
 

 

 
INFRASTRUCTURE AND LAND USE WORKING GROUP 

10 a.m. to 12 p.m. 

July 30, 2020 MEETING 

 
PARTICIPANTS: 

● Working Group Co-Chair- Troy Walker, Mayor, Draper City 
● Working Group Co-Chair- Jim Russell, Executive Director, Utah Division of Facilities Construction 

and Management 
● Ted Knowlton, Deputy Director, Wasatch Front Regional Council 
● Erin Talkington, Managing Director, RCLCO 
● Wilf Sommerkorn, Utah Land Use Institute 
● Shawn Seager, Director of Regional Planning, Mountainland Association of Governments 
● Lyle McMillan, Director of Strategic Investments, Utah Department of Transportation 
● Andrew Gruber, Executive Director, Wasatch Front Regional Council 
● Christine Oliver, Community Development Director, Draper City 
● David Dobbins, City Manager, Draper City 
● Don Whyte, Vice President of Planning, Deseret Cattle and Citrus 
● Eric Rasband, Region Three Planning Manager, Utah Department of Transportation 
● Grant Crowell, Economic Development and Planning Director, Bluffdale City 
● Grant Farnsworth, Region Two Planning Manager, Utah Department of Transportation 
● Hugh Van Wagenen, Active Transportation Planner, Wasatch Front Regional Council 
● Kyle Pasley, Director of Real Estate Development, School and Institutional Trust Lands 

Administration 
● Lonnie Bullard, Chairman of the Board, Jacobsen Construction Company 
● Manjeet Ranu, Director of Capital Projects, Utah Transit Authority 
● Moriah Jackson, Project and Program Manager, Jordan River Commission 
● Paul Drake, Director of Real Estate and Transit-Oriented Development, Utah Transit Authority 
● Ross Dinsdale, Development Engineer, Lehi City 
● Soren Simonsen, Executive Director, Jordan River Commission 
● Steven Kellenberg, Planning Coordinator, The Point 

 
MEETING NOTES: 

● Co-Chair Director Russell welcomed & introduced participants 
● Co-Chair Mayor Walker discussed the progress made thus far on The Point 
● Director Matheson gave an overview of The Point of the Mountain State Land Authority 

○ Opportunities on the state-owned property  
○ Outlined objectives based on State law 
○ Board members background  
○ Board guiding principles 
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● Director Matheson gave a recap of The Point of the Mountain Development Commission work 
○ Visioning process included visioning scenarios 
○ Thousands of Utahns participated 
○ Working groups assembled  
○ Visioning Principles  

■ Highly trained workforce and jobs 
■ Connecting parks and open space 
■ Community design with vibrant urban centers 
■ Variety of housing and community options 
■ Transportation  

● Connecting street networks 
● New north-south and east-west facilities 

■ Catalytic center with a research and university presence  

● Director Matheson provided an overview of The Point Working Group composition, meeting 
schedule and objectives: 

○ Stakeholder 
○ Economic Development, Recruitment and Investment 
○ Education, Research and Innovation 
○ Environment and Air Quality 
○ Infrastructure and Land Use 

 
● Director Matheson provided an overview of The Point timeline for master planning development 

and anticipated future implementation. 
 

OPEN DISCUSSION: 
 

● QUESTION #1- What questions do you have about your role or the process?  How can we make 
your participation most meaningful?  

● How will we interact with other entities relevant to this group?  
○ Add Camp Williams to our working group 

● How will the work done on The Point inform transportation plans moving forward?  
○ Director Matheson explained that: 

■ the Board will continue to work with existing processes, communicating 
very closely through the planning process 

■ strong planning team with be brought on to develop the master plan for 
the site (part of this process could include a design competition) 

■ fully-integrated transportation plans will be included in the master plan 
○ (title) Kellenburg explained that transportation will drive urban development, 

and not the other way around 
● How will we engage with other working groups?  

○ Director Matheson explained that there will be overlap with ideas and therefore 
an opportunity to connect with working groups and identify priorities,  
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potentially putting together subcommittees to work through connective 
priorities 

 
● QUESTION #2- What is your initial vision for the site? What initial ideas do you have to achieve 

The Point’s broad goals?  
○ High-tech developments, integrating transportation of the future 
○ Active transportation options (don’t rely just on automobile transportation) 

■ Keep the non-driving population in mind (about ⅓ of Draper doesn’t drive, due 
to younger people in population) 

○ Ensure that Jordan River remains a beautiful resource and amenity 
○ Connection to Bangerter Highway through the site to take traffic away from Bluffdale 
○ Transportation system can negatively impact water quality so low-impact development 

important  
○ Infrastructure decisions now will be vitally important to shaping future development 
○ Car-less, walkable, multi-use, transit-oriented development important 
○ Consider robust active transportation infrastructure 
○ Keep geotech in mind throughout development 
○ Connectivity through infrastructure is an overall goal 
○ Wastewater issues can arise, it’s important to identify solutions now 
○ Opportunities to strengthen the surrounding land around the site 
○ Overlay this site with a grid street pattern, and have development take place within that 

grid (urban grid street pattern can be a great benefit) 
○ Meld systems with Lehi, Draper, and other cities on the fringe so that existing systems 

are kept in mind in the development 
○ Blend internal and external systems 
○ Look at the Sugarhouse area in Salt Lake City (where the prison was relocated from 

earlier) as a case study of what can happen in a development like this 
○ Design The Point by applying the changes that other cities are going through in the wake 

of COVID-19 (learn from others’ mistakes) 
 

● QUESTION #5- What are this group’s next steps?  What additional information do you need? 

How would you like us to communicate with you? 

○ Smaller subgroups might be a good idea, in order to dig deeper into discussion 

■ Transportation, infrastructure, land use, etc. Specify more. 

■ 6 or so subgroups: active transportation, utilities, etc. 

○ Think about ways that the working group can look to bring the larger team into 

conversations, as well. Open a two-way dialogue.  

○ Provide all information and materials to consulting teams 

○ Compile all of the information that’s already been worked on  

○ Send form to the group in order to get specific feedback and remain on the same page 
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