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ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION

• Concept Plan

• Resort Development

• Resort and commercial

• Resort cottages

• 7 lots in Wasatch County

• Range from 4.9 - 29 acres

• 7 Lot north parcel subdivision 

• Acre lots





ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION

• Access

• Plan shows 3 points of access

• South access across the Kem Gardner property and the Utah 

Department of Fish and Game property

• Property owner has stated no access has been granted

• Middle access from 850 South

• North access from Midway Crest Subdivision

• Access easement will not allow a road built to City standards to be 

built

• Owner of easement has stated a road will not be allowed on the 

easement





ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION

• Economic development

• Increase tax base in the resort and commercial area

• Help retain the resort tax

• More information is needed to better analyze the potential 
benefits





ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION

• Trails

• Trail network could be expanded in the area including a 
trail along the Provo River

• Future trailhead on the Kem Gardner property would 
connect to any future public trails





ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION

• Sensitive Lands

• FEMA flood zone

• Wetlands

• No information has been provided

• Other sensitive lands

• High water table

• Wildlife habitat 





ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION 

• Development of the north parcel

• Density increase

• Access

• Location next to future sewer lagoons

• A-20 zoning vs. RA-1-43 zoning and potential impacts







POSSIBLE FINDINGS

• The proposed annexation will not create an unincorporated peninsula.

• The proposal does not have two verified access points.

• A concept plan was submitted with the application.

• The petitioned zoning does match the planned zones for the annexation area on 
City’s land use map. 

• The sensitive lands map is incomplete and does not include any wetlands 
information.

• Increasing density near HVSSD property has the potential of being impacted by 
odors.

• Without more detail of the resort area, the City cannot determine the economic 
impact of the annexation on the City and surrounding community.

• Further consideration of the petition by the City Council does not guarantee the 
property will be approved for annexation by the City Council.


