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Appendix A

PUBLIC
ENGAGEMENT
SUMMARY
REPORT

Analysis of the various public engagement
efforts and comments collected throughout
the planning process.




OVERVIEW

As of November 2021, the public engagement effort for the Morgan 2050
plan has included:

« Two public scoping meetings
« A public workshop

« A project website that includes a comments form, interactive
mapping tool, idea board and more

- Eleven focus group meetings

The website has received over 1,800 visitors thus far, with 161 of those
visitors engaging with the interactive tools or submitting a comment. 139
comments were submitted via the project website, email or phone.

KEY TOPICS

The following summarizes the key topics and takeaways thus far,
including comments from the two public scoping meetings and the public
workshop, written comments received through the project website and
email, verbal comments received by phone, and other engagement
modes on the project website, including an idea board and interactive
mapping tool. Input from eleven focus groups is also included in this
document, though not included in the followings analysis as they contain
special interests and do not necessarily represent the views of Morgan
County residents.

Top 5 Topics

Village Centers
Over 50 people voiced opposition to village centers or high-density
housing, making it the most common subject in the public involvement

effort. Seventy percent of these comments addressed Porterville and
Richville specifically, citing that the area is too rural for higher density to
belong. Commenters overwhelmingly wanted to see the area remain as
is. The remaining 30 percent of comments voiced opposition to village
centers in Morgan County in general without specifying a specific location.

Rural Atmosphere

Forty-one comments expressed the desire to maintain Morgan County’s
rural atmosphere and agricultural heritage, particularly though low density
development and the preservation of the County’s farmland and natural
open spaces. Many would like to see little growth moving forward, while
other wish to see development focused in the County’s population
centers (Morgan City and Mountain Green).

Preservation of Open Space

Preservation of open space and agricultural land was the second most
common concern with 38 comments. Many residents worry the County
is losing its identity due to the over-development of agricultural fields,
open space, and sensitive lands, including mountainous slopes. Several
mentioned the Wasatch Front, saying that Morgan will lose its rural
identity and turn into just another suburban community if open space
development continues. Some specifically wanted more public open
space that all could enjoy, while others wished to see the agricultural
community better supported to preserve the remaining farmland.

Utility/Resource Capacity

Many development concerns conveyed the idea that Morgan County
does not have the utility infrastructure and resources to support more
growth, particularly when it comes to water availability. Residents were
asked to cut back their water use this past summer, and some residents
have to haul water in because it is unavailable, causing many to question
where the water is going to come from if the County is already in short
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supply. Sewer capacity was the second most mentioned utility concern.
Approximately thirty-three comments addressed utility/resources capacity
in the County.

Keep Milton Agricultural

Twenty-nine Milton residents voiced their concern over a potential

rezone and annexation by Morgan City. Milton residents overwhelmingly
expressed their desire to keep Milton rural and agricultural, not wanting it
to be subdivided. They like Milton as is and are worried that more housing
and a new school will take away from their rural identity. There was also
concern that Morgan Valley Drive is too narrow to support a new school
or more housing developments.

Other Key Topics

. Parks Recreation, & Tourism: twenty-two comments addressed
parks, recreation, and tourism. Seven of those were concerned
about plans to develop Round Valley Golf Course. Commenters
see the golf course as a great open space amenity to the
community that would be devastating to lose. They want the
County to preserve the Golf Course if at all possible. Other
comments addressed other recreation facilities (including an event
center), emphasizing the need to accommodate both local and
tourist needs.

. Traffic/Road Concerns: Traffic and road infrastructure concerns
also received nineteen comments—most of these referenced traffic
patterns in Mountain Green and worries for future traffic on Morgan
Valley Drive.

- Waterway Preservation/Restoration/Recreation: seventeen
comments expressed the need to preserve, restore, or provide
better recreational access to the County’s waterways, particularly
the Weber River.

- Need Commercial: Sixteen comments voiced support for more
economic development in the County. Some cite the need for
more goods, services, and entertainment options, while most want
more commercial to help support the tax base. Many comments
mentioned the County’s high tax rate, attributing it to the lack of

economic development.

Trail & Bike/Pedestrian Infrastructure: Twelve residents wrote
in hopes for more public trails and improved pedestrian and cyclist
facilities. A handful of these comments expressed a desire for more
unimproved hiking and biking trails in the County’s open space,
while others requested multiuse trails that provide connections
throughout the County. Street improvements for bicycle and
pedestrian safety and comfort was also an ask.

Dark Skies: Ten people expressed their desire to preserve the
County’s dark skies even as the County grows and develops.
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TABLE 1: KEY IDEAS FROM PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT

KEY TOPICS # OF COMMENTS
No Village Centers (particularly in Richville/Porterville) 57
Preserve Morgan County’s Rural Atmosphere 41
Preserve Open Space/Agricultural Land 38
Concerns for Utility/Resource Capacity (esp. Water) 33
Keep Milton Agricultural; Concerns about Morgan City annexing Milton 29
Parks, Recreation & Tourism (particularly preservation of Round Valley Golf Course) 22
Traffic/Road Concerns (particularly along Morgan Valley Dr/Mnt. Green) 19
Waterway Preservation/Restoration/Recreation 17
Need More Commercial (particularly for tax base) 16
Need More Trails & Better Pedestrian/Bike Access/Safety 12
Maintain Dark Skies 10
Against all Higher Density Housing 8
Need Well-Planned Mountain Green Town Center 7
Desire for No Growth 7
Concerns for Housing Affordability 6
Need Better Communication to get input from Property Owners 6
Rural Areas Stay Rural, Growth Focused in Centers (Mnt. Green/Morgan City) 4
Desire to Develop Resort/Event/Commercial (particularly near Big Mountain) 4
The Last General Plan was not Followed 3
General "No's" to this Planning Effort with no Other Detail 3
Concerns with Private Land Proposed as Public Parks 2
Concerns with Land Use Designations Splitting Parcels 2
Desire to Restore Taggart Campground 2

4 MORGAN COUNTY GENERAL PLAN (2022) - APPENDICES



HOT SPOTS FIGURE 1: COMMENT HOT-SPOT MAP

Two areas of the County were addressed in an overwhelming amount of .
comments. These “hot-spots” are as follows: § -

1. Porterville/Richville

Porterville/Richville was the most referenced community, coming in with
39 comments. All comments for Porterville and Richville opposed the idea
of having a village center in the area. As mentioned above, residents are
concerned that village centers will detract from the rural identity of the
community and will bring too many people and too much traffic to the
area. The community’s rural setting was why many residents have decided
to live there. They feel the potential development would jeopardize the
community’s unique identity.

2. Milton Near Morgan City

The second most addressed community was Milton, with 31 comments.
Similar to Porterville and Richville, residents wrote in expressing their
opposition to the proposed changes in Milton. The proposed plan shows
a portion of Milton within the annexation area of Morgan City with a
proposed school surrounded by low-density residential. All comments
voiced concern over the rezoning of agricultural land into residential
subdivisions. Overwhelmingly, Milton residents want the community to
remain agricultural and rural and do not want Milton annexed into Morgan
City. Several comments mentioned the community’s existing master plan,
saying the proposed plan disregards it and Milton residents’ interests.

Several commenters worry about the potential for increased traffic on
Morgan Valley Drive as it is too narrow to accommodate more traffic. And
increased traffic would detract from the rural atmosphere of Milton.

ot =
ol =2
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WEBSITE/EMAIL/PHONE

The following comments were received via the project website’s
comment form, email, or phone call.

MORGAN COUNTY
General

1. These are suggestions we came with after the meeting.
-No city centers or parks etc should be on the plan if it is currently
privately owned without consent of current property owners.
-Morgan should buy up property for open space especially in areas
that would be used for recreation (river etc) and have right of first
refusal to use for parks and city centers open space Public use etc
-All Developers contribute give back to the community county with
partials of open space parks etc accessible to the County residence/
public etc.
-Mountain Green and Wasatch peaks cannot annex out to form their
own city. Control promises for current future invested tax bases.
-Ensure dark sky and building codes, natural tones. Minimal lighting
with motion sensors etc. No flood lights above certain elevation, no
Jelly lights above a certain elevation year round.(maybe allowed
Christmas only)
-strict on zoning no changing after purchasing.
-Any and all Water rights paper and physical need to be within county
lines for approval of usage. Water rights outside the county cannot be
exchanged or used within the county.

2. Why is private land being discussed for future public land use and
development? | don’t agree with the county planning including
public areas and public access to private land. Private land is not up
for discussion on public use. Let’s rethink this. If the county wants
to change the zoning to include these plans, this recommendation
should be coming. from the land owner. What we love about living

here is the rural-farm feel. If we wanted a city-scape we would
move to the Wasatch front. Please help us protect our beautiful rural
community by recognizing the resident here want to keep it rural,
country living.

I would like to see a side by side of the current zoning maps and the
recommended changes. Could you please post this?

I've lived here all my life and it makes me sick to think that you guys
get to decide the outcome of morgan. All you care about is money
and tearing morgan county apart farm land by farm land. You no
longer know what it means small town, good people. You should be
ashamed of yourselves. Us the people that live here are tired of it
but you won't listen

To move forward with good intentions, Morgan County and its
representatives need to be honest with Morgan2050.org, Outfitters
invested in floating The “Hen-Tag”, the PUBLIC and disrespected
Taggart property owners by PUBLICLY retracting misrepresentations
that they own the road and property, including the Taggart “Take-Out”
and, by example, have illegally licensed and permitted Utah Outfitters
(sometimes making $10,000+ a day) to conduct Commercial Business
without the property owners written permission or compensation
against State Laws and Zoning Ordinances.

I was involved in the development of the Morgan County Master
Plan that was created a few years ago. Unfortunately the plan that
was approved and supposedly adopted at that time has not been
followed as was the intent of creating the original plan. Zoning
guidelines were created and discussed and the Master Plan was
in place. The county has had total disregard for the plan and the
countless hours that went into creating said plan. As soon as big
money comes into town and starts making all kinds of promises,
they have no intention to keep, we sell out to the pressure. WP
being a prime example. We have allowed Morgan County/City to
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become a place where anything goes when it comes to building
and development. When this new plan is created the must be a

commitment from both County and City that the plan is what will
govern the future of Morgan when approving development.

I live in Morgan City limits, but am a trustee on property located in the
Milton area. | have some real concerns with the growth concept for
Morgan County as a whole. | am going to comment on several of the
Guiding principles as outlined in the pdf file.

