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In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids and 
services) during this meeting should notify Janeen Allen at 435-755-1850 at least three working days prior to the meeting. 

PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the County Council of Cache County, Utah will hold a WORKSHOP 
MEETING at 3:30 p.m. and a REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING at 5:00 p.m. in the Cache County Historic 
Courthouse Council Chambers, 199 North Main Street, Logan, Utah 84321, on Tuesday, June 24, 2025. 

PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the County Council, in addition to its regular business, will be holding a 
PUBLIC HEARING on a BUDGET AMENDMENT at the same time, date, and place as its regular meeting. 

Council meetings are live streamed on the Cache County YouTube channel at: 
https://www.youtube.com/@cachecounty1996  

CACHE COUNTY COUNCIL AGENDA
REVISED 

WORKSHOP – 3:30 p.m. 

1. Call To Order
2. Joint Workshop Meeting with Cache County Planning and Zoning Commission

a. Discussion on Proposal for Large Scale Solar Code Amendment
b. Discussion on Short-term Rentals (STR’s) in Cache Valley
c. Discussion on Water & Subdivisions.
d. Updates Regarding Powder Mountain

COUNCIL MEETING – 5:00 p.m. 

1. Call To Order
2. Opening – Council Member Keegan Garrity
3. Review and Approval of Agenda
4. Review and Approval of Minutes (June 10, 2025 meeting)
5. Report of the County Executive

a. Appointments:
b.

6. Items of Special Interest
a. Honoring Outgoing Fire Chief Rod Hammer

b. Presentation of the Cache County Rodeo Royalty
- Trish Gibbs

c. VOCA/VAWA/CJ State Grants Updates
- Andrew Crane, Deputy County Attorney; Sara Owens, Victim Advocate Supervisor 



d. Assessment Role Corrections
- Brett Robinson, Cache County Assessor

7. Public Hearings – 5:30 p.m.
a. Set Public Hearing for July 8th @ 5:30 pm: Ordinance 2025-18 – 3 Clustered Homes 15 Acres 

Ag Rezone
- A request to rezone 18.71 acres located at approximately 4200 S. Highway 23, Wellsville, from the 
Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone.

b. Set Public Hearing for July 8th @ 5:30 pm: Ordinance 2025-19 – Funk 160 Acre Richmond 
Gravel Pit Rezone
- A request to rezone 160 acres, located at approximately 8300 N. Highway 91, near Richmond, from the 
Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Industrial (I) Zone with the Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) 
Overlay.

c. Hold Public Hearing: Resolution 2025-27 – Budget Opening
- Proposed amendment to the 2025 (current) budget.

8. Initial Proposals for Consideration of Action
a. Ordinance 2025-20 – Dispatch Service Fee Assessment Amendment

b. Resolution 2025-27 – Budget Opening
- Proposed amendment to the 2025 (current) budget.

9. Pending Action
a. Ordinance 2025-17 – Transient Room Tax Amendments

10. Other Business
a. Discussion of Social for Council Members and Council Staff 

b. America250 Utah Kickoff Event at State Capitol July 1st, 2025 @   ~9:30 a.m. 
c. Hyrum City Fourth of July Celebration July 4th, 2025 @   ~9:30 a.m. 
d. Hyde Park Velvet Highway Parade July 19th, 2025 @  ~9:30 a.m. 
e. North Logan City Pioneer Day Parade July 24th, 2025 @  ~9:30 a.m. 

11. Council Member Reports

12. Adjourn
- Next Scheduled Council Meeting: July 8th, 2025 at 5:00 p.m.

____________________________________ 
Sandi Goodlander, Council Chair 



CACHE COUNTY COUNCIL  
June 10, 2025 at 5:00 p.m. - Cache County Chamber at 199 North Main, Logan, Utah. 

In accordance with the requirements of Utah Code Annotated Section 52-4-203, the County Clerk records in the minutes the names of all persons who 
appear and speak at a County Council meeting and the substance “in brief” of their comments. Such statements may include opinions or purported facts. 

The County does not verify the accuracy or truth of any statement but includes it as part of the record pursuant to State law. 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chair Sandi Goodlander, Vice-Chair Kathryn Beus, Councilmember David Erickson, Councilmember Barbara 
Tidwell, Councilmember Nolan Gunnell, Councilmember Mark Hurd. 
MEMBERS EXCUSED:  Councilmember Keegan Garrity 
STAFF PRESENT: Brady George, Chad Jensen, Emily Fletcher, Blake Wright, Alma Burgess, Amy Adams, Shawn Milne, Julie Hollist-
Terrill 
OTHER ATTENDANCE: Corbin Allen 

 
Council Meeting 

1. Call to Order 5:00p.m. – :04  Chair Goodlander welcomed everyone. 
 

2. Opening Remarks and Pledge of Allegiance – 0:22  Councilmember Kathryn Beus provided opening remarks.  
 

3. Review and Approval of amended Agenda   2:30 
Action: Motion made by Councilmember Mark Hurd to approve the amended agenda; seconded by Councilmember Kathryn 
Beus   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 

4. Review and Approval of Minutes 2:42 
Action: Motion made by Councilmember David Erickson to approve the minutes; seconded by Councilmember Nolan Gunnell 
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 

5. Report of the County Executive 
 

A. Appointment/Discussion 2:58  Executive Zook reported the Airport board is considering to add an additional seat and an 
air show is planned for this month.  He spoke about his attendance to events and plans for other events in the future.   He 
reported on COG and letters of intent, and also the meeting with the Cache Community Foundation to receive donations.   
He said the donation for $500,000 open space to Sherwood Hills was processed and put into Cache County Funds. 9:04 
Chair Sandi Goodlander asked about COG projects.  9:07  Chair Sandi Goodlander asked what the deadline for COG 
projects is.  Executive Zook answered October.   
 

6. Items of Special Interest 
 
A. Discussion of Cache County Sheriff’s Department Personnel Staffing Matters  - Chad Jensen, Cache County Sheriff 9:34  

Chad Jensen explained retention struggles mainly lie in pay and suggested a pay increase this Fall.  25:03  Chair 
Goodlander thanked him for the notice.   

 
B. Bear River Health Department Appointment:  Joshua Barson as Director of Behavioral Health - 26:40 Jordan Mathis 

introduced Josh Barson as who to consider for the next Director.   



 
Action: Motion made by Councilmember David Erickson to approve Joshua Barson as Director of Behavioral Health; 
seconded by Councilmember Barbara Tidwell.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 

 
C. Deep Canyon Trailhead Project RAPZ Grant – Angie Zetterquist, Interim Director of Development Services  28:45  Angie 

explained the application was to extend the award.  30:41 David Erickson asked how much the project had deviated 
from the initial application. 30:54  Angie answered all options were available and the individuals involved simply 
changed their minds.  32:01 Mendon Mayor said stakeholders suggested the trail be higher and further away from a 
water source.   

Action: 32:56 Motion made by Councilmember Nolan Gunnell to approve Deep Canyon Trailhead as presented; seconded 
by Councilmember Barbara Tidwell.  
Motion passes. 
Aye: 5 Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 1 David Erickson  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 

 
D. 800 W Regional Trail, Phase 2 RAPZ Grant 33:10  Angie described the location of the application had a lot of moving 

components that have complicated things.  33:57 Chair Goodlander asked what the original date for the award was and 
the amount.  Angie answered December and estimated $200,000. Vice Chair Kathryn Beus asked if this trail was on the 
East or West of 800 W.  Angie answered East.  35:08  David Erickson commented the county needs to be held at the 
same standard as other entities and not let them lapse.   

Action: Motion made by Vice Chair Kathryn Beus to approve 800 W Regional Trail Phase 2, seconded by Councilmember 
Mark Hurd.  
Motion passes. 
Aye: 4 Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 2 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell 
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 

 
E. Establishing a study Committee to review the Form of Government per Utah Code 17-52a-302 

a. If the Study Committee is Established:  
b. Note:  Study Committee must be established by motion. 

36:20 Chair Goodlander opened for motion. 36:52 Councilmember Nolan Gunnell asked if this is with knowing who is on 
the committee.  Chair Goodlander answered this is only to establish the committee.     
Action: Motion made by Vice Chair Kathryn Beus to approve establishment of Study Committee, seconded by 
Councilmember David Erickson.  
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd, David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell 
Nay: 0 
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 
-Making Appointments and Appropriate Resource Allocations to the Study Committee 
 
Action: 37:12 Motion made by Barbara Tidwell to include Jordan Mathis and Jack Draxler as appointees of the 
committee; seconded by Councilmember David Erickson.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd, David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell 
Nay: 0 



Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 
37:45 Chair Goodlander added 3 other names from COG Mayor Ed Beust, Ed Cox, and Blake Wright. 38:21 Vice Chair 
Kathryn Beus added Andrew Erickson as staff member.  Chair Goodlander clarified Andrew would support but would not 
take any direction.   
 
