
 

PERRY CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

PERRY CITY OFFICES 

January 25, 2024                                                                                          7:00 PM 
 

OFFICIALS PRESENT: Mayor Kevin Jeppsen presided and conducted the meeting. Council 

Member Dave Walker, Council Member Blake Ostler, Council Member 

Toby Wright, and Council Member Ashley Young 

 

OFFICIALS ABSENT:  Council Member Nathan Tueller 

 

CITY STAFF PRESENT:  Bob Barnhill, City Administrator 

Shanna Johnson, City Recorder  

Scott Hancy, Chief of Police 

Conner Curtis, Patrol Officer 

Zach Allen, Public Works Director  

     

 OTHERS PRESENT:           Blake Broadhead, Walline Broadhead, and Christy Peterson 

 

ON-LINE:    Melanie Barnhill, Nelson Phillips (BENJ) 

 
ITEM 1:  CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor Jeppsen welcomed everyone and called the City Council meeting to order.  

 

ITEM 2:  PROCEDURAL ISSUES 

A. Conflict of Interest Declaration  

None. 

 

B. Appointments 

• Flood Control Board 

Mayor Jeppsen recommended three officers for appointment to the Flood Control Board to the council 

members.  He asked them to reinstate and appoint to the Flood Control Board Bryce Thurgood, 

Chairperson, along with Kevin Pebley, and Paul Nelson. 

 

MOTION:  Council Member Wright motioned to approve Bryce Thurgood, Kevin Pebley, and Paul 

Nelson to another four-year term on the Flood (Control) Board. Council Member Walker 

seconded the motion. 

 

ROLL CALL:  Council Member Young, Yes  

             Council Member Walker, Yes 

           Council Member Ostler, Yes 

           Council Member Wright, Yes 

           Council Member Tueller, Absent 

 

      Motion Approved. 4 Yes, 0 No 

 



 

• Planning Commission 

Mayor Jeppsen tabled the appointment for the Planning Commission. 

 

ITEM 3: PRESENTATION 

A. State of the City 

Mayor Jeppsen opened the State of the City by saying that it is excellent (in an excellent position). He said 

he was exceedingly pleased with the performance of the staff and workforce. The presentation included 

eight of the city’s 2023 priorities within infrastructure, operations, and the community. In the 

PowerPoint presentation he briefly mentioned a few projects and accomplishments. He ended with 

highlights of the 2024 goals, needs, and focuses for the city. (See State of the City January 25, 2024, 

Slides).  

 

Chief Hancey gave the presentation for the Perry City Police Department. He explained how they have 

made changes to comply with the State mandated training and also implemented short form reporting to 

allow the officers more time to patrol the city. He said they received another gold status award from 

Lexipol for policy management. He noted that their Facebook page stated they have reached 43k people 

this year. He gave a 2023 at a glance report and presented police statistics for the prior year. (See Perry 

City Police Department 2023 final slides) 

 

ITEM 4: ACTION ITEMS (Roll Call Vote) 

A. Ordinance 23-L Site Design and Approval Requirements  

Mr. Barnhill noted that this and the following ordinance had gone through the Planning Commission 

along with having a public hearing. He explained that for this ordinance there was an effort to streamline 

the site plan application process and make some improvements. He went through the proposed updated 

ordinance and explained some of the changes and why they were changed. He pointed out the areas 

where certain minimal responsibilities were given to the administration staff to handle instead of the City 

Council. He noted some updates were made to align with state requirements. He reminded them that this 

site plan ordinance was for commercial and multi-family developments and not single-family homes.  

 

After reviewing the ordinance revision, Council Member Ostler recounted an issue a few years ago with 

the name of a road that was brought before the City Council. He suggested adding language to the 

ordinance for both the city engineer and City Council to be involved when authorizing (special/custom) 

street names.  