Guiding Principles -

1. What is being suggested for growth will eventually completely
wipe out the rural, small western atmosphere of Morgan. Increasing
population will take a toll on the small town. It won’t be a small town
anymore. People want to move to a small town, and then want to
change that exact thing they moved here for. It is ongoing right now.
2. Protect agriculture! As the farmers continue to sell off their
agricultural properties for big money to be developed into any kind of
housing or commercial uses, the agricultural value in Morgan county
will decrease. If you are so concerned with protecting the agricultural
values and way of lives in Morgan, QUIT BUILDING ON THOSE
PROPERTIES!!

3. As the building increases, residential and commercial, the natural
resources will be depleted and compromised. | don’t know where on
earth everyone thinks the WATER is going to come from to support
more building.

4. Smart Growth. At this time in October of 2021, | think Smart Growth
has been thrown right out the window. All of the building going on in
the north end of the county and the southeast side of Morgan City is
absolutely RIDICULOUS!! High end homes aren’t for the middle class
working people. People that have lived here for years couldn’t afford
to buy here now. Building lots are priced higher than existing homes.
And rental units are priced absolutely outrageous!!! Trying to see who
can make the most money???

It is driving up property taxes and having an affect on those residents
who are on fixed incomes. Is anyone looking at that? Just like every
where else in the world, the ALL MIGHTY DOLLAR drives what is
going on, not common sense or the good for the community.

| am against any villages or high concentration building in Morgan city
/ county. Morgan needs to put a moratorium on building for a couple

10.

n

12.

of years just like in Summit County!l!l
Stop the plan now. Keep Morgan like it is. That's why we live here.

| am against the new plan! Why can’t you people just leave things
alone? Everything is working fine as is!ll We the people decided not
to change, years ago! Leave us alone!

DON'T WANT IT
No absolutely not.

No to the plan

Population Growth/Development

13.

14.

15.

16.

| believe a few years ago, a developer came in and tried to make

this project happen and our community came out in force and

fought it! | was quite shocked that there really hasn’t been any

public announcements letting us know what our community may

be changing into, how would you feel if your neighborhood started
changing and you had no input, I'm glad that at least someone in

our area found out what sneakily was going on and let us all know!
Granted you may live in a community that is looking for growth, at this
time WE ARE NOT! There have already been enough problems with
utilities in other areas of Morgan County and | would rather not have
to fight for what they are fighting for now (if that makes any sense), our
little town mostly wants to stay “our little town”, if this project passes, it
will definitely change and we’re not ready for that. Please help us out
by not allowing for these changes to happen.

Thank you for listening.

Some years ago a major study was done about how to grow Morgan
County. The emphasis was to balance growth with the rural nature
of the county. High growth areas were to be directed toward Mt.
Green, rural in Croyden, Porterville and Milton as | recall. | still hardily
recommend this approach.

We are sick of the over development that the city council is allowing.
Your not listening to the residents of morgan. Your destroying why
we live here. All your trying to do is make money. Building too many
homes in to small of an area. Destroying why we live in morgan.

Please start to listen to the people of morgan. Your taking away why
we live here for greedy development. If you cared about morgan or
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17.

18.

19.

20.

the resident you would stop.

I am 100 percent against this plan. We live in Morgan county for a
reason. To raise our children in a rural environment where they learn
hard work and to spend quality time with family and friends. Not stuck
in a house or playing a Nintendo game. Morgan’s unique for this
reason. Most everyone else is doing the same. We live off the land
and the things provided because of that land. This would take away
from everything. This place is very special and unique because of
that. Please please keep Morgan unique and rural.

Absolutely no. This is farmland, there has got to to a limit, enough
already, the wasatch front is a mess, not here. No

| do not agree with the premise that the whole plan is based upon
concerning population growth. | do not accept the premise that
Morgan should accommodate population growth to 20k by 2040.
Much preferred would be to accommodate very little population
growth and build a plan around that premise. I'm not opposed to
some commercial business in the city but beyond that | believe the
premise of the whole plan should be restructured to accommodate
very little population growth and retain existing zoning as much as
possible and agricultural zoning to the maximum extent! The village
centers with high density zoning are the most egregious in my
opinion. Growth and development are enticing for many in today’s
world view; however based on the status of the world today perhaps
we should consider maintaining the rural life we have in Morgan
today; what a blessing it is! It has already been encroached upon too
much with development. Happy to discuss further if desired.

I’'m BEGGING U NOT TO DO THIS!!I The morgan county everyone
loves will b nonexistent with this CONSTANT building!! The people
who already live here do NOT want this, and live here to GET AWAY
from the city and ppl etc!! We have always had to ration water as it is
in the summer, this will only make it worse! PLEASE DONT DO THIS!!

Village Centers / High Density

21.

22.

Please do not add high density housing. Itis currently ruining Salt
Lake City. Protect Morgan for what it was meant to be. Rural abs wide
open

I’'m opposed to village centers

23.
24.

25.
26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.
36.

No village centers!

| do not agree with adding Village Centers in Morgan County. | do not
want our beautiful town turned into the next Park City. These are the
things that have ruined Huntsville and | do not want to see it happen
here! Even though | understand that Morgan will continue to grow,

it should be slow growth that will still keep our county peaceful and
quiet.

No to village high density.
We do not want village centers in Morgan or high density housing
| do not want any high density “Village Centers” in the master plans!

This is a agriculture area for cattle and farming not for density
population.

| do not want Village Centers or Village Center zoning

Please no, as to village centers. This would ruin the last little bit of the
rural portions of our valley. Please no.

Against village centers No go.

We do NOT want Village centers in morgan county. Morgan county
is rural farm country especially the places you want to add village
centers. This planning makes zero logical sense.

We do NOT want village centers allowed here. We live here because
it's a rural area. Don’t make our area like every where else. You want
village centers then stay in the city. Bringing village centers limits our
green belt areas and open farm space as well.

| do not support village centers. This been tried before and was not
supported by the majority of Morgan county residents. Pushing this
approach again basically by arguing “you can’t stop growth” is narrow
minded and not an effective way to gain support of Morgan residents.
Alternative views and ideas deserve equal time and open discussion.
Please do not move forward until such can take place.

Don’t want village centers.

The water is of great concern in this valley. Developments that have
been passed earlier only have water on paper. When water is tight
they are left to their own means. Where are you going to get the
water to supply all of the demands? There has not been a reservoir
built in the area for a long time. Our infrastructure is not built to
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37

38.

39.

handle loads of people. Increasing the roads will demand that people
give up some of their property to increase the flow of traffic. The
increase of building that you are recommending will come at great
cost to the residents. Please consider keeping Morgan rural.

| do not think this is good for our community and | don’t support it. We
already struggle with water and this would be a major drain on our
resources.

We are very much opposed to the proposed Village Centers!! Why
don’t you people wake up and quit trying to destroy our country way
of life here! Where do you think all of this water is magically going to
appear from?

| completely disagree with having every sub-town in Morgan County
having a town center. | completely agree to having one in Morgan
City and in Mountain Green, but in Richville, Stoddard, Porterville

and Enterprise etc.? Building their own sewer, water, and electrical
systems, and other critical infrastructure, will be very costly and frankly
out of touch. These town centers will raise the cost of living through
the roof for this county. Not to mention the high density housing that
will purportedly be surrounding them to crowd out any view and
small town feel we had. We do not have to become another Park
City, or another Sun Valley, or even like Hideout. Just please let us be
Morgan. The world needs more town like Morgan.

40. We DO NOT want village centers!

Economic Development

41.

Economic development in Morgan County is abysmal at best. You
read in the Morgan County News that residents are good with taking
their sales tax revenue to the Wasatch Front while the republican
controlled Morgan County Commission talks about raising sales

tax rates to be more in line with the Wasatch Front while telling
businesses they need to be “"more creative™ in drawing people

to Morgan to purchase goods. New flash: you cannot have it both
ways. Morgan County residents already pay higher property taxes
than our neighbors in surrounding counties. | have trouble at times
determining whether | live in conservative Utah or my mother in-laws

liberal and highly taxed State of Connecticut.

42.

An economic development plan for he county was completed in 1993.
It's a good read looking back over the past 30 years and realizing that
nothing has really changed for the county. The value of commercial
taxable property continues to decline in comparison to residential
property which ends up bearing the brunt of the taxes. Many people
will point fingers at the school board, but the commission is the
executive and legislative body the leads the county. Morgan City
does deserve credit for trying to put Commercial Street back together
and actually working to increase commercial taxable values.

Your study talks about preserving agriculture in Morgan County as
well. While | support that | see kids | grew up with that are still farming
look for property in Wyoming and Idaho since property values in
Morgan are no longer agricultural based but rather development
based. Someone paying $70,000 per acre of farmland may keep the
property in green belt for a few years, but getting $700 of hay off an
acre shows the purchase was not to maintain rural feel of the land.
Eventually, the property will be subdivided into home sites. For those
kids | mentioned above, a Section 1031 exchange now gets them more
farm-able land in outside of Utah.

People also profess that they do not want Morgan to become another
Park City. Each time | drive through Enterprise | realize that horse

has already left the barn. The downside of the Wasatch Peak Resort
development is that those of us who have been here a while are on
our way to becoming “"townies.”” In the end, the County should not
rely upon that resort to solve the current revenue problems.

33

Finally, | wounder if my kids will ever be able to afford to come back
to Morgan and live. Unless things start to change, Morgan County will
eventually become a bedroom community serving the Wasatch Front
and we will be driving up and down the Lower Weber Canyon on
increasingly congested roads.

I’'m far from a proper authority but | believe we need more businesses
(successful ones) to generate enough tax for our schools, especially
with how the county is growing. I've heard that there is not a tax

for when a new house is built in Morgan. This is clearly needed to
support the growth of our schools.
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Everyone | know leaves the county to spend their money, work, etc..
We need a way to build up tax revenue without directly increasing
everyone’s yearly property taxes. A freeway exit/entrance would be
super nice on stoddard lane. Deep Creek road (the road itself) needs
some SERIOUS tlc.

Morgan is one of the most expensive places to live in the state, yet
our educators don’t get paid accordingly. This deficit should be
worked on as well.

43. We moved here from Davis County to once again experience the
life style of country living. We have no desire to see this country
splendor and peace changed by civic centers that offer purchasing
convenience.

44, We are considering an event center project on property near Big
Mountain. The current zoning would allow for an event center as a
conditional use however we would like to request that the county
consider changing the zoning to allow for commercial development of
a resort/event center as well as maintain open space.