Action: Amendment motion made by Kathryn Beus to add Andrew Erickson as staff member appointee of the committee; 
seconded by Councilmember David Erickson.   
39:12  Councilmember Mark Hurd asked if there is concern how much time this would take from his schedule.  Chair 
Goodlander said yes and asked Mark what he thought an appropriate time would be.  40:39 HR Director Amy Adams 
recommended no overtime.  Mark summarized 15 hours a week and not to encumber the county for overtime or infringe 
on duties already.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd, David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell 
Nay: 0 
Absent:  1 Keegan Garrity 
 
Providing Formal Notification to the County executive of the Study Committee’s Establishment 
41:52 Andrew Erickson provided the County Executive formal notice of the committee and handed him the printed 
document.   42:20  Executive Zook stated as required he would convene the first meeting in ten days.  
 

7. Public Hearings – 5:30pm 
 42:41 
A. Set Public hearing for June 24, 2025 @5:30 pm Resolution 2025-27 – Opening the 2025 Budget (Summer) 

-Proposed amendments to the 2025 (current) budget. 
Action: Motion made by Vice Chair Kathryn Beus to set public hearing; seconded by Councilmember David Erickson.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  

 Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 

B. Hold Public hearing: Resolution 2025-26 – Special Budget Opening  
-Proposed amendment to the 2025 (current) budget. 

 
Discussion: 43:10 Chair Goodlander explained the budget opening is to move $2 million for the purchase of the land 
council approved and replaced by the open space bond and opened for public to speak.  No comments.  44:17  Vice 
Chair Kathryn Beus asked how much was bonded.  44:44 Executive Zook responded with a summary of bonds and 
purchases.  He added this $2 million is being appropriated for additional land purchase.  

Action: Motion made by Councilmember Nolan Gunnell to close public hearing; seconded by Councilmember Mark Hurd.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 

8. Pending Action 
 

A. Ordinance 2025-17 Transient Room Tax Amendments  
Discussion: 50:12  Andrew explained the Amendment as an added percent to the tax to be used for services to tourism.   
59:25 Julie Hollist-Terrill said she spoke to Chief Rod Hammer and Sherriff Jensen and both said specific EMS for tourists 
is not needed enough for a tax.   55:30  Councilmember Nolan Gunnell said when residents leave Cache Valley they will 
see this tax in hotels.  He added demand with Powder mountain will come and if we don’t implement the tax but other 



places do it falls on the citizens here.  Chair Goodlander explained her point of view to wait on this tax.  57:39  
Councilmember David Erickson asked Andrew to read the Ordinance again.  Andrew read the Ordinance and David 
Erickson asked if this could wait until next meeting.  Chair Goodlander agreed.   

 
B. Resolution 2025-20 – Amending the Cache County Personnel Policy and Procedure Manual Section VII.U  

 
Discussion: 59:24  HR Director Amy Adams gave brief overview of changes.  Chair Goodlander asked if this was already 
approved for the manual.  Amy answered there was an addition.    
Action: Motion made by Councilmember David Erickson suspend rules to approve Resolution 2025-20; seconded by 
Councilmember Barbara Tidwell.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 
1:01:26 After vote Amy clarified if the motion would include section V since it was not stated. Council discussed how to 
proceed.   
Action: Motion made by Councilmember Mark Hurd to suspend rules and amend agenda to state U and V as written in 
the Resolution; seconded by Councilmember Barbara Tidwell.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 

 
C. Resolution 2025-21 – Establishing the Cache County Personnel Policy and Procedure Manual Section VII.S  

 
Discussion: 1:02:56 Amy summarized changes added to paid time for orientation uncompleted.  
Action: Motion made by Councilmember David Erickson to suspend rules and approve Resolution; seconded by 
Councilmember Barbara Tidwell.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 

D. Resolution 2025-25 – Establishing the Cache County America250 Committee 
Discussion: 1:04:35  Andrew Erickson as required read the full description plan and expectation of the America250. 
Action: Motion made by Vice Chair Kathryn Beus to suspend rules and approve Resolution; seconded by Councilmember 
Barbara Tidwell.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 
1:09:22 Executive Zook proposed Barbara Tidwell and Karina Brown part of the committee.  
 
Action: Motion made by Vice Chair Kathryn Beus to approve proposed committee members; seconded by 
Councilmember Mark Hurd.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 



 
 

E. Resolution 2025-26 – Special Budget Opening – Proposed amendment to the 2025 (current) budget 
 
Discussion: 1:10:19 Council discussion.  
Action: Motion made by Vice Chair Kathryn Beus to suspend rules and adopt Resolution; seconded by Councilmember 
Mark Hurd.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 

F. Resolution 2025-28 – Voting Precinct Boundary Map Amendments 1:12:13 County Clerk Bryson Behm explained precinct 
changes that have too few of people for a ballot to be worth the cost and protect voter anonymity.  1:15:29  Chair 
Goodlander asked if Bryson had worked with any local parties.  Bryson answered that is not allowed.  Chair Goodlander 
expressed concern for boundaries of caucuses.  Bryson answered it only affects 68 voters.  Councilmember Mark Hurd 
thanked the elections team for their work.  

 Discussion:  
Action: Motion made by Councilmember * to approve Ordinance/Resolution; seconded by Councilmember *.   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0  
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 

9. Initial Proposals for Consideration of Action 
 

A. Resolution 2025-23 – Dispatch Services Assessment Interlocal Agreement Amendment  
 
Discussion: 1:17:43 Chair Goodlander summarized Resolution and asked for discussion.  Councilmember David Erickson 
thanked Vice Chair Kathryn Beus for her questions last meeting and commented the answers were detailed to move 
forward.  
Action: Motion made by Councilmember David Erickson to approve Ordinance/Resolution; seconded by Councilmember 
Barbara Tidwell   
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0 
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 

10. Other Business  
 

A. Discussion of Social for Council Members and Council Staff 
   1:19:32    
B. Nibley Heritage Days Parade  June 21st, 2025 @9:45am 

1:21:14 .  Andrew Erickson asked if Council would also like to attend Hyrum’s parade.  Council answered yes.  
Councilmember Barbara Tidwell mentioned Logan City Parade also.     

C. Hyde Park Velvet Highway Parade  July 19th, 2025 @9:40am 
     
D. North Logan City Pioneer Day Parade July 24th, 2025 @9:30am 
     

11. Councilmember Reports 



 
David Erickson – None 
Sandi Goodlander –  1:25:54 Reported a new CPA is needed for the Audit Committee.  
Keegan Garrity – Absent 
Barbara Tidwell – 1:25:32 Reported on O&P meeting ahead.  
Kathryn Beus – None  
Nolan Gunnell – 1:23:53  Reported on joint meeting with planning and zoning. Chair Goodlander asked Andrew if a workshop 
was set up for the 24th.  Andrew answered nothing solid. Chair Goodlander arranged meeting with planning and zoning.  
Councilmember Nolan Gunnell asked Executive Zook for names to replace the vacant commissioner position.  Executive Zook 
said he hadn’t received any.     
Mark Hurd – 1:23:23 Nothing.  Chair Goodlander asked when the next CEO board meeting was.  Mark answered next date is 
not set.   

 
12. Executive Session 

Action: Motion made by Vice Chair Kathryn Beus to move into Executive Session; seconded by Councilmember 
David Erickson 
Motion passes. 
Aye: 6 David Erickson, Barbara Tidwell, Kathryn Beus, Nolan Gunnell, Sandi Goodlander, Mark Hurd 
Nay: 0 
Absent: 1 Keegan Garrity 
 
  

Adjourn: 7:30 PM 1:27:02
 
 
 

______________________________________________ 
APPROVAL:  Sandi Goodlander, Chair 

Cache County Council 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

____________________________________________ 
ATTEST:  Bryson Behm, Clerk 

Cache County Council  
 
 

 



Cache County Attorney’s Office 
& 

Cache County Victim Services 

VAWA/VOCA/UVSP Grants Updates



VAWA - 2025-2027

Requested:

● $201,521 per year

Received:

● $170,850 per year 

Total for 2 years:

● $341,700



VOCA(Federal) UVSP (State Grant)
2025-2027 2025-2027

Requested:
● $200,000 per year

Received:
● $164,992.32 per year 

Total for 2 years:
● $329,984.65

Requested:
● $75,000 per year

Received:
● $75,000 per year 

Total for 2 years:
● $150,000



VAWA/VOCA 
Federal Grant 
Trends

● This is the at least the fifth grant cycle funding has 
been reduced by UOVC (Utah Office for Victims of 
Crime.) 

● This decline is largely due to a decrease in revenue 
generated from fines and penalties paid by federal 
offenders.

● Fluctuations in the amount of money Congress 
decides to allocate from the fund, as well as changes 
in federal judicial outcomes, can also impact funding 
levels.  



Updates:

Cache County Victim Services has partnered with CAPSA as a subgrantee for the ICJR 
(Improve the Criminal Justice Response) grant. If they receive this funding, this would 
fund a part time victim advocate within our division for a period of 3 years, which would 
improve our ability to respond to the increasing needs of victims in the First District Court, 
at minimal cost to the County taxpayer. 



