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T H E  R E D E V E L O P M E N T  A G E N C Y  
O F  M U R R A Y  C I T Y 

  

 

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Board of Directors of the Redevelopment Agency of Murray City, 
Utah will hold a regular meeting at 3:00 p.m., Tuesday, September 21, 2021, in the Murray City Council 
Chambers at 5025 South State Street, Murray, Utah.   
 
Public Comments can be made in person during the meeting or may be submitted by sending an email 
(including your name and address) to: rda@murray.utah.gov  All comments are limited to 3 minutes or less 
and email comments will be read into the meeting record.  
 

 
RDA MEETING AGENDA 

3:00 p.m., Tuesday, September 21, 2021 

1. Approval of July 20, 2021 RDA meeting minutes 

2. Citizen comments (see above for instructions) 
 

3. Presentation and Discussion of public comments received for the proposed 48th & State 
Street project (Presenters: Melinda Greenwood and Jill Sherman, Edlen & Company) 
 

4. Project updates (Presenter: Melinda Greenwood) 

 
Special accommodations for the hearing or visually impaired will be upon a request to the office of the Murray 
City Recorder (801-264-2660). We would appreciate notification two working days prior to the meeting. TTY is 
Relay Utah at #711.    
 
On September 10, 2021, a copy of the foregoing Notice of Meeting was posted in accordance with Section 52-
4-202 (3). 
 
 

                                                                
Melinda Greenwood 
RDA Deputy Executive Director   
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T H E  R E D E V E L O P M E N T  A G E N C Y  
O F  M U R R A Y  C I T Y 

  

 

TO:   RDA Board 

THROUGH:   Mayor Blair Camp, RDA Executive Director 

FROM:   Melinda Greenwood, RDA Deputy Executive Director 

MEETING DATE:  September 21, 2021 

RE: Agenda Item #3: Presentation and discussion of public comments received for the 
proposed 48th & State Street project 

 
On August 25th, the RDA hosted a project open house at the Senior Center regarding the proposed 
project at 48th & State Street. Representatives from Edlen & Company and GBS Architects were there to 
answer questions, as well as staff from Planning & Zoning, Public Works, Engineering, and the RDA.  
 
The project open house was advertised through: 

1. The Mayor’s monthly newsletter sent on August 11, 2021 
2. A personal invitation letter from Mayor Camp to Murray City: 

a. Arts Advisory Board 
b. History Advisory Board 
c. MCCD Design Review Committee 
d. Planning Commission 

3. A postcard mailing to 282 property owners or affected entities within a 300’ radius of the MCCD 
zone boundaries  

4. The City’s social media outlets 
 

There were 137 attendees who signed into the open house that evening, and 43 written comments were 
submitted by the end of the evening. Staff created a webpage (https://murray.utah.gov/1912/48th-State-
Project-Proposal) and posted all the project information, including project boards, studies, the RFP, RFP 
response and other materials for the public to view. We also created an online form so individuals could 
submit comments easily after the open house had ended. We will continue to accept comments through 
Friday, September 17, 2021.  
 
By Monday, September 13, 2021, 131 responses had been received thorough our on-line forum. Those 
comments are attached to this memo as well as the 43 written comments from the open house, for a 
total of 174 comments. Staff have attempted to categorize the most repetitive topics contained in all the 
comments. After reading comments, staff created the following recurring topic categories:  
 

• Historic preservation 
• Infrastructure 
• Building design 
• High density 
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• Traffic 
• Rentals 
• Parking 
• Small town 
• New development 
• Green/walkable space 
• Retail 
• Townsend home 
• Current commercial tenant 
• Current residential tenant 

 
Each comment received a checkmark in the corresponding column when the topic was mentioned. Many 
comments touched on multiple topics, so they received several checkmarks while other comments may 
not have received any checkmarks. Staff did not attempt to classify a comment as in support of or in 
opposition to the proposed development and only attempted to distill commonalities between all the 
comments.  
 
All the comments which were submitted with an address have been mapped, as many comments received 
did not come from Murray City residents. 
 
Please note that for ease of the RDA Board to read the written comments, staff have typed the written 
comments submitted at the open house into the same format as online comments. To ensure the 
integrity of the comments has not been undermined by converting them to typed comments, we have 
also included scanned copies of all written comments.   
 