 

Mr. Barnhill mentioned that some of the design review sections (Section 5 through Section 10) were 

moved into one chapter to make it easier to find in the code. Council Member Walker said for clarification 

they include the word “cumulative” in section 15.18.010 and Mr. Barnhill agreed. Mr. Barnhill pointed out 

that there was a new section explaining the objectives of the application and the expectations of a 

complete application. Council Member Walker asked for additional information about number 11 in 

Section 14 (regarding exterior building materials) and Mr. Barnhill responded that it helps us to follow 

through on the regulations. Mr. Barnhill showed where it states that the approved Site Plan application 

will expire and how provided hourly service fees might be charged to the applicant. He said any 

aggrievance by the applicant can be sent to the Hearing Officer, who was an on-call attorney not 

employed by Perry City. He talked about the section with the critical improvements and infrastructure 

requirements along with the design and landscaping standards.  

 



 

Ms. Johnson suggested that they add (to Section 3(2)(b)(i)(1)) in addition to what was written the 

required posting notice to be posted in compliance with Utah Code 63G-30-102. Mr. Barnhill said the 

public notice requirement in this section of the ordinance was only for a Perry City public hearing and 

was not required by state law.  

 

Council Member Ostler requested to add to the ordinance the language that if the applicant requests a 

street name outside the city grid system, then the City Council along with the city engineer will be 

involved in the decision process. He suggested rectifying Council Member Walker’s clarification comment 

that they add language such as “not to exceed a cumulative amount of 50% in a three-year consecutive 

period”. He said he would like the fiber optic utility installation (UTOPIA) added to the improvements and 

infrastructure requirements. Mr. Barnhill explained that the fiber optic was not a developer cost but a 

developer coordination. He explained that fiber optic providers (like UTOPIA) will coordinate with the 

developers to go in and install these lines in the new subdivisions.  

 

Council Member Ostler suggested the exception language under the Architectural Standards be written to 

give more guidance and direction. Council Member Walker said he feels the same way about making the 

exception language clearer and asked what the intent of granting the exception was. He suggested they 

add “variety, aesthetic, and quality” in parentheses to this part of the ordinance.  

 

Mr. Allen commented that UTOPIA has asked to be part of the pre-subdivision planning meetings. 

 

MOTION:  Council Member Ostler made a motion that Ordinance 23-L Site Design and Approval 

Requirements be approved with the following notes, changes, revisions, etc. 

1. If a street gets a name and it is outside of the grid system that it requires City Council 

approval. 

2. There be language to the effect on expansion of a site plan, with the respect to the 30% 

language, that there be some cumulative language associated with that to prevent abuse 

of that provision. 

3. That on required infrastructure and improvements UTOPIA be added as one of the 

infrastructures to be required along with culinary water as listed in the ordinance. 

4. In the section referring to exception’s language for architectural standards that the 

parenthetical statement mentioned by Council Member Walker with the respect to the 

intent around variety, quality, etc. be inserted in that part.  

Council Member Walker seconded the motion. 

 

ROLL CALL:  Council Member Young, Yes  

             Council Member Walker, Yes 

           Council Member Ostler, Yes 

           Council Member Wright, Yes 

           Council Member Tueller, Absent 

 

      Motion Approved.  4 Yes, 0 No 

 

B. Ordinance 24-A Amending Conservation Subdivision 

Mr. Barnhill mentioned that they have had a few applicants go through the conservation subdivision 

process and because of this they have learned what they need to improve upon. He explained that the 



 

main focus of the changes was to better describe the acceptable conservation and open space land uses. 

Council Member Walker commented that the statements in this ordinance are a repeat or reflection of the 

design standards we have elsewhere. Mr. Barnhill agreed but said with less requirements for trees in the 

neighborhood open space and playground areas.  

 

Council Member Ostler asked if there was anything mentioned in the neighborhood open space that 

would allow for a water feature or something like that. Mr. Barnhill pointed out that it states “similar low-

impact passive recreational uses” that would be accepted to include water features. Council Member 

Wright was concerned that the equestrian and agricultural facilities mentioned in the ordinance might 

need better clarification. He said that perhaps they might want to limit the size and include that the 

facility needs to be a permit building supporting the orchard (open space). He said the size for it should 

allow for two vehicles with a small storage area. 