45. My husband and | own property near the summit of Hwy. 65 between
Big Mountain and the highway and I'd like to see our property made
viable for commercial use whereby we would not disturb the beauty
of the area and integrity of the wilderness. At the same time we’d
like to add commercial amenities that would benefit the revenues of
Morgan County, community residents, while bringing more tourism to
the area.

46. I'd really like us keep to the current zoning and not allow for any more
expansion or rezoning for more growth. | think the focus needs to be
less on putting more houses in our community with more of a focus
one bring in some businesses to help bring in more tax money. | think
we ought to avoid high density housing in our county

47. If people want to live in a city for convenience, they ought to move
to a city with conveniences. | want to leave Morgan like Morgan, a
nice county community with farms and lots of property. Milton should
have at least 200 foot of frontage with an acre and a half behind it.
And if you're off that then you probably should have 5 to 20 acres
and nothing less. Density housing in Milton is not what we want here.
That’s not what we’ve ever wanted. And if people don’t like that, |
suggest you move somewhere where you like it. Thank you, bye.
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Utilities/Resources

48.

49.

50.

| understand that there has to be growth and | am sure you have
thought about the various issues but | would like to know how the
county is going to resolve the issue of water and sewer. Without
resolving the water problems | see no way of expanding the existing
zoning. By adding additional homes you jeopardize the existing well
water by adding septic tanks. You also will reduce the available water
by adding additional wells.

If the thought is to add a municipal water supply how do you plan

on paying for this type of massive project. Again once you get to a
certain density it will be necessary to add a sewer system again as at
a massive cost.

If your plans are to raise money by increasing property tax they are
already high. Or do you plan on having a large utility bills.

| do hope you have a long range plan that covers both the water and
sewer problem or are you just hoping that it will be resolved over the
30 year time frame.

Morgan County does not have vital resources (water, etc.) for all of this
additional housing!!

Do not go forward with this project. Keep Morgan small. There is not
enough water or other resources to support the growth that you are
striving for.

Parks, Open Space and Trails

51.

52.

53.

Please more trails and access to National Forest land. More trails -
bikes, hiking, etc.

There really needs to be a walking trail that extends across our valley.
We live in such a beautiful area, it would be incredible to bike or walk
on a trail that allows you to enjoy it safely, without dodging cars.

Continued agricultural privatization and support is imperative to
preserve what Morgan residents and visitors love. Morgan County
residents live in Morgan because they like the views, way of life and
feel of our valley. Local farmers and ranchers need actual support to




stay. Farms and ranches in the valley are facing increasing difficulty
moving farm equipment and stock trailers on roads without complaints
and mountainside grazing is being lost as it is developed. If we truly
value this way of life then our words and actions need give support.
Possible signage at Morgan’s entry points could state, “"Morgan
values farmers and ranchers-we yield to livestock and farming
equipment””. City and county officials and representatives need to
verbally support and even celebrate small inconveniences related to
agricultural work. Our agricultural identity is essential to our way of life.

-Livestock and wildlife on the hillsides, rows of crops with grazing
fields in the valley are vital to the western town atmosphere of
Morgan. The environment and natural resources are continually in
danger of becoming houses and resorts on the ridgelines due to
over-planning, exceptions, and financial aspirations. If we sacrifice
the environment and natural resources, we sacrifice our own quality
of life. Mountain vistas, protected in the last plan with new building
hidden or low on the mountains has been jeopardized with continued
exceptions. Recreational/resort areas appear to be haphazardly
aligned along private property ownership. Natural land sections must
be preserved for future generations with tools such as TDRs. Our
environment and natural resources need be protected to preserve
Morgan’s prized uniqueness.

Round Valley Golf Course

54.

55.

Please reconsider developing the golf course. Perhaps it could be
taken on as part of Morgan county parks and recreation. If the vision is
to keep Morgan as a destination location. Golf will contribute to that!

Please don’t let our only golf course in the county be turned into
another housing development. Round Valley is too important to too
many people including the youth of this community! It brings Tax
revenue not just to the golf course but to other business in the area.
Most every person that comes here to golf, buys gas, food, lodging,
camping, among other things. Round valley contributes to all the local
school, we have taken state years running!

If we keep this up by adding housing development on top of housing
development without the consideration of our current business that

56.

57.

58.

59.

Morgan already has in place, this city will soon turn into something
non of us recognize. We need to keep public green spaces not just
that are designed for the super rich.

Please save Round Valley Golf course. We need to protect our open
space for recreating! With UT in a severe drought how can anyone
justify more building??!!

Please don’t close the Round Valley Golf Course. People need space
to play golf and enjoy the outdoors. | love Utah. | was born here. Too
many places have been taken up by yet another subdivision. Morgan
doesn’t need more houses. This is sick. Shame on everyone who
thinks this a good idea!

| am against the high density village concept. This is a rural area.
There is not enough water to sustain new homes. Consider the
wishes of the people that live here. Not the developers and those
from outside of our area.

| am writing concerning the development of Round Valley Golf Course.
| understand this is private property, but | believe the impact of the
development of the land for residential use will be detrimental to

the community for many reasons. The plan to develop the back 9
holes of the golf course will eliminate 9 of the 18 holes. As a golfer
and employee of Round Valley and being in the golf industry for
many years, | feel like it will deter customers from coming to Morgan.
Majority of serious golfers want to play 18 holes, and about 80% of
our customers are from out of town. If we don’t have 18 holes, we will
loose business from all of these customers who bring revenue to our
community by stopping at restaurants stores and gas stations. It will
eliminate activity for our community as we already have nothing to do
for fun in this small town. There is not a community swimming pool,
or theatre or activity center. There is very little for our residents to do
causing us to leave and go elsewhere to spend money for activities.

I have heard from many many residents that they feel the same way
as | do about allowing the development of this land. It may be too
late, but if not, we need to stop all of the development of homes and
appreciate and support the business and activities that we do have.
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MILTON

60. The consensus of comments from Milton community members is that
we want to keep Milton rural. This plan proposes building a school
and making all of Milton residential. The community is overwhelmingly
opposed to this. If the plan moves forward you will be putting the
interest of future residence ahead of current residents that live in
Milton specifically because they want to be in a rural area.

61. When | first heard of this annexing, | was outraged. Then after reading
the Morgan County News report on the state of the sheriff and fire
departments, | became even more disgusted with this plan.

What happened to the General Plan and Invision Morgan? What
about what the residents want? What about taking care of the current
residents? What about the water and sewer or septic issues that we
have now? What are you even thinking? Doesn’t the members of the
Councils represent the needs of the residents?

62. After reviewing the proposed map of the desired annexation of part of
Milton into Morgan City, | am more than disgusted. It seems every few
years the residents of Milton participate in reviewing what we want for
our community in the general plan. Also it seems we are continually
fighting what we see as high density residential in our rural agriculture
community. As a resident of Milton | did not move here to be in just
another subdivision, yet here we are with a company hired by the
county and city and they propose just that. | do not understand how
they can propose a plan that completely contradicts the desires of the
people of Milton that | believe we have made very clear for years.

63. Hi, | just recently was informed about the Morgan 2050 plan. | have
some concerns about the plan to annex a portion of Milton to the city
as well as possible plans to build a school and rezone the land as
LDR. Our family moved to this rural area with the hopes that it would
stay rural. We are not interested in having Morgan Valley Dr become
even more busy with traffic or having the agricultural land around us
turned into neighborhoods. Thanks

64. Annexation of Milton into the city limits and doing Low-Density
Residential will make the rural feel along MVD go away. | think the
Low Density should be changed to Rural 1 acre or 1/2 acre lots.
Making Milton still feel Rural if it has to be annexed. | would prefer if
it wasn’t annexed and keeping Milton in the County but | understand
Growth is enviable and the city needs more room. But | still prefer
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to Keep MVD rural. It is a beautiful drive and this will create traffic,

it will take away the beauty and ruralness of this area. Traffic will

be horrible considering there is only one way out and one way in.
Adding the extra road | think would help a little but the people that
live down MVD would then be driving thru neighborhoods to get into
town. Traffic would build up because neighborhood roads are slower.
| would like MVD to stay small enough density to keep the 40 mph
speed limit to get into town this plan would make that impossible with
low-density on both sides of the road. .5 acre lots would be tens times
better to keep it spaced out.

Also, why is the Future School Areal Larger than the 3 schools we
currently have. How many schools are you planning for in Milton?

Also what about sewage? | do not see anywhere on this map for extra
sewage from these developed areas. Milton just like the rest of the
county are on individual septics. You would need sewage on this side
of the river and where would that go? Taking more rural fields into
Milton?

Also, why are you only extending into Milton along MVD and not
Porterville? Wouldn’t that area also be prime for growth?

I’'m just super concerned your taking half of Milton into the City. Being
a resident in Milton | just don’t want my Rural area to die to lots and
lots of housing. | would prefer if the lots are larger that keep homes
spaced so we can still have the rural feeling. The homes currently at
the end of Young street are perfect spacing | think that is needed for
this zone. RR1 Zone, not Low Density.

Thank You

Several months ago, a survey was sent out to Milton residents
requesting feedback on what we would like for the future of our
community. The response was overwhelming, that we wanted to keep
our rural, farming community as is.

Many of us who responded are in the area that the county now wants
to annex into Morgan City. We are not Morgan City. We are Milton
residents. We chose this area because it was Milton, because it has a
specific history unique to itself.
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Landmark Design doesn’t know that. They don’t care about that. You
hired people who are not from this area and who do not understand
there is a difference. You hired people who ignored our survey
responses, then created a document with a lot of pretty pictures

to ask us if we like their suggestions, based on having ignored our
survey responses.

From the Y on Young Street down to the Stoddard Bridge, we
consider ourselves one community. What you propose to do would
separate and divide us. It would permanently and irrevocably change
the character and personality of Milton by placing in its center an
entire subdivision, and a school.

How many times do we have to debate and discuss potential
development along Morgan Valley Drive? It is agricultural land, it has
been zoned that way. We are asking the county council to keep it as it
is.

And we are asking you to keep us where we are. Please do not bring
us into Morgan City. Do not change the zoning for low residential
housing. Do not designate that area for future school use.