Staff will compile all comments received from September 14-17th and send out an addendum to this 
packet prior to the RDA meeting next week. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments:  

1. August 11, 2021, sample invitation letter from Mayor Camp  
2. August 25, 2021 mailing labels for 48th & State Street project open house 
3. August 25, 2021 RDA Open House Sign in Sheets 
4. August 25, 2021 Project Board Displays 
5. Map of 48th & State Street Project Comments 
6. Public Comments received for the 48th & State Street project 
7. Scanned written comments from August 25, 2021 open house  



August 11, 2021 

Murray City Arts Advisory Board 

Murray, UT 84107 

Dear Arts Advisory Board Member, 

The Redevelopment Agency of Murray is hosting a public open house with developer Edlen & 
Co. to present and discuss a proposal for a mixed use development project on the southwest 
corner of 4800 S. State St.  

I am reaching out to you with a personal invitation to attend the open house and learn more 
about the proposed project. This is a great opportunity to ask questions about the proposal. I 
believe the best way to evaluate the proposed development is to see the renderings and have a 
conversation with the developer and city staff. I encourage you to make comments at the open 
house or submit them in writing afterwards. I hope you are able to attend. 

Enclosed is additional information about the open house from Edlen & Co. I really hope to see 
you on Wednesday, Aug. 25 between the hours of 6-8 p.m. at the Murray Senior Recreation 
Center, 10 E. 6150 S. Your input is important to us.   

Sincerely, 

D. Blair Camp
Murray City Mayor

P.S. 
If you are unable to attend the open house, the Redevelopment Agency will make the materials 
available on the Murray City website beginning Thursday, Aug. 26 through Friday, Sept. 17. 
Please take a few minutes to look over the proposal and send your comments via email to 
rda@murray.utah.gov. 



EDLEN OPEN HOUSE 
8/25/21 
Project area + 300’ + affected entities 
= 282 total  

Addresses redacted for privacy 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 













MU R Y I Y R DEV LO MENT GE CY  +  DL N & CO | ECH SE M K IS   URR Y C TY  UT          5 AUG ST 021GBD RCH EC S I COR OR TED

PROJECT TIMELINE
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP) OPENED: 									          			   APRIL 6, 2020 

RFP CLOSED: 																						                       						      JULY 10, 2020
	  - 5 VALID PROPOSALS RECEIVED

REVIEW COMMITTEE SELECTS 2 F NALISTS: 									         			   AUGUST 2020

REVIEW COMMITTEE INTERVIEWED F NALISTS: 							       			   SEPTEMBER 17, 2020

RDA BOARD APPROVED EXCLUSIVE NEGOT ATION AGREEMENT: 		 NOVEMBER 17, 2020 

PROJECT DESIGN AND REV EW: 													              	  				    DECEMBER 2020 – JULY 2021

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE: 																		                  			   AUGUST 25, 2021

RDA BOARD REV EW OF PROJECT AGREEMENTS: 						         	 		  FALL 2021

RDA (TENTATIVE) APPROVAL OF AGREEMENTS: 										          FALL 2021

PROJECT CONSTRUCTION BEGINS: 																	                SUMMER 2022

PROJECT COMPLET ON: 																							                      SUMMER 2024









MU R Y I Y R DEV LO MENT GE CY  +  DL N & CO | ECH SE M K IS   URR Y C TY  UT          5 AUG ST 021GBD RCH EC S I COR OR TED

PROJECT BENEFITS
PROJECT BENEFITS
PROPERTY TAX REVENUES TO RDA  							      $1400 000 (2022 2034)

ANNUAL PROPERTY TAX REVENUES (star ing 2035 after RDA expires)
•	 Mu ray C ty School D str ct  								       $ 327000
•	 Mu ray C ty  															              $  1 5 000
•	 Salt Lake County  												            $ 	 79 000
•	 Central Utah Wa er Conservancy Dist ict  		 $   16 000
•	 Mosqu to Abatement D str ct  							      $        700

ANNUAL SALES TAX  													             $ 120 000

OBS
•	One time construct on wages  					        $ 27100 000  
•	Retail  restaurant jobs  									                    65 jobs
•	On si e property management  						                   6 fu l t me obs