 

Mr. Barnhill went through the remainder of the ordinance and noted that most of the changes were to 

double down on the clarity of it. He ended by explaining the ownership of the conservation lands section. 

Council Member Walker and Council Member Ostler both questioned the necessity for adding the 

ownership of Constrained and Sensitive Lands. Mr. Barnhill said this provision states that the city gets to 

decide and gave examples of why the city might want to be attached to and manage these lands. He 

suggested they give themselves the option to decide. Council Member Ostler thanked Mr. Barnhill for the 

hard work he did on both ordinance amendments. 
 

MOTION:  Council Member Walker made a motion to approve Ordinance 24-A (Amending 

Conservation Subdivision) with the modifications that we indicate that the facility that support 

active orchards be modified to refer to permanent facility up to a “x” square foot size. Where “x” is 

large enough to house two vehicles plus some storage. And that we indicate that water features 

are desired and included in the improved uses. Mr. Barnhill commented that the “some storage” 

could mean many different sizes. Council Member Walker modified his motion to say just two 

vehicles and a maximum of 500 square feet. Council Member Ostler seconded the motion. 

 

ROLL CALL:  Council Member Young, Yes  

             Council Member Walker, Yes 

           Council Member Ostler, Yes 

           Council Member Wright, Yes 

           Council Member Tueller, Absent 

 

      Motion Approved.  4 Yes, 0 No 

 

ITEM 5:  MINUTES & COUNCIL/MAYOR REPORTS (INCLUDING COUNCIL ASSIGNMENTS) 

A. Approval of Consent Items 

• January 11, 2024, City Council Meeting Minutes 

 

Council Member Wright asked for a correction with line 80 to state “Walker” instead of “Wright” since he 

was not at the meeting. 

 

MOTION:  Council Member Wright made a motion to approve the consent items with the change. 

Council Member Walker seconded the motion. 

 



 

Motion Approved.  All Council Members were in favor. 

       

     B.    Mayor’s Reports 

Mayor Jeppsen reported that in the Mayor Association meeting they discussed local animal control. He 

said the county was out of control with stray animals. He said there are only two approved animal control 

facilities in Box Elder County, and they are being overrun with stray animals. He noted the county wants 

the cities to put their resources into upsizing these two facilities. He said those two facilities will most 

likely be raising their contract price. He informed them that Perry City currently has a contract with the 

Brigham City facility. He included that these facilities are looking for grant opportunities and other ways 

to help pay for their expansions and mentioned the cost would be around $2 million dollars. 

 

C.   Council Reports 

Council Member Walker reported on the Mountain View Bike Park meetings and that they will present 

their bike park plans (map) soon. 

 

D.   Staff Comments 

Mr. Allen thanked the Public Works crew for their long hours of work clearing snow while still 

completing their weekly tasks. He said he also appreciated the public relations work the office staff, 

council members, Police Department, and mayor have done on their behalf during that busy week. He 

gave kudos to Mr. Barnhill for shoveling the pathways around the lodge for them. Mayor Jeppsen said he 

spoke with office staff on how they might better communicate snow removal plans with the public during 

these heavy storms. 

 

E.   Planning Commission Report 

Commissioner Broadhead reported that the only things the Planning Commission has had were the two 

ordinances that were passed tonight. He mentioned that the Olsen Orchard subdivision was granted an 

extension and the Young Ford lot, next to Walmart, will move forward with their building plans. 

 

ITEM 6: EXECUTIVE SESSION 

None. 

 

ITEM 7: ADJOURNMENT 

MOTION:  Council Member Wright made a motion to adjourn the meeting.  

 

Motion Approved.  All Council Members were in favor. 

 

  The meeting adjourned at 8:50 p.m. 
 

 

Shanna Johnson, City Recorder                                                               Kevin Jeppsen, Mayor 
 

 

 

   Anita Nicholas, Deputy Recorder 