 
 

Council Meeting Memorandum 

 

Hold a Public Hearing  

Ordinance 2025-18 – 3 Clustered Homes 15 Acres Ag Rezone 
 

Agenda request submitted by: Angie Zetterquist, Interim Director of Development 

Services – Forwarded from the County Planning 

Commission 

Assisting Department:  Development Services 

Requested Council meeting date: July 8th, 2025 

 

Agenda Item Language: Hold a public hearing for Ordinance 2025-18 3 Clustered Homes 15 

Acres Ag Rezone – A request to rezone 18.71 acres located at approximately 4200 S. Highway 

23, Wellsville, from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone.  

 

Action: Planning Commission – Recommendation of Denial (4-yea; 0-nay) 

  

Background: A request to rezone 18.71 acres located at approximately 4200 S. Highway 23, 

Wellsville, from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone. 

 

Fiscal Impact: N/A  

 

Public Hearing Required: Rezone requests require a public hearing before the County Planning 

Commission (PC). This hearing was held on June 5th, 2025, and their recommendation to deny 

the rezone was made on June 5th, 2025.   

 

No additional hearing is required under the requirements of the State Code, however, the 

Council has previously directed it is beneficial to rehear the public comment and hold an 

additional hearing before the Council. See attached for additional information. 

 

County Staff Presenter: Angie Zetterquist, Interim Director of Development Services 

 

Presentation Time: 10 minutes.   

 

County Staff Point of Contact: Conner Smith, Assistant Planner 

 

Legal Review: N/A 



Ord 2025-18 1 

An ordinance amending the County Zoning Map by rezoning 18.71 acres  2 

from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone 3 

 4 

County Council action 5 

Set a public hearing on June 24th, 2025, and hold a public hearing on July 8thth, 2025. 6 

If approved, the rezone will take effect 15 days from the date of approval. 7 

 8 

Planning Commission action 9 

Denial (4-yea; 0-nay). 10 

Public hearing held on June 5th, 2025 11 

Conclusion: Based on the findings of fact noted [in the staff report], the rezone is hereby 12 

recommended for denial to the County Council as follows:  13 

1. The Willets RU5 rezone request, an application for the property to be rezoned from the 14 

Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone, was denied in March of 2025. 15 

a. Additionally, the White Bison Acres rezone request, an application for the property to 16 

be rezoned from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 2 (RU2) Zone, was denied in 17 

August of 2024.  18 

2. There have been no significant changes since the denial of the two previous applications. 19 

3. The parcel currently has no road frontage. 20 

4. The existing turnaround providing access to the property was constructed without approval 21 

from the Public Works Department. The planned alignment of 4200 South will extend the 22 

current roadway in a straight-east west direction. As a result, it is likely that 4200 South will be 23 

located on Parcel 11-068-0013, meaning the subject property will continue to lack frontage. 24 

a. Although the applicant obtained an access agreement from the UDOT, their jurisdiction 25 

ends at the property line of parcel 11-068-0013. Past this property line, the County has 26 

jurisdiction. 27 

5. The nearest area, in the County, that is in the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone is located one mile away. 28 

6. The rezone is partially inconsistent with the Cache County General Plan: 29 

a. This parcel is located in the “Agriculture and Ranching” area which places an emphasis 30 

on agriculture related activities. The Rural 5 (RU5) Zone has fewer agricultural related 31 

use types than the Agricultural (A10) Zone.   32 

  33 

Staff Report review by Interim Director 34 

Angie Zetterquist 35 

 36 

Staff Report by County Planner 37 

Conner Smith, Assistant Planner  38 

 39 

 40 



General Description 41 

This ordinance amends the County Zoning Map by rezoning 18.71 acres from the Agricultural 42 

(A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone.  43 

 44 

Additional review materials included as part of Exhibit A 45 

Staff Report to Planning Commission – revised 46 
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 179 North Main, Suite 305  devservices@cachecounty.gov 

 Logan, Utah 84321  (435) 755-1640  

Development Services Department 
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       Staff Report: 3 Clustered Homes 15 Acres Ag Rezone                                     5 June 2025  

This staff report is an analysis of the application based on adopted county documents, standard county development practices, and available 

information.  The report is to be used to review and consider the merits of the application.  Additional information may be provided that 

supplements or amends this staff report. 

Agent: Jed Willets Parcel ID#: 11-069-0007  

Staff Recommendation: Denial       

Type of Action: Legislative 

Land Use Authority: Cache County Council      

Location  Reviewed by Conner Smith  

Project Address:  Acres: 18.71 

4200 S. Highway 23 

Wellsville 

Current Zoning:  Proposed Zoning:                     

Agricultural (A10) Rural 5 (RU5) 

Surrounding Uses:  

North – Agricultural/Residential 

South – Agricultural  

East – Agricultural 

West – Agricultural/Residential 

         

        
 

Findings of Fact  

A. Request description 

1. A request to rezone 18.71 acres from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone. 
2. History: 

a. In August of 2024, this parcel went through the rezone application process to go from 

the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 2 (RU2) Zone. On 1 August 2024, the Planning 

Commission unanimously recommended denial to the County Council and on 27 August 

2024 the County Council unanimously voted for denial. 

csmith
Textbox
Exhibit A  
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i. There were a multitude of public comments against the rezone, citing issues with 

density, water rights, increases in traffic, and impacts to the agricultural character 

of the surrounding area.  
ii. Wellsville City made a comment stating they were against this rezone. 

b. In February and March of 2025, this parcel went through the rezone application process 

to go from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone. On 6 February 2025, 

the Planning Commission unanimously recommended denial to the County Council and 

on 25 March 2025 the County Council unanimously voted for denial. 
i. There were a multitude of public comments against the rezone, citing issues with 

density, water rights, increases in traffic, and impacts to the agricultural character 

of the surrounding area. 
ii. Wellsville City made a comment stating that they weren’t against the rezone but 

strongly desire road connectivity between the future 4200 South and the existing 

4100 South. 
c. The applicant has submitted this third application because they believe that they have 

provided enough new/updated information to qualify as a significant update. 
3.  Should the rezone request be approved, the maximum number of potential lots will be three.    
4. This rezone may allow the parcel to establish uses permitted in the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone. A rezone 

request is general in nature and is not tied to any proposed use. Any impacts related to permitted 

and conditional uses allowed within Rural 5 (RU5) Zone will be addressed as part of each 

respective approval process required prior to site development activities.  
5. Staff has identified general information as pertains to the subject property to assist the Planning 

Commission and County Council in arriving at a decision. This information is reflected in the 

attached map (Attachment A) and in the following text.  
a. Land Use Context: 

i. Parcel status: The property does not match the configuration it had on August 8, 

2006 as boundary line adjustments and the splitting of a non-contagious portion 

of the parcel was done. However, the property is still legal.  
ii. Average Lot Size: (See Attachment A) 

 

csmith
Textbox
Exhibit A  
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i. Schedule of Zoning Uses: The Rural 5 (RU5) Zone is more restrictive than the 

Agricultural (A10) Zone. The following uses are ones that are permitted, with the use 

of a zoning clearance or CUP, in the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone: 

 Single Family Dwelling 

 Accessory Apartment 

 Accessory/Agricultural Structures 

 Home Based Business 
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 Seasonal Cabin 

 Residential Living Facilities 

 Home Based Kennel 

 Bed and Breakfast Inn 

 Religious Meeting House 

 Utility Facility, Distribution 

 Farm Stand 

 Board Facility 

 Site Grading 

ii. Adjacent Uses: The properties adjacent to the subject parcel to the east and south are 

primarily used for agricultural purposes while the properties to the north and west are 

used for agricultural and residential purposes. The nearest parcel, in the county, in the 

Rural 5 (RU5) Zone is located a mile to the northwest of the subject parcel. 

iii. Annexation Areas: The subject property is located within the Wellsville City future 

annexation area.  

 
 The Wellsville General Plan Map, an appendix to the  Wellsville City 

General Plan, marks this location as “Farmland Residential Cluster – 5ac”. 

B. Ordinance—§12.02.010, §17.02.060; §17.08.030 [E] 

6. As per §17.02.060, Establishment of Land Use Authority, the County Council is authorized to 

act as the Land Use Authority for this application.  

7. The current County Land Use Ordinance does not specify appropriate locations for the Rural 5 

(RU5) Zone but does contain general guidelines for its implementation. County Land Use 

Ordinance §17.08.030 [E] identifies the purpose of the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone and includes the 

following:  
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a. “To allow for residential development in a moderately dense pattern that can allow for 

rural subdivisions, and to allow for clustering plans larger than a single parcel. This type 

of development should be located and designed to not unreasonably impede adjacent 

agricultural uses, nor to unreasonably conflict with the development standards of adjacent 

municipalities.” 

b. “To implement the policies of Cache countywide comprehensive plan, including those 

regarding improved roadways, density based residential standards, clustering, moderate 

income housing and municipality standards.” 

c. “This zone must be appropriately served by suitable public roads, have access to the 

necessary water and utilities, and have adequate provision of public services.” 