MUNICIPAL ENERGY TAX REVENUES  						      $  23 000

CLASS C ROAD FUND REVENUES  							       $   19 000

SUSTAINABLE (LEED Gold Ce ti icat on (TARGET GOAL))

NEW / UNIQUE LIVABIL TY OPT ONS TO MURRAY 

V BRANT AND ACTIVE DOWNTOWN

NEW 8 500 SF OF PUBLIC OPEN SPACE 

X S I G ( H WN I H U U E C Y A L) 

RO OS D P O ECT









MU R Y I Y R DEV LO MENT GE CY  +  DL N & CO | ECH SE M K IS   URR Y C TY  UT          5 AUG ST 021GBD RCH EC S I COR OR TED

CONCEPTUAL RENDERING NORTHEAST CORNER  4800 SOU H / TATE TREET ]



MU R Y I Y R DEV LO MENT GE CY  +  DL N & CO | ECH SE M K IS   URR Y C TY  UT          5 AUG ST 021GBD RCH EC S I COR OR TED

CONCEPTUAL RENDERING SOUTHEA T CORNER  5 H AVENUE / STATE STREET]



MU R Y I Y R DEV LO MENT GE CY  +  DL N & CO | ECH SE M K IS   URR Y C TY  UT          5 AUG ST 021GBD RCH EC S I COR OR TED

CONCEPTUAL RENDERING ALONG STATE STREET]











Name Please Provide Your Comments Historical 
Preservation Infrastructure Building 

Design
High-

Density Traffic Rentals Parking Small Town New 
Development

Green/ 
Walkable 

Space
Retail Townsend 

Home

Current 
Commerical 

Tennant

Current 
Residential 

Tennant

Ken Rose

1) Initially developers said city would not need to pay anything - now asking for 6 million 2) Continuing a disturbing trend in valley of high density rental 
properties. 3) Traffic going east & west on 4800 S. would be a nightmare - already busy We would like it to look more like it has in the past - more historic

 

Natalie Gochnour

I support this development as an important investment in the future of Murray. I would encourage developers to add 1-2 additional historical elements to 
the design to demonstrate their commitment to the past the many residents who desire more "historical character" in the development. Perhaps the 
developers should also consider a "historical endowment" to help resource the preservation of the remaining "history" in this important area of Murray 
such as the Murray Theater. Sit down with the opposition, listen, and find common ground. Thanks for investing in our city! Natalie Gochnour  

Blake Jessop
This area has been underdeveloped for way to long. The buildings are long past their economic life. A new development is needed. The cost of land 
along State Street requires a more substantial development to make it financially feas ble.   

Monica Giles
Let's get going on a nice project! I would LOVE a small grocery store. No taller than what is proposed. As much green space as we can afford. Trees, 
benches, planters. No low income. 

Kristin Breding
I think more housing is great for our citizen's. I think we need to be strategic about our placement of high density housing. Preserving our historic 
landmarks are important. Over all I think more housing is great and I want it to be placed in areas best for our community.   

Russell Dow

I am excited for he development - we have been waiting too long and I am tired of looking at a degraded city when Murray could be so special. I would 
love and be proud of something similar to what Holliday and Sugarhouse have done. I (illegible) charm, and I would support a historical look and be 
willing to keep some structures that contributed to that charm if economically feas ble. I want amenities like restaurants and grocery stores that I can walk 
to. I have lived in Murray and owned property in Murray for 30 years. I have lived in Murray for almost my entire life. My grandfather worked in Murray in 
the 30's & 40's and I enjoyed hearing his stories about the old city but that charm is gone. I am embarrassed that we have not done more to keep it nice 
and that it is taking so long. I have been hearing about ideas for redevelopment for too long and I will support any city leader that leads us down the path 
Murray beautiful again in the very near future. Please make this happen. Murray is uniquely positioned to be the gem of Salt Lake County. Thank you,      