Please do not let this group from Salt Lake City try to tell us they know
what is best for Milton. They do not.

| am not in support of annexing property from the Milton/Littleton

area into the city. It is not the job of the county to make property
owners or investors who don’t even live here, wealthy. The residents
of the Milton area have been very clear about their choice to remain

a rural community. The firm who is drawing up this proposal has not
considered previously designed area plans, public comments about
large developments or residents’ desires. Small city living is a great
idea for those who want to live there but we have no desire to live in
a suburban setting. We live in a rural area by choice and we would
like it to stay that way. A development of this scope would change the
personality, visually aesthetic nature and rural feel of our area. It would
also bring more traffic than Morgan Valley Dr. can handle, leading to
distress and burden for current residents. Please reconsider planning
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68.

69.

for annexation of the Milton area.

| am a resident of Milton (Morgan County) and we own and operate

a small farm. We live here because of the rural nature and open
space. | am deeply concerned as | viewed your plans to annex part

of Milton into Morgan City. Morgan Valley Drive is not wide enough,
does not have sidewalks and curb and gutter. The road cannot handle
increased traffic and we as residents do not want the road widened
to support your plan. We continually have to defend our small town of
Milton and our desire to keep the rural atmosphere. | wish you would
listen and talk to the people of Milton because the overwhelming
majority is against your development. Please consider the residents of
Milton because this will negatively affect us and our way of life!

After reviewing the proposed annexation of a large portion of the
Milton area on Morgan Valley Drive, | am very much opposed as well
as concerned. The Milton area will lose its charm and pleasing back
country road feeling that all that live here love and is the reason

for living here. The annexation and proposed development would
not fit what those living around want or need. Many other concerns
are the amount of traffic in an area where slower moving vehicles
(tractors, utvs, ect), horses, bicycles, and foot traffic frequent the area.
The added traffic would also take its toll on a piece of roadway that
has had its trouble with regular maintenance as it is now. This type
of development should be placed in an area that is better suited to
handle such things.

Another concern is the higher density of housing and handling of
sewer, storm sewer and water. Those utilities would be a concern
with all surrounding residents and the adjacent East Canyon Creek.

Please consider the opinions and concerns of the residents and tax
payers of Milton before trying to make a decision that you feel is best.
We do not want or need something like this to be forced upon us.

The plan shows the city annexing additional land with most of it being
on Morgan Valley Drive. The city raised water rates this summer to
reduce water consumption. If it is necessary to increase rates to
reduce consumption then the city shouldn’t be growing in size and
adding more housing. The city should not be annexing more land for
growth.
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70. We are a recent resident to Milton. We moved to Milton from Pleasant
View. Both of us grew up in Draper and West Jordan back when they
resembled the Morgan valley. Growing up in farming communities
we developed great reverence for the land and animals and the
closeness to the land that we experienced while growing up using the
land to help sustain our lives and sharing with others, has continued
on as we moved from area to area in the past 37 years we have been
married. We watched our home towns change with time. It would be
a little here and a little there, a small subdivision replacing a farming
field and now there is no farming fields in either of these communities.

The attraction to return to the lifestyle we enjoyed as children was
what turned us toward Morgan and specifically Milton. The lack of
curb and gutter, the distances between houses. And, most of all, the
sense of community and helpful dependable and honest neighbors.
We feel very privileged to be part of such a wonderful community.

Pleasant View is a wonderful community and have fantastic people
who live there. We enjoyed raising our children there, however as

the density of the area increased the sense of community decreased.
Our children still live in the Ogden area; 1in North Ogden, 2 in South
Ogden, and 1in Ogden. However, when they (our children) and our
grandchildren come to visit, they mention how wonderful it feels to be
in the influence of the country life here. | have a grandson who comes
and works in the field and while sweating will mention how much he
loves to work the ground and be in the open area. He has mentioned
that he wishes he could live here.

| understand that | cannot stop “progress” but we have withessed the
changing of communities as the density of the homes increase. It is
these experiences and observations that help form our opinions and
express that we would NOT like the zoning to change and the density
of the homes to increase as is being proposed. | feel that it is just the
beginning and in the next few years the entire valley will be residential
homes close to each other and little to no farming. What we witnessed
in both West Jordan and Draper was that many of those who would
move in, would move in because of the attraction to such a wonderful
area but then the inconvenience of a slow moving tractor, the smell of
animals, the less manicured yards, an animal escaping and wandering
in a yard, would upset them and complaints would make it more and
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more difficult to live the country life and then the farmers would either
die of old age or move to another area, up rooting and trying to start
over somewhere else, selling the next farm to become a subdivision.
And progress would continue. Please consider our request to keep
Milton a farming community.

Look Milton is a rural agricultural area where people have farms and
animals that won't fit into “city” like rules and regulations. So stop
trying to make Milton a city or an addition to Morgan City. We live

in the country out here in Milton, so just leave us be. Stop trying to
change our way of life or trying to add more people to our section of
this valley. What's here is here. Now leave it ALONE.

Over the last 20 years, Morgan County has reached out a few times
to the residents of the valley for our opinion of how our communities
should look. The Milton area has always come back with the answer
that we want Milton/Littleton to remain a rural atmosphere. The area
that the city is talking about annexing into the city has always been
slated to be low density housing with 2-5 acre lots.

The existing border between the city and the county is East Canyon
Creek, which is a natural barrier between the two. | can see no reason
to annex this area into the city. I'm sure that there is a developer
behind this move.

It appears to me that it is getting pushed through basically without the
input of the residents. | know that | will be told that there was a public
meeting held to explain the future development plan, however, we
weren't told that there would be such a huge change. This is typical
of crossing the “I's” and dotting the “T’s” but not doing the real job
that our elected officials were hired to do. | found out that at least one
of our County Commissioners wasn'’t at the meeting and didn’t even
know about these huge changes until after the meeting when the
residents of Milton made him aware of it.

As | look a little deeper into it all, it appears that the School District
has purchased the Peterson Dairy. Why is the school district in the
business of developing property unless a school is necessary? This
entire purchase appears to have been done without public input.

We elect officials to represent us in making decisions for our city,
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county and school district. It appears to me that we are allowing an

outside planning agency to come in and tell us what our community
should look like. | feel that it is completely wrong at several levels.

| realize that planners must try to develop areas to justify their jobs.
Sometimes, the way something is, is the way it should remain.

Please reconsider this action and leave the Milton area the way we
have planned it to be.

I’'m Glad to see we are planning for the future however in the Milton
community we have always been conservative in growth Planning,
I'm sure 95% of this community would object to annexing the west
side of East canyon creek into the city. Especially with the density
that is proposed. | think 5 acre lots between East canyon creek and
Morgan valley drive would be acceptable but not higher density than
that. | think it is more acceptable to build out the city area as it before
expanding further west.

My opinion is that we live in the country for a reason if | wanted to live
in city | would move there .we as residents of Milton need to have the
right of deciding what our community looks like

PLEASE DON'T MAKE OUR DECISIONS FOR US”

| have many concerns about the proposal and recommendations
presented by Landmark. This seems like a broken record that keeps
repeating and I’'m not sure how many more times the citizens of

our community will need to keep pushing back as developer after
developer attempts to change our community in a way that the
community is against. As a resident of the Milton area of Morgan, |
am surprised by Landmark’s proposal and new zoning suggestions
in the presentation. Looking at the results of the survey that was

sent out, it seems the proposed changes ignored the overwhelming
feedback from the residents that want to keep the agricultural and
rural “spirit” of the Morgan area intact as a top priority. While growth
is inevitable, if keeping our rural and agricultural identity is one of the
major goals for the future, why would this proposal make changes and
annex / add higher density housing to what is considered the heart
of the agricultural area of Morgan in Milton? Why not leave the higher
density housing expansion in other areas that already contain such
housing and preserve the Milton area? Why does this keep being
brought up when the community has spoken over and over. Please
reconsider the changes to the Milton area. The residents of the area
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and surrounding areas don’t want this. Thank you.

I live in Milton and am opposed to part of Milton being annexed into
the city. I like the rural part of life and would like it to remain that way.
We do not need to cater to developers. When someone buys the
ground they have the right to do with it what ever they would like as
long as they comply with the zoning. We don’t need to be changing
zoning so we can increase the density. The area plan for Milton is
opposed to this so please leave us alone.

As part of Milton we would like to keep it as a rural area. The city
should not be allowed to come in and control us and force us to
annex into the city. Morgan should be left the way it is as a rural place
and if people want to make it a city then need to go somewhere that
already is a city and stop forcing Morgan to grow more that it already
has

The Master Plan for Milton with the school and low density housing

is not what the people want in Milton. If anything, maybe 1 house per
5 acres like our master plan is now and not annexing this portion of
Milton into Morgan City. Morgan City has plenty of areas still available
for low to medium density housing.

First off no one on either side of Morgan Valley Drive were properly
notified of the meeting that took place. Something of this importance
and magnitude should have been handled differently. Either an

email or letter should have been sent at all residents as well as a sign
posted at the end of Young St., Which was promised and never done.
How many people do you think would go into the county offices in
only the one week that the signs were taped to the glass door would
see them. Which were curling up so you really couldn’t read what
was on them. There is a substantial number of residents who do not
take the Morgan Newspaper. This whole thing was handled so poorly
and leads one believe it was done this way to keep the majority of us
who live there uninformed and without a voice . It was just down right
sneaky.

Morgan Valley Drive should remain at 1-5-10-20 acre parcel. No
dense housing, apartments or condos. No High School or
Elementary school should ever be placed on Morgan Valley Drive

and to do so would cause numerous problems and issues. We do not
want the noise, traffic, and many other issues that go with it. Our roads
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even if enlarged could not accommodate that kind of traffic.
Nothing was mentioned about Porterville. Why are they being left
untouched? Could it be because there is easier access for water
hookup on our side? Leave Morgan Valley Drive rural the way it was
intended and discussed in 2008.

| feel to commentate for the mishandling of this situation another
meeting should be called and everyone properly notified .

80. I would like to express my concern for the plan to annex a portion
of Milton to the city and to rezone parts of the area. | built my home
here to raise my children in Milton to give them the rural experience.
| paid a higher amount knowing my costs to live this way would be
higher but knowing it was well worth the price. | have always loved
this area just the way it is. | live here in it and would fight to keep
it what it is. When will we stop taking rural areas and making them
high density home areas. | don't live in city limits or next to schools
because | made that choice, please do not take that away from those
of us who live here and love what we have. Thank you for your time
and for being willing to listen to those of us who actually live here and
to respect our thoughts and concerns.

81. Please do no not annex any part of Milton into Morgan City. Leave
the frontage 200’ with an acre and a half lot. If someone builds in the
fields they should have a minimum of 20 acres.

Why do we continually have to fight outsiders on this issue when the
residence of Milton have never wanted it? If someone wants to live in
a subdivision or a city then this is not the spot for them. Stop trying to
do this to Milton. We don’t want it!