8. Chapter 4: Future Land Use Plan of the Cache County General Plan states: 

a. “The use of land is one of the most important and fundamental values for landowners, 

residents, civic leaders, and elected officials. This determines, in large measure, the future 

of Cache County. The Future Land Use Map represents the County’s collective vision of 

our desired future. It conveys the patterns and priorities of economic development and 

community character, the locations of neighborhoods and industries, and the preservation 

of natural, agricultural, and rural landscapes.” 

b. “The Future Land Use Plan is advisory and does not change the existing zoning of any 

property or the ability of landowners to continue existing legal uses consistent with the 

existing zoning or nonconforming uses. It serves as a starting point for conversations 

about regional initiatives and development proposals by illustrating how sometimes 

separate and uncoordinated activities can help or harm our desired future. The timing of 

future development will depend on a number of factors including choices made by 

individual landowners, aspirations of the community, and future availability of facilities 

and services.” 

9. The future land use map (Attachment B) adopted as part of the Cache County General Plan 

identifies the area where the subject property is located as “Agriculture and Ranching.” Cache 

County General Plan, Chapter 4, Page 26. This section states: 

a. Location: Private agriculture landscapes in the Cache Valley outside of municipalities. 

b. Example Areas: Most of the valley. 

c. Purpose and Character: Agricultural and rangeland uses on private lands under 

conservation easements (no public access) are expected to continue in the Valley. 

Separation from dense residential developments is advantageous. The agricultural 

landscape provides separation between adjacent municipalities and protects suitable 

soils. 

d. Preferred Land Uses: Agriculture, ranching, rural residential uses at densities of less than 

one unit per 10 acres, Conservation Easements (CEs) and conserved public lands, 

Agritourism. 

e. Secondary Land Uses: Industrial and Commercial uses directly supportive of agriculture 

(Processing, Packaging, Distribution), clustered subdivision developments, outdoor 

recreation, farm worker housing. 

f. Discouraged Uses: Residential developments at densities of greater than one unit per 10 

acres if not in a clustered subdivision development, commercial office, commercial retail, 

flex office/industrial, heavy industrial.  

10. The future land use map (Attachment B) adopted as part of the Cache County General Plan 

identifies the area where the subject property is located as “Urban Expansion Overlay.” Cache 

County General Plan, Chapter 4, Page 29. This section states: 
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a. Location: Adjacent to city/town limits within municipal annexation policy areas, where 

future development could be accommodated with urban-level services. As communities 

may provide additional information, these reference areas may be updated on the Future 

Land Use Map without an adopted amendment to reflect the probable expansion of 

services within a 10 to 20 year timeframe.  

b. Example Areas: Unincorporated enclaves between or within cities. 

c. Purpose and Character: To provide for unified municipal growth that aligns with the 

municipal land use plan in an approved annexation policy area with an approved County 

Intergovernmental Agreement. If developed, these areas would need to be annexed into 

the neighboring community which would facilitate service provision. The following 

criteria must be met for these areas 

i. Accommodate 20-year growth projections 

ii. Plan for urban-level densities, intensities 

iii. Meet urban design standards 

iv. Connect with water and sewer providers, and urban streets 

v. Urban services provided by the County are minimized 

d. Preferred Land Uses: Annexations within these areas should strive to accomplish the 

densities, intensities, and street patterns contained where urban-level infrastructure is 

available. Affordable housing options are also appropriate in this area.  

e. Secondary Land Uses: Civic (meeting spaces), residential support uses (e.g. parks, 

medical, schools, fire and police stations). 

f. Discouraged Uses: Uses that are not consistent with the municipal general plan or 

existing county zoning.  

11. Consideration of impacts related to uses allowed within the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone will be 

addressed as part of each respective approval process required prior to site development 

activities. 

C. Access—16.04.040 [A], 16.04.080 [E], Road Manual 

12. §12.02.010 adopts the Manual of Roadway Design and Construction Standards (Road Manual) for 

roadway improvement requirements. 

13. §16.02.010 Standards and Lot Size – All subdivisions must meet the minimum lot and 

development standards as outlined in each base zone of the Cache County Zoning Ordinance and 

within this title.  

14. Table §17.10.040 Site Development Standards – Minimum lot frontage required in the Rural 5 

(RU5) Zone is 90 feet. 

15. §17.07.040 General Definitions – Lot/Parcel Frontage: that portion of a development site that abuts 

a public or private roadway. For the purposes of determining setback requirements on corner lots, 

all sides of a lot adjacent to a roadway shall be considered frontage  

16. §16.04.040 [A] Roads – All roads must be designed and constructed in accordance with Title 12 

of the County Code. 

17. §12.02.010 Roadway Standards – Requirements for roadway improvement are provided in the 

current Manual of Roadway Design and Construction Standards (Road Manual). 

18. The Road Manual specifies the following: 

a. §2.1 Roadway Functional Classification – Minor Arterial (A): Minor arterial roads link 

cities, larger towns, and other large traffic generators and are capable of facilitating travel 

over long distances. These routes have relatively high travel speeds and minimal 

interferences to the through movement of traffic. 

19. A basic review of the access to the subject property identifies the following: 

a. The subject property has no road frontage. 
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b. An analysis of the nearest road, SR-23, is below.    

20. SR-23 – Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) Road: 

a. West of the subject parcel, SR-23 is an existing UDOT facility classified as Minor Arterial. 

b. Minor Arterials in rural areas are typically designed to provide relatively high overall travel 

speeds with minimum interference to through movement. 

c. Does provide access to multiple dwellings and agricultural uses, but is primarily the main 

connection between Mendon and Wellsville to access SR-30 and Highway 89/91. 

d. This section of SR-23 is classified per UDOT as an Access Category 4, which has a 

minimum driveway spacing of 500 feet and minimum street spacing of 660 feet. 

e. Access for SR-23 must be approved by UDOT. 

i. UDOT has stated that the applicant can apply for a permit that would grant an access 

for up to ten homes. 

ii. UDOT’s jurisdiction ends at the property line of parcel 11-068-0013, currently 

owned by James Kyle and Marci Larsen. 

1. The construction of the roundabout on Parcels 11-068-0013 and 11-069-

0007 was completed without approval from the Public Works Department 

and is non-compliant as the area lies within the County’s jurisdiction. 

f. Frontage for buildable lots in the County requires a minimum of 90 feet on a public or 

private road. The proposed road to access the proposed development will need to meet 

County Standards and roadway layout. See Road Manual Section 2.5. Cache County draft 

Transportation Master Plan show a Public Road at 4200 South that connects to Center Street 

in Wellsville.  

D. Service Provisions:   

21. §16.04.080 [C] Fire Control – The County Fire District had no comments in regards to this 

application.  

22. §16.04.080 [F] Solid Waste Disposal – Applicant must work with Waste Management for solid 

waste disposal.  

E. Public Notice and Comment—§17.02.040 Notice of Meetings 

23. Public notice was posted online to the Utah Public Notice Website on 23 May 2025. 

24. Notices were posted in three public places on 23 May 2025. 

25. Notices were mailed to all property owners within 300 feet on 23 May 2025.   

26. The meeting agenda was posted to the County website on 23 May 2025. 

27. At this time, no written public comment regarding this proposal has been received by the 

Development Services Office. 

Conclusion  

The 3 Clustered Homes 15 Acres rezone, a request to rezone 18.71 acres from the Agricultural (A10) 

Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone has been reviewed in conformance with Title 17 of the Cache County 

Land Use Ordinance and the County Manual of Roadway Design and Construction Standards.  

Based on the findings and facts noted herein, the 3 Clustered Homes 15 Acres Ag rezone is hereby 

recommend for denial to the County Council as follows: 

1. The Willets RU5 rezone request, an application for the property to be rezoned from the Agricultural 

(A10) Zone to the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone, was denied in March of 2025. 
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a. Additionally, the White Bison Acres rezone request, an application for the property to be 

rezoned from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Rural 2 (RU2) Zone, was denied in August 

of 2024. 

2. There have been no significant changes since the denial of the two previous applications. 

3. The parcel currently has no road frontage.  

4. The existing turnaround providing access to the property was constructed without approval from the 

Public Works Department. The planned alignment of 4200 South will extent the current roadway in 

a straight east-west direction. As a result, it is likely that 4200 South will be located on Parcel 11-

068-0013, meaning the subject property will continue to lack frontage.  

a. Although the applicant obtained an access agreement from the UDOT, their jurisdiction ends 

at the property line of parcel 11-068-0013. Past this property line, the County has jurisdiction. 

