar Hills City Council Meeting.  Council Member Morgan seconded the motion.  Vote 
on motion:  Council Member Ellison-Yes, Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member 
McEwen-Absent, Council Member Morgan-Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion 
passed unanimously. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
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13. Adjourn. 
 
MOTION:  Council Member Geddes moved to ADJOURN the City Council Meeting.  
Council Member Ellison seconded the motion.  Vote on motion:  Council Member Ellison-
Yes, Council Member Geddes-Yes, Council Member McEwen-Absent, Council Member 
Morgan-Yes, Council Member Smith-Yes.  The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The City Council Meeting adjourned at 8:55 p.m.  
 
 
Approved by Council: 
March 7, 2023 
 
 
 
        /s/ Colleen A. Mulvey, MMC 
        City Recorder 
 