82. The master plan for Milton has been determined already. Those
who want to change it do not reside in Milton. The county does
not have the responsibility to develop our community for special
interest groups and those who seek to get rich off our land. This is
a farming community or at least it was until the county continues to
permit growth that exceeds our infrastructure. Milton does not want
low density housing nor do the people want the land in the town of
Milton to be annexed into the city of Morgan. Only outsiders want this.
Because you represent us please protect us and our way of living.

Two hundred feet of frontage for a building lot in Milton, Littleton,
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Richville, and Porterville should be the requirement. This is our desire.
Please serve us!

Envision Morgan was done a little over 10 years ago at great expense
for Morgan County. It has been brushed under the rug and more
plans are laid. You have not used the area plans that have been
adopted so why waste our time commenting on what we want Morgan
to look like. Milton does not want to become part of the city but you
are forcing in on the people. If you are in office to help the people
why not keep the rural atmosphere most of us want to live in. Even
the people that have moved into the valley enjoy the rural feelings.

. would like the Milton area to remain rural. Please do not annex any

of the area into the city.

Milton doesn’t want to be in the city. Leave the city on the west side
of East Canyon Creek. Morgan Valley Drive isn’t large enough to
handle the extra traffic and we don’t want to lose our property to
widen the road.

There is no reason for Morgan City to annex the proposed acreage
when Morgan City is not even close to being built out!

It is extremely disappointing that NO input was sought from the Milton
community. It is wrong that the existing plan put together from the
citizens from the community is being completely disregarded. It is
interesting that the person who stands to gain the most from your
plan is the one who bought a farm in hopes of making huge profits by
developing it. He (Steve Petersen) tried to push almost the same plan
to annex into the city. The people of Milton want it left rural and | along
with the overwhelming majority are opposed to your plan!

| would like to see the focus of the growth and development of
Morgan City/County change from the flat open agricultural space in
the Milton area to the gentle slopes and hillsides of the area South
and East of the Round Valley Golf Course.

Low density housing could be developed in that area and | believe
at least 1 significant landowner in that area has publicly expressed a
willingness to develop.

Because of the existing amenities in close proximity to this area;
existing infrastructure could be more easily upgraded. Closer
proximity to the Historical re-development area of Morgan City could
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possibly be enhanced as future homeowners and visionaries see
ways to create and grow businesses that will support growth and still
maintain as much of our flat agricultural lands as well as the feel and
enjoyment of a rural atmosphere.

Hi, I just recently was informed about the Morgan 2050 plan. | have
some concerns about the plan to annex a portion of Milton to the city
as well as possible plans to build a school and rezone the land as
LDR. Our family moved to this rural area with the hopes it would stay
rural. We are not interested in having Morgan Valley Dr become more
busy with traffic or having the agricultural land around us turned into
neighborhoods.

We spoke earlier today about the future land use map for Morgan.
Our property is part of the Milton area. The current land use map
has a split down the middle of our property where a larger portion
is planned for residential and then a smaller piece is listed as
agricultural. I think about 3 Va4 of our parcel is planned for residential
and the other 2 ¥4 is showing as agricultural. Can the boundaries for
future land use follow the property lines instead of cutting across a
piece of property?

| attached a picture of the area we looked at earlier today for
reference. If there is something more you need from me just let me
know. | also tried to put a pin on the 2050 land use map with some
comments at Morgan2050.org. | think it worked.

MORGAN CITY

91.

| am not opposed to growth in Morgan, County or City, but | reject the
frequent statement that “growth is inevitable.” To a certain degree
perhaps, but if we don’t build it, they can’'t come. With that in mind, |
appreciate the efforts of the local government to create a plan to help
guide growth in the community. | believe the primary priority in that
plan should be maintaining the character of the community. There

will never be enough housing to meet the demand, so we shouldn’t
even try. We should focus on quality, not just quantity. We should build
and develop as much as is possible without sacrificing the small-
town, rural feeling that we love. To that end, | am adamantly opposed
to the construction of multiple apartment buildings and townhomes,
etc. | realize that multi-family housing is a water-safe alternative, but
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it will turn Morgan City into Herriman (not a good thing). If there isn’t
enough water to build single-family homes, then we shouldn’t build.
| also recognize the demand for starter-homes in the community.

As the parent of college-age children, | understand the desire for
our children to be able to live here. But | am not willing to turn the
City over to apartment buildings to make that happen. | completely
support the plans to make Morgan City more walkable and to create
walking and cycling trails.

It seems that citizens are not wanting Morgan to grow into another
Park City. They want to keep the rural and small town atmosphere,
but the planning/zoning and council want to turn the county over

to developers to do what they want. If a plan is not followed what
good is it. The last councils completely disregarded the general plan,
Peterson area plan and Envision Morgan for WPR. Now they want

to annex part of Milton into the city for more development and high
density housing. This goes completely against the rural and small
town atmosphere that citizens are wanting and was part of your
presentation. What about the citizens who already live here, how does
it effect them, when is the elected officials going to start listening to
the citizens? It doesn’t even make sense for another school in this
area. If there is no room for expansion then it it simple STOP. Does
anyone care about the history or heritage of Morgan and the people
who settled this valley and have made Morgan what is today, or is

it just turning into money and greed for developers? It seems that
some on the commissions should not be involved because of their
ties with developers and their own agendas but yet try to push for
more development. Property rights are property rights but follow the
plan and do what is right and be honest about it. Don’t destroy the
beautiful Morgan county that everyone talks about and loves. STOP
the growth before we loose Morgan county for good.

Morgan would be stronger by having more businesses, stores and
restaurants in the Morgan city area. Breaking it up by having separate
“village centers” makes no sense. It would work against creating unity
and community closeness. Before you design Morgan county’s future
please understand Morgan’s present and past.
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MOUNTAIN GREEN

94. The residents of Mountain Green need a town center and more
commercial businesses to help offset our taxes. Taxes have almost
tripled in the last 11 years. We need a place to gather as a community
and a nice town center could be just the place if done correctly.
Morgan County should consider purchasing this land and building
commercial buildings, parks, etc to be leased out to businesses. It
could be a great county income source.

95. Thanks for taking feedback from everyone and for all you do for our
community.

Please make a plan for a profitable, long term, beautiful Mountain
Green and Morgan County. Allowing SO MANY homes and zero
worthwhile businesses with any tax base will do no good.

We all keep saying it, but where will the water come from if we
continue the home building? We are stealing from the Salt Lake as

it is- we must be more water wise. If we annihilate the Salt Lake we
will potentially ruin our “perfect Utah snow,” and certainly make our
environment worse. Please review the literature and effects we're all
having on the Great Salt Lake as further encouragement as to why we
must change our water use quickly!

Fizz is the perfect example of the kind of business | DON'T think

we should be welcoming to Mountain Green (full of sugar/bad for
everyone, tiny tax base, small group of interested clients). Bring in

a quality grocery store. Bring in a few family friendly restaurants. If
you’re going to allow places like Fizz, then bring in a brewery or two
that people could walk to/from. Bring in an environmentally conscious
store like REl or LL Bean on Trappers Loop (on the way to Basin) so
that we can all shop locally for the outdoor gear we currently buy in
SLC. We're literally GIVING AWAY our tax money to other counties
when we shop outside Morgan County, as we’re forced to do now.

I’'m not calling for a ton of businesses, but a few very well thought out
ones that bring in great tax revenue.

Let's make a long term plan and stop the short-sighted home
building. PLEASE STOP approving any more high density housing or
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neighborhoods with tiny lots. “The Cottages” in The Cottonwoods are
WAY TOO CLOSE together and don't fit with the rest of the Mountain
Green open space. High density housing has no place in Morgan.

From the looks of your original random survey, we ALL agree we want
to keep Morgan County relatively rural... NOT filled with homes and
the necessary education budget and required schools that come with
homes.

Please maintain our beautiful open spaces! Thanks again for all you
do and for reading everyone’s thoughts. “

It seems | heard at one time that Mountain Green |-84 is designated
“scenic byway.” Whether that is true or not, | strongly request that
billboards be banned from ever appearing along Mountain Green
roadsides. Please lock that into the plan! Thank you.

We live on Robinson Lane in Mountain Green. After reviewing the
growth plan presentation we would like to submit the following
comments.

1. Some type of grocery store should be in the “"town center” (e.g.,
Walmart Neighborhood Market, Smiths). The only options at this time
are for the current and growing population to: shop at a gas station;
shop at the Ridley’s store in Morgan; or, travel -84 into South Ogden
or Layton.

2. The growing population strongly needs the new interchange to
replace the present exit to Mountain Green and the ski areas. The
existing Mountain Green exit (State 167) is very dangerous (i.e traffic
backs up onto |-84; cars speed to enter and leave; many school buses
pickup and let off children on State 167 that has NO sidewalks or pull-
out areas for buses or parental drop-off/pick-up). This exit and State
167 will not be able to safely handle the expected population growth
and the expansion of resort areas.

Thank you to Morgan County for asking the residents for comments/
input.




PORTERVILLE/RICHVILLE

98. WHO AM I?
My husband and | have lived on Richville Lane since 1999. Before
that, beginning in 1984, we lived in and raised two small children in
Morgan City. We now live on a 5-acre farm where we raise alpacas
and sheep for their fiber and wool. We also grow and bale enough
hay to support them and sometimes with extra to sell.
It seems we are continually having to fight the planning process to
protect our agricultural community. Both Richville and Porterville
fought against small village centers in the last plan amendment and
won. They are not in our current area plans. Now... the small village
centers have reappeared!
WE DO NOT WANT SMALL VILLAGE CENTERS IN RICHVILLE AND
PORTERVILLE!
We cannot support them:
- There is not enough water. There are houses in Hardscrabble that
have to haul potable water in order to live there. On Highway 66
there are families that have had wells go dry... they’ve had to drill
more than one well. The reason we have water in our surface wells

to water our yards is because the farmers irrigate their fields and the
water table rises. We have a balance of things going on up here that

you need to leave alone.

- We spent $10,000 to buy shares in the Richville Pipeline Company
for potable water. It comes from a spring (I think). They are no longer
selling shares because there is not enough water to support growth!

Nor is there enough water to support new wells for homes.

- Your plan proposal has sewage treatment plants in each village
center. This will enable many houses per acre. We, the current
taxpayers, will be required to pay higher taxes to pay for it. WE DO
NOT WANT THE TREATMENT PLANT -- RICHVILLE/PORTERVILLE
CANNOT SUPPORT THE GROWTH.