5. The nearest area, in the County, that is in the Rural 5 (RU5) Zone is located one mile away.  

6. The rezone is partially inconsistent with the Cache County General Plan: 

a. This parcel is located in the “Agriculture and Ranching” area which places an emphasis on 

agriculture related activities. The Rural 5 (RU5) Zone has fewer agricultural related use types 

than the Agricultural (A10) Zone. 
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Proposed Rezone
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County Zoning
Zone Type

Mineral Extraction and Excavation Overlay (ME)
Public Infrastructure Overlay (PI)

Layer
A10: Agriculture 10 acres
C: Commercial
FR40: Forest Recreaction 40 acres
I: Industrial
RR: Resort Recreation
RU2: Rural 2 Zoning District
RU5: Rural 5 Zoning District  1/14/2025I

Legend

Proposed Rezone

Municipal Boundaries

Subdivisions

Parcels

Winter Maintenance

County Roads

Highways

With a Home: 3.2 Acres (4 Parcels)
Without a Home: 12.9 Acres (19 Parcels)
With a Home: 2.2 Acres (12 Parcels)
Without a Home: 11.7 Acres (40 Parcels)
With a Home: 4.5 Acres (37 Parcels)
With a Home in Wellsville City: 1.4 Acres (15 Parcels)
Without a Home: 13.4 Acres (71 Parcels)
Without a Home in Wellsville City: 4.4 Acres (5 Parcels)

Average Parcel Size
Adjacent
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Conner Smith <conner.smith@cachecounty.gov>

Opposition to Zoning Change - Easement Issue
sbetts317@gmail.com <sbetts317@gmail.com> Thu, Jun 5, 2025 at 2:46 PM
To: conner.smith@cachecounty.gov

To Whom It May Concern,

 

I am writing to formally oppose the proposed zoning change for the property located at 4200 S. Highway 23, near
Wellsville.

 

The easement I purchased as part of a settlement agreement runs through this property.   My easement was moved
without my knowledge or consent. I have made several efforts to resolve this matter without litigation, but unfortunately,
those efforts have failed.

 

I am reengaging my attorney, Jason Yancy, to proceed with legal action to resolve the easement issue through the courts.
By approving this zoning change, you may inadvertently involve third parties in this litigation, individuals who had no part
in creating this problem.

 

I urge you to consider the legal complications this action could trigger before moving forward.

 

 

Sincerely,

Sean Betts
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Council Meeting Memorandum 

 

Hold a Public Hearing  

Ordinance 2025-19 – Funk 160 Acre Richmond Gravel Pit Rezone 
 

Agenda request submitted by: Angie Zetterquist, Interim Director of Development 

Services – Forwarded from the County Planning 

Commission 

Assisting Department:  Development Services 

Requested Council meeting date: July 8th, 2025 

 

Agenda Item Language: Hold a public hearing for Ordinance 2025-19 Funk 160 Acre Richmond 
Gravel Pit Rezone – A request to rezone 160 acres, located at approximately 8300 N. Highway 
91, near Richmond, from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Industrial (I) Zone with the Mineral 
Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay. 
 
Action: Planning Commission – Recommendation of Denial (4-yea; 0-nay) 
  
Background: A request to rezone 160 acres located at approximately 8300 N. Highway 91, near 
Richmond, from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Industrial (I) Zone with the Mineral 
Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay. 
 
Fiscal Impact: N/A  
 
Public Hearing Required: Rezone requests require a public hearing before the County Planning 
Commission (PC). This hearing was held on June 5th, 2025, and their recommendation to deny 
the rezone was made on June 5th, 2025.   
 
No additional hearing is required under the requirements of the State Code, however, the 
Council has previously directed it is beneficial to rehear the public comment and hold an 
additional hearing before the Council. See attached for additional information. 
 
County Staff Presenter: Angie Zetterquist, Interim Director of Development Services 
 
Presentation Time: 10 minutes.   
 
County Staff Point of Contact: Conner Smith, Assistant Planner 
 
Legal Review: N/A 



Ord 2025-19 1 

An ordinance amending the Cache County Zoning Map  2 

by rezoning 160.00 acres from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Industrial (I) 3 

Zone with the Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay 4 

 5 

County Council action 6 

Set a public hearing on June 24th, 2025 to be held on July 8th, 2025. 7 

If approved, the rezone will take effect 15 days from the date of approval. 8 

 9 

Planning Commission action 10 

Denial (4-yea; 0-nay). 11 

Public hearing held on June 5th, 2025 12 

Conclusion: Based on the findings of fact noted [in the staff report], the Funk 160 Acre 13 

Richmond Gravel Pit rezone is hereby recommended for denial to the County Council as 14 

follows:  15 

1. The nearest area, in the County, that is in the Industrial (I) Zone is located 1.5 miles to the 16 

north-west while the nearest parcel with the Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) 17 

Overlay is located 0.85 miles to the south. 18 

2. The subject property is not consistent with the Industrial (I) Zone or the Mineral Extraction 19 

and Excavation (ME) Overlay: 20 

a. Industrial (I) Zone: 21 

i. “To provide locations where manufacturing, processing, warehousing, and 22 

fabrication of goods and material can be carried on with minimum conflict 23 

or deleterious effect upon the surrounding properties. The purpose of this 24 

zone is also to promote the economic well being of the citizens and to 25 

broaden the tax base.” 26 

ii. “This zone must be appropriately served by suitable public roads, have 27 

access to the necessary water and utilities, and have adequate provision of 28 

public services.” 29 

b. Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay: 30 

i. “The purpose of this zone is to establish locations and to protect the 31 

commercial mineral extraction and excavation industry while protecting the 32 

environment and county citizens. This zone is to assure that the operations 33 

of such sites do not impact adjoining uses and are not encroached upon by 34 

surrounding noncompatible land uses within Cache County.” 35 

ii. “This zone and provisions thereof are deemed necessary in the public 36 

interest to affect practices which will, for the economical use of vital 37 

materials necessary for our economy, give due consideration to the present 38 

and future use of land in the interest of promoting the public health, safety, 39 

and general welfare of the residents of Cache County.” 40 

 41 



3. The rezone is not consistent with the Cache County General Plan: 42 

a. This parcel is located in the “Agriculture and Ranching” area which places an 43 

emphasis on agriculture related uses and discourages flex office industrial and heavy 44 

industrial uses. 45 

4. It is likely that a mineral extraction operation, in this case a gravel pit, will impact Crow 46 

Mountain which can be seen as a significant natural heritage site.  47 
 48 

Staff Report review by Interim Director 49 

Angie Zetterquist 50 

 51 

Staff Report by County Planner 52 

Conner Smith 53 

 54 

General Description 55 

This ordinance amends the County Zoning Map by rezoning 160.00 acres from the Agricultural 56 

(A10) Zone to the Industrial (I) Zone with the Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay.  57 

 58 

Additional review materials included as part of Exhibit A 59 

Staff Report to Planning Commission – revised 60 
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       Staff Report: Funk 160 Acre Richmond Gravel Pit Rezone                             1 May 2025  

This staff report is an analysis of the application based on adopted county documents, standard county development practices, and available 

information.  The report is to be used to review and consider the merits of the application.  Additional information may be provided that 

supplements or amends this staff report. 

Agent: E. Hal Christensen Parcel ID#: 08-017-0008 

Staff Recommendation: None       

Type of Action: Legislative 

Land Use Authority: Cache County Council      

Location  Reviewed by Conner Smith  

Project Address:  Acres: 160.00 

8300 N. Highway 91, 

Near Richmond 

Current Zoning:  Proposed Zoning:                     

Agricultural (A10) Industrial (I), Mineral 

Extraction (ME) 

Overlay 

Surrounding Uses:  

North – Agricultural 

South – Agricultural/Residential  

East – Agricultural 

West – Residential 

         

        
 

Findings of Fact  

A. Request description 

1. A request to rezone 160.00 acres from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Industrial (I) Zone 

with the Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay. 
2. History: 

a. In February 2025, this parcel went through the rezone application process to rezone 

286.91 acres from the Agricultural (A10) Zone to the Industrial (I) Zone with the Mineral 

Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay. On February 6th, 2025, the Planning 
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Commission recommended denial to the County Council and on March 11th, 2025 the 

County Council denied the rezone request.  
i. The difference between the original rezone and this rezone request is that the 

applicant originally requested to rezone 286.91 acres whereas this application is 

a request to rezone 160 acres. 
ii. Numerous written public comments were received with further comments being 

made during the public hearings. The primary concern of comments that were 

against the rezone were related to water as there are numerous springs on the then 

subject properties. Secondary concerns included pollution, noise, dust, and 

impacts to the aesthetic beauty of the local area. There were several comments 

that were not opposed to the gravel pit but still expressed concern with water, 

access, and the Industrial (I) Zone being a part of the rezone request.  
3. This rezone may allow the parcel to establish uses permitted in the Industrial (I) Zone and 

Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay. A rezone request is general in nature and is 

not tied to any proposed use. Any impacts related to permitted and conditional uses allowed 

within the Industrial (I) Zone and Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay will be 

addressed as part of each respective approval process required prior to site development 

activities.  
4. Staff has identified general information as pertains to the subject property to assist the Planning 

Commission and County Council in arriving at a decision. This information is reflected in the 

attached map (Attachment A) and in the following text.  
a. Land Use Context: 

i. Parcel status: The property matches the configuration it had on August 8, 2006 

and are legal.  
ii. Average Lot Size: (See Attachment A) 
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i. Schedule of Zoning Uses: The Industrial (I) Zone and Mineral Extraction and 

Excavation (ME) Overlay allow for a variety of uses with the approval of a zoning 

clearance and/or conditional use permit. These uses include the following uses, that are 

not permitted in the current Agricultural (A10) Zone: 

 Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay 

i. Mineral Extraction 

ii. Topsoil Extraction 
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 Industrial (I) Zone: 

i. Caretaker’s Residence 

ii. General Manufacturing 

iii. Commercial Kennel/Animal Shelter 

iv. Storage and Warehousing 

v. Self Service Storage Facility 

vi. Transport Services 

vii. General Vehicle Repair 

viii. Mobile Food Truck 

ix. Sexually Oriented Business 

x. Telecommunication Facility, Major 

ii. Adjacent Uses: The properties adjacent to the subject parcel to the north and east are 

primarily used for agricultural purposes, properties to the west are primarily residential, 

and properties to the south are a mix of residential and agricultural. The nearest parcel, 

in the county, in the Industrial (I) Zone is located 1.5 miles to the north-west while the 

nearest parcel with the Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay is located 

0.85 miles to the south. 

iii. Annexation Areas: The subject property is not located in any future annexation area.  

