
 

 

 
ENVIRONMENT & AIR QUALITY WORKING GROUP 

10 a.m. to 12 p.m. 

July 29, 2020 MEETING 

 
PARTICIPANTS: 

● Working Group Co-Chair- Scott Baird, Executive Director, Utah Department of Environmental 
Quality 

● Working Group Co-Chair- Kerry Kelly, Assistant Professor, Chemical Engineering 
● John Mackey, Assistant Director, Utah Division of Water Quality 
● Candice Hasenyager- Deputy Director, Utah Division of Water Resources 
● Alan Matheson, Executive Director, The Point 
● Muriel Xochimitl, President, X-Factor Strategic Communications 
● Thom Carter, Executive Director, UCAIR 
● Glade Sowards, Policy Analyst, Utah Division of Air Quality 
● Kerry Case, Chief Sustainability Officer, University of Utah 
● Sarah Wright, Executive Director, Utah Clean Energy 

 
MEETING NOTES: 

● Co-Chair Director Baird welcomed & introduced participants 
● 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 

● 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  
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● 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 working groups?  
○ Director Matheson explained that there will be a need to collaborate with other 

working groups via the potential creation of subgroups/committees and/or 
other smaller meetings 

● What are our specific deliverables?  
○ Director Matheson explained that deliverables will include: 

■ identifying high-level targets/goals to be articulated into the RFQ 
■ Recommendations to include in the master plan 
■ Review/feedback of draft master plan 

○ Director Baird explained that the working group recommendations should 
include “need to haves” and “nice to haves.” 

● Is The Point looking at existing standards for development?  
○ Director Matheson explained that the Board is open to considering existing 

standards like LEED and clean energy standards 
● Are there other locations that have been successful in developing similar sites? 

○ Director Matheson explained that The Point’s real estate consultant team is 
looking into 5 other examples across the country.  

○ Director Matheson expressed to the working group members that he would like 
them to recommend best practices that they’re aware of as well.  

● Is there a centralized repository of information?  
○ Director Matheson committed to making available information from the 

working group and providing a mechanism for information sharing 
● How is affordable housing and sustainability being considered?  

○ Director Matheson explained that equity and sustainability are important and 
that the Board is considering those items. 
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○ Director Matheson mentioned that the Board recently hired a new Planning 
Manager who has experience developing a sustainability model to balance 
sustainability goals and cost to guide decisions. 

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

The Point’s broad goals?  
○ Living Building Challenge could be a model 
○ Infrastructure decisions now will be vitally important to shaping future development 
○ Net Zero development would be ideal 
○ Vehicle emissions are becoming a smaller part of the overall pollutants in the state and 

point-source emissions are becoming a larger part. Some potential requirements could 
be accomplished through how the site is developed and some potential requirements 
will need to be accomplished through a change in state policy. 

○ Car-less, walkable, multi-use, transit-oriented development important 
○ Utilize best available construction equipment, such as Tier 4 engines 
○ Consider robust active transportation infrastructure 
○ Transportation system can negatively impact water quality so low-impact development 

important  
 

● QUESTION #3-How can we best engage the public in our sustainability efforts? 
○ Stakeholder group to engage with- Net Zero Consortium (composed of entities working 

on developing net zero construction) 
○ We need to genuinely listen to minimize public opposition  
○ Push to be bold because conversations are moving very quickly; we need to think 

outside the box 
○ Long-term perspective will be needed; anticipate opposition 
○ Lots of different players that will need to be engaged with 
○ Need to show sustainability models work in real life to gain public support 
○ Ensure sustainability doesn’t get “value engineered” out of the site.  
○ There should be a set-aside on the site for affordable housing 

 
● QUESTION #4- What cost-effective strategies should we explore to improve air and water 

quality and optimize resource use?  Where can we get useful information on these strategies? 
○ Site can be developed in an environmentally sustainable way while simultaneously 

providing a significant economic opportunity 
○ Need microgrid to accommodate controllable loads, particularly as it relates to electrical 

vehicle charging 
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○ Consider xeriscaping and low-irrigation landscaping 
■ The Point can showcase what a waterwise community would look like and serve 

as a model for other future developments 
○ Highlight sustainable development approaches for long-term education of visitors to the 

site 
○ Consider partnering with entities such as University of Utah Energy Assessment Center, 

Rocky Mountain Power, etc. to leverage resources 
○ Make sure to explicitly articulate what should NOT go on the site (uses that are not 

obvious but contribute air pollution) 
○ Economics are changing; we need to stay innovative 
○ Microgrid and direct-use geothermal should be considered on the site 
○ Type 1 reuse water, secondary water resources in the area (Jordan Basin WWTP and 

others) that should be utilized.  Build secondary system up front.  
○ It is important to focus on infrastructure early.  Easier to put in initially than to retrofit. 

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

How would you like us to communicate with you? 

○ Need to articulate priorities for the working group 

○ Need homework assignments for each working group member 

○ Need to understand deliverables; clearly identify  

○ Follow-up with meeting notes, presentation, link to shared drive 

○ Consider data repository for information sharing 

■ shared google sheet with links to additional information 

■ Chairs can prioritize information 
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