RICHVILLE AND PORTERVILLE ARE NOT LIKE THE REST OF THE
COUNTY! We have steep slopes on both sides of a narrow valley.
Most of our agricultural land is in the narrow valley. Most of our

growth is along paved county roads... this leaves the agricultural land

to be farmed or grazed.

MY QUESTION TO YOU IS: DO YOU WANT NEW CONDENSED

99.

HOUSING OR AGRICULTURAL LAND. You can’t have both in Richville,
Porterville.

WE WANT AND SUPPORT AGRICULTURAL LAND.

WE WANT NEW HOUSES ALONG PAVED COUNTY ROADS WITH
200 FT OF FRONTAGE ALONG THAT ROAD.... AS IT HAS BEEN FOR
MANY, MANY YEARS.

STOP TELLING US WE HAVE TO ACCEPT GROWTH! WE DO NOT.
We will accept growth as it is currently planned.

WE WANT TO PLAN FOR A FUTURE WHERE AGRICULTURAL

LAND COMES FIRST, WHERE OUR RESOURCES ARE PROTECTED,
OUR MOUNTAINS AND SLOPES ARE NOT CARVED UP FOR THE
WEALTHEAST 1%, WHERE WILDLIFE HAS A PLACE TO THRIVE,
WHERE WE CAN ENJOY CLEAN AIR WITHOUT STREET LIGHTS AND
HOUSING DEVELOPMENTS. WE WANT TO CONTINUE TO SEE THE
STARS AT NIGHT!

WHAT WE HAVE IS WORTH FIGHTING FOR!

I SAY NO TO YOUR PROPOSED PLAN CHANGES FOR RICHVILLE/
PORTERVILLE.

WE THE PEOPLE WHO LIVE HERE KNOW WHAT IS BEST FOR
RICHVILLE/PORTERVILLE: WE LIVE HERE, CARE FOR THE LAND.
AND OUR NEIGHBORS.

| support every person in this county as they fight to preserve Morgan
County as the healthy, beautiful place it is.

I DO NOT WANT A VILLAGE CENTER IN RICHVILLE OR PORTERVILLE
mn

100.Richville and porterville do not want village centers. We do not have

101.

the resources.

Please No village centers in Richville or Porterville.

102.My husband and | both voted against high density development the

last time this planning came around for the Richville and Porterville
areas. My vote is still the same. These are rural areas that support
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agriculture and the rural way of life. The highways in these areas are
so crowded in the summer | can hardly pull onto the road. Water is
scarce and if a greater demand is put on this resource it will cause
problems for all of us who live in these areas. | vote NO to these high
density developments in the Richville Porterville areas.

103.We specifically chose Morgan/Porterville for the lifestyle we enjoy-
rural living surrounded by farms. We don’t need to be another Park
City or Heber. How will Morgan County have enough resources to
provide for these homes? We have several houses up Hardscrabble
that are already hauling water. Please keep Morgan County Quaint
Little Town that it IS. Please STOP this project from
Moving forward

104.“NO TO THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENTS IN MORGAN
About 7 1/2 years ago my family moved to Morgan to get away from
the city and suburbs. Morgan and more specifically, Porterville is
the perfect small-town and rural farming community. Adding large
developments like the ones proposed defeats the whole purpose
of living in Morgan, Utah. | am proud to call Morgan home... a home
where there are open fields, farms, large pieces of property, peace
and quiet, and a place to escape the busy life down below in the
Davis County and Salt Lake Valleys.

Please DO NOT add this development. Adding it will ruin Morgan, UT.

105.No way on the Village Centers in Porterville and Richville. STOP trying
to develop everything. Why do you think everyone loves our area??
Not cuz there are wall to wall houses! We are also in a drought and
it will take years to come back. Some wells are already dry. No way
is there now or will be water for these plans. Your ruining Morgan so
please stop!

106.1 have just been made aware of the Village projects in Morgan
County, specifically Richville and Porterville. Interesting that we were
not made aware of any public meeting addressing the Village Centers
developments in our area.

We moved to Porterville / Morgan 7 years ago, from a suburban
neighborhood in the Salt Lake Valley, to enjoy the life associated with
country/farm living. Since moving here, we have enjoyed the beauty
of open farm land and closer relationships with our neighbors that are
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acres and miles apart, unlike the limited relationships of neighbors
living right next door. We also noticed the problems associated
with suburban neighborhoods such as an increase in crime in the
area and drug use in the schools. Since moving away from our
past neighborhood, our close friends there have let us know of the
increase in those problems since. There are different perspectives
in suburban neighborhoods as compared to that of more pleasant
perspectives of those in the Porterville / Richville area.

| grew up in Holliday, Utah. At one point, | thought | wanted to live in
Draper, Utah, because of the country atmosphere there. Now | am
glad | did not pursue that goal. | have learned that the dairies and
other farmers have been pushed out of Draper because the new
neighbors didn’t like the smells of all the farms and farm animals. I'm
sorry but | don’t see how we can have both types of "neighborhoods”
here in Porterville / Richville.

Either we keep Morgan a quaint town and county or we turn it into
another Draper, Park City, or Heber. We work to keep our values or
we allow the suburban mentality come in for the “"country living”™”
and change everything to suburban living. | know that it is all about
the money...increase in tax revenue. | am sorry but that is not worth it.
Filling Morgan county with these kinds of developments will only turn
and bite us in the back side.

We moved away from suburban living to leave the problems
associated with it. Please do not invite it into our community. | promise,
we will not like it. Please, let’'s keep this a zero stop light county.

| am adamantly opposed to any of these proposed developments,
especially to those proposed for Porterville / Richville. Once it starts, it

will only grow out of control.

Is it really worth the known and inevitable consequences?

107.1 am very much against VILLAGE CENTERS IN RICHVILLE AND

PORTERVILLE. Keep the Country/Rural feel of our precious property.
The growth in all Morgan County needs to drastically slow down.
Morgan does not have enough industry and commercial to keep up
with the proposed impact of more residentiall




108.I do not want village centers in porterville or richville

109.1 wasn’t excited about (Village Centers) when Envision Utah pushed its

10.

1.

12.

13.

4.

115.

116.

"7

118.

way through here. Porterville, doesn’t have the water, just like the rest
of the county.

NO VILLAGE CENTERS IN RICHVILLE OR PORTERVILLE! Let’s keep
these areas as they are.

| am AGAINST the Village Center that has been proposed for Richville
and Porterville. We are seeing a lot of growth in these areas which is
great, but | feel like we need plans that will allow growth without filling
our community with high density housing.

| oppose this type of housing in the Richville area, it doesn’t fit our
farming community at all.

No to Village Center, Richfield and porterville again no do not pass it
we've had enough

| love the small town feel of Morgan. | am against the high density
housing proposed for 8-16 won’t work for Richville/Porterville. With the
limited resources our county has, this doesn’t make sense.

Morgan is at risk of losing its agricultural heritage as more and more
farm land is developed, spreading southward from Mountain Green.
Our family operates one of three remaining dairy farms in the county.
The Richville/Porterville area is, and should be, left as open as
possible to maintain the scenic views of the county as well as promote
the agricultural heritage. Additionally, Morgan County is small enough
that there shouldn’t be a need for town centers in either Richville or
Porterville. Higher density homes can and should be located near
Morgan City.

No village centers in Porterville and richville... keep it rural!

Please consider the size of density for future develop in Richville and
Porterville. We moved to Morgan for the rural community, not 8 to 16
dwelling per acre. Don’t destroy the rural community. Less people with
more space. Also, please get the word out better about what is going
on. | just heard about this, the last day of comments.

My husband and | do not want to see village centers go up in
MORGAN and surrounding towns including Porterville, Richville, Milton
or any other area. We also feel like mailings should go out to residents
to inform them of planning changes or ideas. Too many residents

don’t get informed and don’t know how to use internet and other
methods to obtain information.
Thanks

119. | wanted to share my opinion on the proposed plan for “village
centers” in our area of Richville and Porterville. Families choose to
live in this farming community because of its lower population and
slower lifestyle. This is how we like it and this is how we want it to
stay!!

120.No to the Village Center, Richfield porterville again no no no to the
Richville a Porterville Village Center enough is enough stop doing
things that people do not want

121. High density village centers cannot be sustained in the Richville/Porter
ville area. We don’t have the infrastructure to handle high density.

122.No to the city Village Center for Richville and Porterville the water will
not support more housing people are already hauling water to their
homes can’t afford more drilling the underground water being taken
we run out of water Wells are low already please no to Village Center
| know this is my second one but | forgot to mention the water issue
we have going on already”

123.1 do not want village centers. | live in porterville and several years
ago | was nominated to be take part in a porterville richville advisory
committee so spent a good amount of time talking to neighbors and
people that live in the south end of the valley and we have an issue
with lack of water up here so hence we have low density housing but
I have talked to several families that have told me that even the few
additional houses that have been built around here has effect their
water supply. | think it will have a severe effect a large percentage of
residents if that village center goes though. Thank you letting us voice
our opinion.

124.1 want to see the Richville/Porterville area remain rural residential
omitting the village centers. Thanks

125.I'm against high density housing due to no water and sewer systems
in the Richfield and Porterville area

126.1 can’t imagine that you would even consider a village center for the
Porterville/Richville areas. Our county has bowed to developers
enough, time we stood up and vote no on all the urbanization of
Morgan County. The mess in the Peterson area that was to have no
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impact on the residents of the county makes me furious every time

| see the no impact destruction of a beautiful mountain. Lets try to
maintain a rural area and vote NO to all the development and loss of
our beautiful valley.

127. Leave Richville Porterville as rural agricultural. No city centers or high
density at all.

128.Porterville and Richville should stay the same as the previous plan RR1
A20 zoning, without Villages and high density housing, that does not
belong in our rural community. Planning and zoning needs to fix that
if you build a road...which is basically a circle driveway you can bypass
the zoning and build two houses, one on on A20 and one on RR1
when you only have a few acres.

129.NO Village Centers in Richville and Porterville areas.

130.1 have lived in Morgan for 33 years. We live on a small 5-acre Farm on
Richville Lane. | grow grass hay and Alfa mix. We sell some and keep
most to support our animals. | also cut and bale hay for many small
acreage owners in the Richville and Porterville communities.

MY COMMENT ON THE PLAN REVISION FOR RICHVILLE AND
PORTERVILLE IS:

1. I'say NO to Village Centers.

Many of the small acreages | harvest lie within these proposed Village
centers. They are productive parts of our agricultural community. They
are enjoyed by their owners and provide habitat to local wildlife as
well.