 

B. Ordinance—§12.02.010, §17.02.060; §17.08.030 [E] 

5. As per §17.02.060, Establishment of Land Use Authority, the County Council is authorized to 

act as the Land Use Authority for this application.  

6. The current County Land Use Ordinance does not specify appropriate locations for the Industrial 

(I) Zone but does contain general guidelines for its implementation. County Land Use Ordinance 

§17.08.030 [E] identifies the purpose of the Industrial (I) Zone and includes the following: 

a. “To provide locations where manufacturing, processing, warehousing, and fabrication of 

goods and material can be carried on with minimum conflict or deleterious effect upon 
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the surrounding properties. The purpose of this zone is also to promote the economic well 

being of the citizens and broaden the tax base.” 

b. “This zone must be appropriately served by suitable public roads, have access to the 

necessary water and utilities, and have adequate provision of public services.” 

7. The current County Land Use Ordinance does not specify appropriate locations for the Mineral 

Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay but does contain general guidelines for its 

implementation. County Land Use Ordinance §17.08.030 [E] identifies the purpose of the 

Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay and includes the following:  

a. “The purpose of this zone is to establish locations and to protect the commercial mineral 

extraction and excavation industry while protecting the environment and county citizens. 

This zone is to assure that the operations of such sites do not impact adjoining uses and 

are not encroached upon by surrounding noncompatible land uses within Cache County.” 

b. “This zone and provisions thereof are deemed necessary in the public interest to affect 

practices which will, for the economical use of vital materials necessary for our economy, 

give due consideration to the present and future use of land in the interest of promoting 

the public health, safety, and general welfare of the residents of Cache County.” 

8. Chapter 4: Future Land Use Plan of the Cache County General Plan states: 

a. “The use of land is one of the most important and fundamental values for landowners, 

residents, civic leaders, and elected officials. This determines, in large measure, the future 

of Cache County. The Future Land Use Map represents the County’s collective vision of 

our desired future. It conveys the patterns and priorities of economic development and 

community character, the locations of neighborhoods and industries, and the preservation 

of natural, agricultural, and rural landscapes.” 

b. “The Future Land Use Plan is advisory and does not change the existing zoning of any 

property or the ability of landowners to continue existing legal uses consistent with the 

existing zoning or nonconforming uses. It serves as a starting point for conversations 

about regional initiatives and development proposals by illustrating how sometimes 

separate and uncoordinated activities can help or harm our desired future. The timing of 

future development will depend on a number of factors including choices made by 

individual landowners, aspirations of the community, and future availability of facilities 

and services.” 

9. The future land use map (Attachment B) adopted as part of the Cache County General Plan 

identifies the area where the subject property is located as “Agriculture and Ranching.” Cache 

County General Plan, Chapter 4, Page 26. This section states: 

a. Location: Private agriculture landscapes in the Cache Valley outside of municipalities. 

b. Example Areas: Most of the valley. 

c. Purpose and Character: Agricultural and rangeland uses on private lands under 

conservation easements (no public access) are expected to continue in the Valley. 

Separation from dense residential developments is advantageous. The agricultural 

landscape provides separation between adjacent municipalities and protects suitable 

soils. 

d. Preferred Land Uses: Agriculture, ranching, rural residential uses at densities of less than 

one unit per 10 acres, Conservation Easements (CEs) and conserved public lands, 

Agritourism. 

e. Secondary Land Uses: Industrial and Commercial uses directly supportive of agriculture 

(Processing, Packaging, Distribution), clustered subdivision developments, outdoor 

recreation, farm worker housing. 
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f. Discouraged Uses: Residential developments at densities of greater than one unit per 10 

acres if not in a clustered subdivision development, commercial office, commercial retail, 

flex office/industrial, heavy industrial.  

10. Consideration of impacts related to uses allowed within the Industrial (I) Zone and Mineral 

Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay will be addressed as part of each respective approval 

process required prior to site development activities. 

C. Access—16.04.040 [A], 16.04.080 [E], Road Manual 

11. §12.02.010 adopts the Manual of Roadway Design and Construction Standards (Road Manual) for 

roadway improvement requirements. 

12. §16.02.010 Standards and Lot Size – All subdivisions must meet the minimum lot and 

development standards as outlined in each base zone of the Cache County Zoning Ordinance and 

within this title.  

13. Table §17.10.040 Site Development Standards – Minimum lot frontage required in the Industrial 

(I) Zone is 150’. 

14. §17.07.040 General Definitions – Lot/Parcel Frontage: that portion of a development site that abuts 

a public or private roadway. For the purposes of determining setback requirements on corner lots, 

all sides of a lot adjacent to a roadway shall be considered frontage  

15. §16.04.040 [A] Roads – All roads must be designed and constructed in accordance with Title 12 

of the County Code. 

16. §12.02.010 Roadway Standards – Requirements for roadway improvement are provided in the 

current Manual of Roadway Design and Construction Standards (Road Manual). 

17. Roadway Functional Classification: 

a. Principal Arterial: Principal Arterials in rural areas are typically designed to provide 

relatively high overall travel speeds with minimum interference to through movement.  

18. A basic review of the access to the subject property identifies the following: 

a. Currently, the subject parcel has no frontage along a City, County, or State road. Any future 

project would need to be accessed through another parcel. Per the Letter of Intent, the rezone 

is proposing to use Parcel 08-016-0034 to access US-91, the nearest road.  

i. The frontage requirement in the Industrial (I) Zone is 150’.  

b. An analysis of the nearest road, US-91, is below.    

19. US-91 – Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) Road: 

a. West of the subject parcel, US-91 is an UDOT road classified as a Principal Arterial. 

b. The road services multiple dwellings and agricultural uses but is primarily the main 

connection between Smithfield and Richmond. 

c. Is maintained by UDOT.  

d. This section of US-91 is classified per UDOT as an Access Category 4, which has a 

minimum driveway spacing of 500 feet and a minimum street spacing of 660 feet. 

e. Access to any proposed development must be approved by UDOT.    

D. Service Provisions:   

20. §16.04.080 [C] Fire Control – The County Fire District states that prior to any operations a 20-

foot all weather surface road must be in place.  

21. §16.04.080 [F] Solid Waste Disposal – Applicant must work with Waste Management for solid 

waste disposal.  

E. Public Notice and Comment—§17.02.040 Notice of Meetings 

22. Public notice was posted online to the Utah Public Notice Website on 23 May 2025. 

23. Notices were posted in three public places on 23 May 2025. 

24. Notices were mailed to all property owners within 300 feet on 23 May 2025. 

25. The meeting agenda was posted to the County website on 23 May 2025. 
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26. At this time, one written public comment regarding this proposal has been received by the 

Development Services Office.  

Conclusion  

The Funk 160 Acre Richmond Gravel Pit rezone, a request to rezone 160.00 acres from the Agricultural 

(A10) Zone to the Industrial (I) Zone with the Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay has 

been reviewed in conformance with Title 17 of the Cache County Land Use Ordinance and the County 

Manual of Roadway Design and Construction Standards. Staff has not made a recommendation based 

on the findings of fact indentified above and any others identified at the public hearing. Although Staff 

has not made a recommendation for approval or denial, they can help Planning Commission draft a 

recommendation to County Council. 

Planning Commission Conclusion 

Based on the findings of fact noted herein, the Funk 160 Acre Richmond Gravel Pit rezone is hereby 

recommended for denial to the County Council as follows:   

1. The nearest area, in the County, that is in the Industrial (I) Zone is located 1.5 miles to the north-

west while the nearest parcel with the Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay is 

located 0.85 miles to the south. 