2. We do not have water to support this condensed growth! Our
water tables are lowering due to many wells being dug along with the
drought.

3. We purchased potable water shares from Richville Pipeline
Company for $10,000 just in case our well runs dry. It is fed by a
spring. This company is currently not selling shares because there is
not enough water to support more houses.

4. Morgan County Planning tells us we have to accept growth. We do
not accept the kind of growth being proposed in village centers and
condensed housing outside of them.

5. We support growth along improved County roads with 200 feet of
frontage. Leave the agriculture land alone... both large acreage and
small.

6. We have steep slopes and narrow valleys. We can’t support the

growth that you want to force on us.
7. If people desire growth, let them live in Layton.

131. Thank you for doing this. | think Porterville Richville should stay as a

rural, agricultural community. Leave the city and villages in the city.
Support East Canyon as a limited resort area around a partial portion
of the dam, but leave the rest as ag.

132.1 am surprised the proposed map makes reference to two village

centers in Richville and Porterville. There should only be one (if

even that much) and it should be a very rural and very distant (20-

25 years if even then). As the area plan sits right now there can be

an additional 5 times the current housing in the area. Allow that to
become more evident before even planning on additional growth.
Maybe allow the area to remain agricultural and not change any plan.
Please state the “"village center” has yet to be located just like
Milton’s center should be. Please do not put a “’dot on a map”” until it
has been realistically thought out and show reasons why the “"dot™ is
in the correct place.

We should also look into a cabin ordinance for the county, allowing
for seasonal cabins without services to be built and taxed accordingly.
Keep it open and keep the tax basis higher for seasonal buildings and
not increase school requirements or other services from the “cabins”.
Maybe even a “development transfer” to allow for prime open space
to remain open and allow for the owners to be recompensed with the
change in “"growth areas” in the county. Could the plan also look

at dark sky requirements so we can still see stars in the valley in the
future?

| also did not see any real plans to allow for wider streets or where
water is going to come from to support any additional growth. Unless
| am mistaken using a Colorado study and a Montana water study, one
household of four takes more water than an acre of alfalfa. Thatis a
lot of water that did not exist this year.

133.We are told there is a possible project called village centers trying to

come here in Richville? If this is true we absolutely do want it here at
alll Thanks

134.1 have zero interest in making Porterville and Richville city centers. |

am opposed to the measure. If a vote is needed... | vote NO. Thx
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135.1 have great concern when people outside of communities are lead
to believe they either do have or should have a say about someone
else’s private property. Community centers should stay in the already
designated spots and not extend to Porterville and Richville area.
Keep these areas more rural allow for slow natural growth.

136.Richfield and Portervillie has low water tables there are a number of
homes that have to haul water now the building of more homes with
out additional water makes no sense

PETERSON

137. I would love to see more commercial zoning in Peterson area.

TAGGART

138.Thank you for taking my call today. | have attached the two
renderings that are of concern.

The concerns | would like to have you address are:

1. Thelegend on page 1 states a boundary as being ‘City
Annexation Boundary’. Can you please define this?

2. The legend on page 1 states a boundary as being ‘Rural Urban
Transition Area’. Can you please define this?

3. The legend on page 2 states a boundary as being ‘Low Density
Residential. Can you please define this?

4. Can you define the difference between the City Master Plan and
County Master Plan?

5. Can you describe your understanding of why there is a property
labeled PF for Future School?

6. Can you describe why there is a parcel near the PF parcel labeled

Future Neighborhood Park?

Please address each of these items with as much definition as you
can. | will be forwarding your response to a group of concerned
citizens.

139.Thank you for our conversation this morning to discuss if today is
the last day to make recommendations concerning Taggart in your
morgan2050.org plan?

You said to follow up with an email to you about our recommendation
about restoring the once popular Historic Taggart Campground
(historic society pictures attached) back into the remaining 6 acres

of property taken by eminent domain to construct 1-84 in the early
1960’s. Restoring the Taggart Campground would help manage
present day parking, boating, rafting, kayaking, floating and fishing
COMMERCIAL OPERATIONS ISSUES in Taggart and continue
$millions of dollars (developed over the past two decades) enjoyed
by numerous Outfitters without interruption.

Restoring Taggart Campground would benefit the public as well:
Courts reverse course on stream access: There is no public easement
to beds crossing private land (sltrib.com)
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You said that you would have Lisa Benson call me this morning, but
she has not yet, so | am including her in email distribution as well

as Garrett Smith, Morgan County Attorney and the Ombudsman at
PropertyRights@utah.gov who agree that the Weber River “Take-Out”
is on our property that we are offering to your morgan2050.org plan.
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WEBSITE

More access to hiking

As a relative newcomer to Morgan City, | am surprised by the lack of
available hiking trails. Other than the “M” trail, there seems to be nothing
(unless you drive to Snowbasin). There is plenty of public land, just no
way to access it.

Likes: 1

The property owner wants to Restore Historic
Taggart Campground back into the remaining 6
acres from when I-84 was built early 1960’s

The Campground restoration will provide orderly management and
parking for hundreds of vehicles for Weber River Floaters, Boaters,
Rafters, Fishermen, Hunters, etc. and paying Morgan County more Money,
because they claim they don’t make enough money off the Weber River.
WIN-WIN-WIN making the Weber River floaters HAPPY.

Likes: 2

Public Pool

It would be great if Morgan Co had any kind of public pool. The splash
pad is okay, but was shut off due to drought this summer. Would a pool
be compatible with our available water resources?

Likes: O

55+ Neighborhood

Many retired couples in Morgan have sold their homes and want to live in
something smaller where they don’t have stairs or a yard to take care of.
It would be nice if we could include this in the plan. The empty property
behind 7-Eleven and the trailer court would be perfect for this!

Likes: O

Roundabout

I think it would be nice to add a roundabout at the intersection of Young
Street and State Street. Traffic often gets confusing there with whose turn
it is to go after long waits for cross traffic. My kids almost got hit there
once where a car went between the two of them after having stopped
previously. | think a roundabout would add to such a busy intersection
especially during peak times when school is just getting in or getting out.
Likes: 1

Response: | think this idea is worth serious consideration. | prefer the
roundabout to a traffic light (which isn't needed for most of the day). | LIKE
that Morgan County doesn’t yet have any traffic lights.

Response: Roundabout may actually add to confusion. | believe that a
better solution would be traffic lights.

Dark Sky County

With the increasing growth in Morgan County one way to allow the
growth, yet preserve the rural peaceful hometown atmosphere would

be to have Morgan County adopt the Dark Sky components. This would
put restrictions simply on type of lighting and sinage allowed for all new
growth and current individuals or businesses. Allowing light pollution to be
minimized, quality to be maintained, yet still allowing the inevitable growth
to occur. This in partial will help preserve the reason people move from
light polluted cities to more rural settings, and preserve the beautiful areas
views and scenery we currently enjoy in this county with minimal lighting
and sinage. We have enjoyed beautiful starlit skies here for generations,
and already see plenty of light pollution shining from the valleys on the
west of our mountains. Another component to this would be not allowing
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certain elevations to be developed with buildings or houses etc. Use
above certain elevations would be limited to agricultural or recreation, or
county owned open space. The growth of the county needs to directly
correlate and balance the ratio of open lands. Those benefiting financially
from development need to be responsible for preserving way of life

for current residence, and for future residence they are bringing to the
county.

Likes: 6

Open Space - Community Space owned by the
City/County

As a relative newcomer to Morgan City it is glaring how few open spaces
there are. It appears that only landowners have property and the County/
City has not yet invested in this area of community property. Other than
the City Park, the Fairgrounds, and the few River access points there is
nowhere for hiking, cycling, walking, open space, or general community
space for use by all. |think a long range plan should be to procure
land from landowners to be used for community open space. Many
communities solicit and accept land donations from long-time residents
who want to see the rural and open area remain and not get developed
into homes. Many want their name-sake to remain in their community
and not become a new tract of homes. The City/County should allocate
funds for this and start buying/procuring land so it can be developed into
usable open space for the growing community. Someone may be more
knowledgeable in this area, but it seems like a win-win for everyone.......
you reduce development and retain the rural feel...and you enhance

the enjoyment for residents that are homeowners and not landowners.
Thanks for the consideration.

Likes: O

A VISION OF THE WEBER RIVER RESTORATION
& ENHANCEMENTS PROJECT IN MORGAN

This information was put together in 2014 with the help of representatives
from Morgan City, Morgan County, Trout Unlimited, Utah Division of
Wildlife Resources, local residents, local agriculture producers, local
businesses, and more.
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Objectives

Provide fish passage. Restore and enhance aquatic and riparian
corridor habitat.

Reduce maintenance to diversion structures and maintain water
rights.

Re-connect flood plain, reduce flood hazards and restore bank
stability.

Expand Mickelson Mile trail.

Enhance river recreation opportunities and reduce navigation
hazards.

Engage interests of all stakeholders, including river adjacent
property owners, irrigation companies and other water users, and
the community at large.

Promote economic growth for Morgan City and County with social
and environmental benefits.

What Are The Challenges?

Fish habitat has been greatly degraded and fragmented due to
urban encroachment and irrigation diversion structures. This has
destabilized and contributed to the loss of native fish populations,
such as Bonneville cutthroat trout and bluehead sucker.
Nevertheless with partner support, we have the opportunity to
restore the habitat for these charismatic species and protect other
important uses of the river.

The natural flood plain connectivity has been negatively impacted
by bank berming done in the past on the Weber River in Morgan
which has created additional flooding hazards in Morgan City and
County.

From a recreational water use perspective, the irrigation diversion
structures as they are currently designed, are a safety hazard and
essentially limit the opportunity for people to float in the river into
Morgan City.

The Concept Of Improved Irrigation Diversions:
Maintaining water rights and water flow to irrigation diversions are of




the utmost importance. Currently, the diversion structures are stacked
boulders and debris which create large vertical drops. High water
conditions each year often push out rocks or require dismantling to break
up the “dams”. Then in low-flow conditions these diversions must be re-
built.

Our hope is that collaborative solutions can be found that will secure
water users’ points of diversion, while greatly reducing the maintenance
burden, and restore fish passage. An improved diversion structure can be
achieved by building out a sort of staircase in the river bed. For example,
rather than one 8-foot drop, there could be four 2-foot drops.

This type of design will allow for fish passage, safe boat navigation with

whitewater features and reduced maintenance to the diversion structures.

And it would still provide the water back-up needed for irrigation and
secondary water supply. Specific engineering design options and
permitting detail questions can only be answered after the preliminary
design study has been completed.

Economic Development Opportunities

Many Morgan City and County residents commute outside the county to
work and shop. This leaves Morgan with limited business opportunities
and sales tax revenue.

The Weber River is the ideal catalyst to promote economic growth

in Morgan. In Utah, the Weber River is the second most sought after
destination for anglers, and one of the most popular destinations for
whitewater enthusiasts. Estimated boater use at the Henefer to Taggart
reach is over 2,000 people per weekend day in addition to commercial
outfitter and guide companies. But, very few of these boaters come into
Morgan City.

Investing in our river front will attract visitors and bring long-term
economic benefits to our community. This project proposes to enhance
recreation with trails, improved angler access, whitewater features,

and fish habitat. Improving the river corridor to allow boating use and
enhancing river access points with venue areas will create an attraction
to host national sports events, and support local art festivals, farmers
markets, and other outdoor activities.

By restoring and enhancing the Weber River we can create a nationally
renowned outdoor recreation destination and tap into the $646 billion
dollar outdoor recreation market.

River Facts

The Weber River supports extensive recreational and ecological values
and is the second-most popular river fishery in Utah, behind only the
Green River.

In Morgan, the Weber River serves as a recreational destination for
thousands of people, including anglers, boaters, birdwatchers, and people
wanting to connect with the outdoors by way of river trails and bike paths.
The Weber River also provides critical drinking and irrigation water for
about 21% of Utah’s population. As such, this river is a critical local and
regional resource. But it currently faces daunting challenges and fulfills
only a small portion of its potential.

Although the Weber River and its resources are socially and economically
important, the numbers of fish and the condition of the stream corridor
have dramatically declined in recent years due to widespread habitat
degradation and fragmentation.

Degradation of the river corridor by urban encroachment and channel-
spanning diversion structures, which completely block fish movement,
have resulted in a long segment of river (V5 miles) with degraded habitat,
floodplain connectivity and recreational opportunities.

Partnerships for this Project are already forming with Morgan County

and City, local residents, the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, Trout
Unlimited, the Utah Conservation Corps, the Department of Watershed
Science and the Center for Civic Engagement and Service-Learning at
Utah State University, www.RiverNetwork.org and www.RiverRestoration.
org. There is still much work to do and many more partnerships to build.
Morgan City, Morgan County and the Morgan School Board cooperatively
ranked the design study for the Weber River Restoration &amp;
Enhancements Project with the highest priority of A, second in line after
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the Young Street Bridge Project.

The Weber River has been prioritized at a state level for habitat and water
quality improvements. This project will help meet watershed restoration
and rehabilitation goals of improving fishing, water quality, aesthetics and
catalyzing outdoor-based economic vitality.

Likes: 2

Procure land to preserve the rural atmosphere

As we continue to see increased development in the County, now is

the time to create a plan to procure land in the county that all can enjoy.

If it has not yet been proposed, there should be a fund created that

sets aside a certian amount of funds that are dedicated to purchasing
community property. Land prices within the county are on the rise due
supply and demand, and unfortunately will probably only continue to rise
in the future. The county should plan now to be able to purchase desired
properties that will benefit all that live here. This will allow Morgan to retain
open spaces that can be enjoyed for all to have access to and enjoy the
rural feel that draws many residents to the county.

Likes: 6

Response: Very well stated Brock B.  You can accomplish two goals with
this plan. First you (County) can buy land from landowners who want to
sell (and profit) and currently only developers are buying. If the County/
City purchases the land, it can become dedicated Open Space for use by
all in the community. **Adds open space and reduces development.

Response: Yes. Morgan remain as natural as we can, no matter how
much developers want to pay to see it otherwise

Response: Excellent comment Brock.
Response: Water, clean drinking water.

Response: | totally agree. Protected open space can keep our
community a nice place to live as we move into the future.

Mountain Green Center -- see DAT link below
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We love our neighbors, the relative isolation, peace, night-time darkness,
small-town feel and surroundings of Morgan Valley. We want to keep it
that way with thoughtful development that meets needs of residents and
travelers alike. In 2008, we had the awesome opportunity to participate
in the American Institute of Architects Design Assistance Team visit to
Morgan County regarding a Mountain Green Town Center. We were
thrilled to contribute to a final recommendation that reflected a desire for
thoughtful development of a European-style town center and access to
it; and avoidance of the typical freeway linear sprawl. We spent several
years oversees while on active duty in the US Air Force - Germany
stands out as the best-planned and managed. Communities offer trail
systems, in addition to roads, accessing everything you need - groceries,
pharmacy, medical, gas station, etc. Small villages like Mountain Green
are alongside/adjacent to major roads and highways, rather than having
the main roads pass through their centers. Development is inevitable
in our amazing location, so why not take advantage of this plan that
reflected local values, and was *free* - perhaps time to ask for an update?
We need better infrastructure and services in Mountain Green to support
current and approved future housing developments in addition to the
increased/ing traffic to Snowbasin, Huntsville and other points northeast.
Please be thoughtful, develop a town center that meets the diverse needs
of the community, and can adapt to travelers, whether passing through
or staying for a bit. Here’s the link to the DAT for sharing: http://www.
morgan-county.net/Portals/O/Documents/Planning/Final_DAT 03.24.08 _
Low_Res.pdf?ver=2016-02-01-124940-427.

We still hope for a well-planned Mountain Green town center prioritized
above all other development. We recently reviewed the development
plans for Snowbasin lodging and resort areas, and have questions about
“cooperation with Morgan County.” Snowbasin lacks sufficient water
rights to support an ambitious development plan during historic and
projected extreme drought. Resort development will increase traffic
through Mountain Green an along the I-84 corridor, also impacting air
quality. According to the Utah Division of Air Quality, the Morgan County
population is not large enough to qualify for state attention to the matter
- thru-traffic does not count. Prioritizing thoughtful development of a
Mountain Green town center and roads over resort development would
support current residents and future commercial/resort development in
advance of the increase in construction and user traffic. A town center
should be adjacent to major access roads with ample parking to support




pedestrian and bicycle access and use, rather than having the main roads
running through and dividing the town center. A town center should be
connected to neighborhoods by trails to encourage less dependency on
motor vehicle access, and reduce pollution impact. How has the County
prioritized Mountain Green residents and businesses in the “cooperation”
with Snowbasin?

Likes: 1

Response: The residents of Mountain Green need a town center and
more commercial businesses to help offset our taxes. Taxes have almost
tripled in the last 11 years. We need a place to gather as a community
and a nice town center could be just the place if done correctly. Morgan
County should consider purchasing this land and building commercial
buildings, parks, etc to be leased out to businesses. It could be a great
county income source.
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What | like about Morgan.

| really enjoy that Morgan is not a big and packed city. | remember
growing up in big city, the congestion, traffic, crowded places. Morgan
does not have that, and | really enjoy the freedom. What | don’t want
to see, is another ski resort build nearby. Nature should be enjoyed,
not build upon, and Morgan has beautiful mountains that should not be
ruined by big corporations.

The Rural Lifestyle of Morgan

When we drive up Weber Canyon, we seem to unwind as we make our
way into the Morgan valley. It truly offers a feeling of “coming home”. We
love the rural feel of Morgan and hope it continues into the future. We
appreciate the opportunity to have large gardens, orchards, animals and
open space. This supports a rural lifestyle and lets us work toward being
self-sufficient.

The Morgan City General Plan says: “One of Morgan City’s most
desirable and relished features is its rural lifestyle. Open fields and animal
agriculture are integrated into the city, which give Morgan its unusual

and unique atmosphere. Its residents cherish this unique lifestyle.” This
statement is spot on!

Recently, however, we have seen an increase in the amount of “low
density area” which can be up to 5 lots per acre. Unfortunately, when land
is sold off, developers want to cram as many homes as they can into their
new sub-divisions. If we wanted this, we would have chosen to live along
the Wasatch Front. We need to restrict the smaller and opt for the larger
lot sizes to maintain our rural lifestyle. In some areas of our city we need
another designation that would prohibit more than 2 lots per acre.
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"I have a Concern"

1.

Safe recreational passage is important at this bridge. The current
bridge deck is very low forcing people who recreate on the river to
wade beneath the bridge or cross the road, which is heavily-traveled
by large semi trucks. This is a huge constraint to ensuring safer use of
the river.

As development continues to occur in these small watersheds in

Mt. Green, stream flows are increasingly reduced due to increasing
consumption. This is particularly evident in Gordon and Strawberry
Creeks. Gordon Creek went dry for the first time in 2003, and now
dewaters almost annually. Water to support these developments

is becoming increasingly scarce, and these small creeks play an
outsized role in supporting the popular Bonneville cutthroat trout
fishery in the Weber River. Careful consideration to water sustainability
should be considered in this area.

Currently, this dead end road creates a bottle neck for traffic. All
traffic has to come from the west and all traffic has to go back out the
same way. When softball games, soccer games, football games, track
and field, etc.. are all in motion, those needing to travel here have to
wait single file to exit to the west. There has been talk of getting a
bridge in place here. Hopefully that is happening soon.

The areas of growth within unincorporated Morgan County are not
being given the benefits of the impact fees collected for parks and
recreation. These fees should be divided by Planning commission
representative districts for use within those areas

We need to focus development within town centers first, and then
move outward. Consolidating development within a town center
before increasina development in outlvina areas saves monev for

taxpayers by reducing municipal service costs

In 2015, I (and other Milton community members) presented a petition
to the county board against the rezoning of this area from agriculture
to residential. We are still concerned about this area being rezoned.

The residents of Mountain Green need a town center and more
commercial businesses to help offset our taxes. Taxes have almost
tripled in the last 11 years. We need a place to gather as a community
and a nice town center could be just the place if done correctly.
Morgan County should consider purchasing this land and building
commercial buildings, parks, etc to be leased out to businesses. It
could be a great county income source.

The rumored housing development at Round Valley Golf Course
appalls me to no end. This is the only golf course in Morgan County
and has been such a great part of our community for many years. |
have been golfing and camping here since the mid-1990’s. So many
families have been able to enjoy this wonderful space outdoors while
golfing and camping - it breaks my heart at the thought of yet another
housing development. This is Morgan High School Golf Team’s home
course where we have won multiple state championships. Please find
another site for a housing development - so many places like this in
northern UT have been taken over by housing developments over the
past decade. If the owner intends to s