2. The subject property is not consistent with the Industrial (I) Zone or the Mineral Extraction and 

Excavation (ME) Overlay: 

a. Industrial (I) Zone: 

i. “To provide locations where manufacturing, processing, warehousing, and 

fabrication of goods and material can be carried on with minimum conflict or 

deleterious effect upon the surrounding properties. The purpose of this zone is 

also to promote the economic well being of the citizens and to broaden the tax 

base.” 

ii. “This zone must be appropriately served by suitable public roads, have access to 

the necessary water and utilities, and have adequate provision of public services.” 

b. Mineral Extraction and Excavation (ME) Overlay: 

i. “The purpose of this zone is to establish locations and to protect the commercial 

mineral extraction and excavation industry while protecting the environment and 

county citizens. This zone is to assure that the operations of such sites do not 

impact adjoining uses and are not encroached upon by surrounding 

noncompatible land uses within Cache County.” 

ii. “This zone and provisions thereof are deemed necessary in the public interest to 

affect practices which will, for the economical use of vital materials necessary 

for our economy, give due consideration to the present and future use of land in 

the interest of promoting the public health, safety, and general welfare of the 

residents of Cache County.” 

3. The rezone is not consistent with the Cache County General Plan: 

a. This parcel is located in the “Agriculture and Ranching” area which places an emphasis 

on agriculture related uses and discourages flex office industrial and heavy industrial 

uses. 

4. It is likely that a mineral extraction operation will impact Crow Mountain which is seen as a 

significant natural heritage site. 
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Conner Smith <conner.smith@cachecounty.gov>

Comments RE Funk-Richmond Gravel Pit Property Rezone
The Riehm Team <riehmteam@protonmail.com> Thu, May 1, 2025 at 2:57 PM
To: "conner.smith@cachecounty.gov" <conner.smith@cachecounty.gov>

TO:  Cache County Planning Commission
RE:  Funk- Richmond Gravel Pit Property Rezone Application

Mr. Christensen has resubmitted an application to rezone 160 acres of Crow Mountain and surrounding land from
agricultural zoning to industrial zoning with the intent to develop a gravel pit and batch plant for concrete and
asphalt.  His application includes a letter attempting to address many of the public comments from the previous
zoning meeting.  We acknowledge his attempt to allay concerns, but remain wary of the impact a gravel pit and
batch plant will have on local groundwater and springs, traffic on this section of Highway 91, noise levels, and air
quality.  

We also question the means by which gravel excavation will be limited to the area and elevation described. 
What if the actual operations of the facility deviate from how it was described in the application letter and affect
water quality and/or availability?  

The proposed batch plant location appears to be visible from the highway at the base of Crow Mountain.  This
area between Smithfield and Richmond is still agricultural in nature and we request that the County preserve that
zoning and deny the industrial rezone application.  Please keep the area agricultural.  

Respectfully,
Andrew and Scout Riehm
8588 N Hwy 91, Richmond UT 84333
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CACHE COUNTY 

RESOLUTION NO. 2025 - 27 
 

Page 1 of 3 
 

A RESOLUTION MAKING AMENDMENTS TO THE 2025 BUDGET 
 
(A) WHEREAS, the County Council may pass all ordinances and rules and make all 

regulations, not repugnant to law, necessary for carrying into effect or discharging its 
powers and duties pursuant to Utah Code 17-53-223(1); and  
 

(B) WHEREAS, The Cache County Council, in a duly convened meeting, pursuant to Sections 
17-36-12 through 17-36-26, Utah Code Annotated, 1953 as amended, finds that certain 
adjustments to the Cache County budget for 2025 are reasonable and necessary; and 
 

(C) WHEREAS, said budget has been reviewed by the County Executive with all affected 
department heads; and 
 

(D) WHEREAS, a duly called hearing has been held and all interested parties have been given 
an opportunity to be heard; and 
 

(E) WHEREAS, the County Council has given due consideration to matters discussed at the 
public hearing and to any revised estimates of revenues; and 
 

(F) WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the County that the following adjustments to the 
Cache County budget be made. 

 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the County Council of Cache County, Utah, that: 
 
SECTION 1. 
The adjustments and amendments detailed in the attached document labeled Exhibit A are 
hereby made to the 2025 budget for Cache County. 
 
 
SECTION 2. 
Other than as specifically set forth above, all other matters set forth in the 2025 budget shall 
remain in full force and effect. 
 
 
SECTION 3. 
This resolution shall take effect immediately upon adoption and the County Executive and other 
county officials are authorized and directed to act accordingly. 
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PASSED AND APPROVED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF CACHE COUNTY, UTAH 
THIS      DAY OF             , 2025. 
 
 

 In Favor Against Abstained Absent 
Kathryn Beus     
David Erickson     
Keegan Garrity     
Sandi Goodlander     
Nolan Gunnell     
Mark Hurd     
Barbara Tidwell     

        Total     
 
 

 
CACHE COUNTY:    ATTEST: 
 
 
By:       By:      
Sandi Goodlander, Council Chair   Bryson Behm, County Clerk 
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CACHE COUNTY 

ORDINANCE NO. 2025 - 20 
 

 
1 

 

 

AMENDING THE CACHE COUNTY CONSOLIDATED FEE SCHEDULE TO AMEND 
FEE ASSESSMENTS RELATED TO 911 SERVICES 

 
 
(A) WHEREAS, the County Council may pass all ordinances and rules and make all 

regulations, not repugnant to law, necessary for carrying into effect or discharging its 
powers and duties pursuant to Utah Code § 17-53-223(1); and 
 

(B) WHEREAS, Cache County is a party to the Interlocal Agreement for Dispatch Services 
with Logan City, originally executed on July 21, 2017, which governs the provision of 
dispatch services, and for which Amendment No. 1 has been duly agreed to in order to 
adjust the assessment for these services due to increased demand and cost; and 

 
(C) WHEREAS, Utah Code Ann. § 17-53-211 requires the County Council to adopt an 

ordinance establishing fees for services provided by certain County officers; and 
 

(D) WHEREAS, the County Council believes it is necessary and appropriate to adopt an 
amendment to the Cache County Consolidated Fee Schedule to meet the obligations 
detailed in “Amendment No.1” to ensure continued public emergency response services; 
and 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, the County Legislative Body of Cache County ordains as follows: 

 
SECTION 1: The Cache County Consolidated Fee Schedule Fee for Action “911 - All Classes” 
shall be amended to read as follows, with a redline version attached as “Exhibit A”: 
 
 
FEE SCHEDULE 
CACHE COUNTY CONSOLIDATED FEE SCHEDULE 
CLERK/AUDITOR OFFICE 
 

General Clerk/Auditor Fees 

Action Fee 
Utah State Code 
Reference 

[…] […] […] 

911 - All Classes $3.30 17-50-301(1)(a) 
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2 

 

SECTION 2: 
 
The Cache County Council shall, in no more than 12 months’ time, review the fee change 
detailed in “Section 1” above for additional increases to meet the compounded 3% annual fee 
increases obligations found in the aforementioned amendment to the Interlocal Agreement for 
Dispatch Services between Cache County and Logan City. 
 
 
SECTION 3: 
 
This ordinance will take effect fifteen (15) days following its passage and approval by the 
County Council. 
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PASSED AND APPROVED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF CACHE COUNTY, UTAH 
THIS      DAY OF             , 2025. 
 
 

 In Favor Against Abstained Absent 

Kathryn Beus     
David Erickson     
Keegan Garrity     
Sandi Goodlander     
Nolan Gunnell     
Mark Hurd     
Barbara Tidwell     

        Total     
 
 

 
CACHE COUNTY:     ATTEST: 
 
 
By:       By:      
Sandi Goodlander, Council Chair   Bryson Behm, County Clerk 
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ACTION OF THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE: 
 
____ Approved 
____ Disapproved (written statement of objection attached) 
 
By:       ___________________   
 David Zook, County Executive  Date 
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EXHIBIT A 
 
FEE SCHEDULE 
CACHE COUNTY CONSOLIDATED FEE SCHEDULE 
CLERK/AUDITOR OFFICE 
 

General Clerk/Auditor Fees 

Action Fee 
Utah State Code 
Reference 

[…] […] […] 

911 - All Classes $3.003.30 17-50-301(1)(a) 
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A RESOLUTION MAKING AMENDMENTS TO THE 2025 BUDGET 
 
(A) WHEREAS, the County Council may pass all ordinances and rules and make all 

regulations, not repugnant to law, necessary for carrying into effect or discharging its 
powers and duties pursuant to Utah Code 17-53-223(1); and  
 

(B) WHEREAS, The Cache County Council, in a duly convened meeting, pursuant to Sections 
17-36-12 through 17-36-26, Utah Code Annotated, 1953 as amended, finds that certain 
adjustments to the Cache County budget for 2025 are reasonable and necessary; and 
 

(C) WHEREAS, said budget has been reviewed by the County Executive with all affected 
department heads; and 
 

(D) WHEREAS, a duly called hearing has been held and all interested parties have been given 
an opportunity to be heard; and 
 

(E) WHEREAS, the County Council has given due consideration to matters discussed at the 
public hearing and to any revised estimates of revenues; and 
 

(F) WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the County that the following adjustments to the 
Cache County budget be made. 

 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the County Council of Cache County, Utah, that: 
 
SECTION 1. 
The adjustments and amendments detailed in the attached document labeled Exhibit A are 
hereby made to the 2025 budget for Cache County. 
 
 
SECTION 2. 
Other than as specifically set forth above, all other matters set forth in the 2025 budget shall 
remain in full force and effect. 
 
 
SECTION 3. 
This resolution shall take effect immediately upon adoption and the County Executive and other 
county officials are authorized and directed to act accordingly. 
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PASSED AND APPROVED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF CACHE COUNTY, UTAH 
THIS      DAY OF             , 2025. 
 
 

 In Favor Against Abstained Absent 
Kathryn Beus     
David Erickson     
Keegan Garrity     
Sandi Goodlander     
Nolan Gunnell     
Mark Hurd     
Barbara Tidwell     

        Total     
 
 

 
CACHE COUNTY:    ATTEST: 
 
 
By:       By:      
Sandi Goodlander, Council Chair   Bryson Behm, County Clerk 
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‭CACHE COUNTY‬
‭ORDINANCE NO. 2025 - 17‬

‭AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE CACHE COUNTY TRANSIENT ROOM TAX‬
‭CODE UNDER CACHE COUNTY CODE 3.76‬

‭(A)‬ ‭WHEREAS,‬ ‭Utah‬ ‭Code‬ ‭§‬ ‭59-12-301‬ ‭was‬‭recently‬‭amended‬‭via‬‭HB‬‭456‬‭to‬‭increase‬‭the‬
‭maximum rate for Transient Room Tax from 4.25% to 4.50%;‬

‭(B)‬ ‭WHEREAS,‬ ‭Counties‬ ‭that‬ ‭impose‬ ‭the‬ ‭full‬ ‭rate‬ ‭of‬‭4.50%‬‭will‬‭be‬‭eligible‬‭for‬‭the‬‭Visitor‬
‭Mitigation Grant Program created by HB 456;‬

‭(C)‬ ‭WHEREAS, HB 456 becomes effective on July 1, 2025;‬

‭(D)‬ ‭WHEREAS,‬‭County‬‭Code‬‭should‬‭be‬‭updated‬‭to‬‭reflect‬‭this‬‭increase,‬‭to‬‭come‬‭into‬‭greater‬
‭compliance with State requirements, and be eligible for the grant program;‬

‭(E)‬ ‭WHEREAS,‬ ‭the‬ ‭County‬ ‭Council‬ ‭may‬ ‭adopt‬ ‭resolutions‬ ‭necessary‬ ‭and‬ ‭appropriate‬ ‭to‬
‭establish‬‭official‬‭policy‬‭and‬‭to‬‭facilitate‬‭the‬‭discharge‬‭of‬‭any‬‭powers‬‭and‬‭responsibilities‬
‭of Cache County pursuant to Cache County Code 2.12.120; and‬

‭(F)‬ ‭WHEREAS,‬ ‭the‬ ‭County‬ ‭Council‬ ‭may‬ ‭pass‬ ‭all‬ ‭ordinances‬ ‭and‬ ‭rules‬ ‭and‬ ‭make‬ ‭all‬
‭regulations,‬ ‭not‬ ‭repugnant‬ ‭to‬ ‭law,‬ ‭necessary‬ ‭for‬ ‭carrying‬ ‭into‬ ‭effect‬ ‭or‬ ‭discharging‬ ‭its‬
‭powers and duties pursuant to Utah Code § 17-53-223(1);‬

‭NOW, THEREFORE, the County Legislative Body of Cache County ordains as follows:‬

‭SECTION 1‬

‭Cache County Code, Chapter 3.76 is amended to read as follows, with a redline copy attached as‬
‭“EXHIBIT 1”:‬

‭CHAPTER 3.76: TRANSIENT ROOM TAX‬
‭3.76.010: TRANSIENT ROOM TAX AND REGULATION OF TAX‬
‭A transient room tax for Cache County, Utah, is established and adopted and levied in an amount‬
‭of four and one-half percent (4.50%) of the rent for every occupancy of a suite or rooms by all‬
‭persons, companies, corporations or other like, similar persons, groups or organizations doing‬
‭business as motor courts, motels, hotels, inns and similar accommodations. All such motor‬
‭courts, motels, hotels, inns or the like located within the confines of Cache County, Utah,‬
‭including all municipalities therein, are subject to this tax.‬
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‭CACHE COUNTY‬
‭ORDINANCE NO. 2025 - 17‬

‭3.76.030: RESERVE FUND AUTHORIZED; USE OF COLLECTED FUNDS‬
‭The county council establishes and creates a reserve fund wherein any funds collected pursuant‬
‭to this chapter but not expended during any fiscal year, for the purposes herein set forth, shall not‬
‭revert back to the county general fund but shall be retained in the special reserve fund herein‬
‭established to be used in accordance with this chapter.‬

‭Funds collected from this tax shall be used exclusively for the purposes authorized in Utah Code‬
‭§ 17-31-2(3), including but not limited to:‬

‭A.‬ ‭Establishing and promoting tourism, recreation, film production, and conventions;‬
‭B.‬ ‭Acquiring, constructing, or maintaining tourism- or recreation-related facilities and‬

‭infrastructure;‬
‭C.‬ ‭Mitigating impacts of recreation, tourism, and conventions through support for‬

‭emergency services, law enforcement, road repair, and solid waste management;‬
‭D.‬ ‭Making payments for bonds issued for such purposes.‬

‭The portion of the tax authorized under § 59-12-301(1)(a)(ii) and enacted by this ordinance shall‬
‭remain with the county and is not subject to the expenditure limitations or required distributions‬
‭set forth in Utah Code § 59-28-103.‬

‭SECTION 2‬

‭This ordinance takes effect fifteen (15) days following its passage and approval by the County‬
‭Council.‬
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‭CACHE COUNTY‬
‭ORDINANCE NO. 2025 - 17‬

‭PASSED AND APPROVED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF CACHE COUNTY, UTAH‬
‭THIS ___ DAY OF ___________________ 2025.‬

‭In Favor‬ ‭Against‬ ‭Abstained‬ ‭Absent‬
‭Kathryn Beus‬
‭David Erickson‬
‭Keegan Garrity‬
‭Nolan Gunnell‬
‭Sandi Goodlander‬
‭Mark Hurd‬
‭Barbara Tidwell‬

‭        Total‬

‭CACHE COUNTY:‬ ‭ATTEST:‬

‭By:‬ ‭By:‬
‭Sandi Goodlander, Chair‬ ‭Bryson Behm, County Clerk‬

‭Page‬‭3‬‭of‬‭5‬



‭CACHE COUNTY‬
‭ORDINANCE NO. 2025 - 17‬

‭ACTION OF THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE:‬

‭____ Approved‬
‭____ Disapproved (written statement of objection attached)‬

‭By:‬ ‭___________________‬
‭David Zook, County Executive‬ ‭Date‬
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‭CACHE COUNTY‬
‭ORDINANCE NO. 2025 - 17‬

‭EXHIBIT 1‬
‭REDLINE VERSION OF CHANGES TO CHAPTER 3.76‬

‭3.76.010: TRANSIENT ROOM TAX AND REGULATION OF TAX‬
‭A transient room tax for Cache County, Utah, is established and adopted and levied in an amount‬
‭of four and‬‭one-fourth‬‭one-half‬‭percent percent (4.‬‭2‬‭5‬‭0‬‭%)‬‭of the rent for every occupancy of a‬
‭suite or rooms by all persons, companies, corporations or other like, similar persons, groups or‬
‭organizations doing business as motor courts, motels, hotels, inns and similar accommodations.‬
‭All such motor courts, motels, hotels, inns or the like located within the confines of Cache‬
‭County, Utah, including all municipalities therein, are subject to this tax.‬

‭3.76.030: RESERVE FUND AUTHORIZED; USE OF COLLECTED FUNDS‬
‭The county council establishes and creates a reserve fund wherein any funds collected pursuant‬
‭to this chapter but not expended during any fiscal year, for the purposes herein set forth, shall not‬
‭revert back to the county general fund but shall be retained in the special reserve fund herein‬
‭established to be used in accordance with this chapter.‬

‭Funds collected from this tax shall be used exclusively for the purposes authorized in Utah Code‬
‭§ 17-31-2(3), including but not limited to:‬

‭E.‬ ‭Establishing and promoting tourism, recreation, film production, and conventions;‬
‭F.‬ ‭Acquiring, constructing, or maintaining tourism- or recreation-related facilities and‬

‭infrastructure;‬
‭G.‬ ‭Mitigating impacts of recreation, tourism, and conventions through support for‬

‭emergency services, law enforcement, road repair, and solid waste management;‬
‭H.‬ ‭Making payments for bonds issued for such purposes.‬

‭The portion of the tax authorized under § 59-12-301(1)(a)(ii) and enacted by this ordinance shall‬
‭remain with the county and is not subject to the expenditure limitations or required distributions‬
‭set forth in Utah Code § 59-28-103.‬
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