Annie Dow

Excited for redevelopment! It has been a long time coming. We have lived in Murray for nearly 30 years and have been waiting for this for years. Things I 
would like to see: more nod to the historical charm of downtown Murray on the exterior of new buildings (even if just facade). Please build something 
special enough that we won't want to tear it down in 75 years. Please have the buildings reflect the style and scale of downtown Murray (basically a small 
town in a big city - not a big city). - Would love to see a neighborhood grocery store like a small Harmons (like they have in Holladay) and other walkable 
restaurants of quality. - If we want this area to be something wa kable & welcoming it needs to be designed that way. - Please do not preserve what is 
there (old bldgs.) that is a time & $ waster. Just build something with quality and charm that will make our city center special & reflect the charm & history     

Cheryl Milgrom
Please do not build another stack & pack apartment "modern" structure in Murray preserve the historic downtown

 

Tiffany Daines
Please don't ruin the small town feeling of murray by erecting a huge complex



Donnetta Mitchell

1. Concern about increased traffic on 4800 So. - extending east and further creating traffic congestion at 4800 So. & Atwood Blvd.. What is being done to 
address this? 2. I am concerned that this development will diminish the quality of life for citizens. 3. Not a fan of "Density"! Creates traffic & other public 
safety issues. 4800 So. east of State is already a problem with traffic, what is the plan to address this?  

Matt Schneider
1 - Why rentals? More rental properties only benefit the owners not average people. 2 - Are there any infrastructure plans for traffic or our water supply? 3 
- Six stories is too tall. Murray's supposed to have the small town feel. 4 - The design is TERRIBLE and looks nothing like the historic downtown.   

Heydon Kaddas

No plan for an already congested traffic area - No plan for additional burden on water. We are a well (illeg ble) city. You have to account for strain on our 
aquefir. - 65 retail jobs and restaurant jobs when those industries are already unable to fill positions? - The outside design is hideous and does not fit with 
the historical area. - Why is everything to rent and not to own? - Nothing else in the area is even close to 6 stories. 4 would be much better with existing    

Steve Brown

Although the proposal looks nice I fear this will be another fireclay development. It is going to be a drain on our already stretched resources. From recent 
planning and finance meetings I've attended I know crime will further increase requiring ANOTHER full time police officer to be hired as well as more 
firefighters to handle emergency calls. I reject this proposal because it will further strain our resources. The increased tax revenue will not outweigh the 
increased expenses put on the city. How much more taxes shall I have to pay? I lived in murray my whole life, very disappointed in all the multifamily 
buildings. Don't forget, more condensed population equal higher crime rates! 

Helen Lai

The current design is not acceptable. It does not blend in with the historic nature of State Street and the historic district of Murray. It needs to be 
redesigned. Please reject the developer's design. I personally like an Art Deco look. The new redesign should look old-school. with palladian windows. 
Please consult with Historic Murray First Foundation. (801-503-7646) The new buildings should have some throw-back design to honor the old Carnagie   

David W. Eckhoff

There is at least one, and perhaps two, historic homes on the western side of the proposed development that do not appear to be protected. This is 
almost criminal! I have lived/been in several major US cities where redevelopment has gone to great lengths to preserve and highlight historically 
significant structures. It's really not that difficult. Think about & do it! 

Daniel W. Prorok

I'm sorry, if you build this, then Murray has lost a great opportunity! We don't need more apartments with little retail space. The city needs to renovate 
with old/and new. Make the area truly "wa kable" not extra room on the sidewalk. We have the nest mall in the city, and we are not utilizing its location. 
Build a World Class theatre w/ under ground parking, and above add a ciemama (?) like Holiday. Add the theatre. The Dining Destinations will come! The 
Peaple Will Come! Why outside developers? Why is there so many people submitting suggestion but they are not citizens of Murray. Affordable Housing 
does not bring in money to a community! Let the citizens vote not the City Council!  

O.M. Robinson

I have serious concerns about the effect this proposed project would have on local residential street parking - ie will the parking be adequate, safe and 
convenient to use for new tenants, businesses. - I have serious worries that the size, style + placement of this project will not work well/fit with the current 
area - historically and w/ traffic + infrastructure limitation: a change in scale, location and possibly style would address my concerns.     

K. Shupe
Too modern and flat for a historic segment of Murray City (location); needs a more retro feel - Needs more green on the strip by state street - less 
monolithic - I do enjoy the garden on top of the building  

Martha Fitzgerald

Murray City has always had a friendly feel to it. I've lived in murray area for 58 years fabulous years! The old murray park with the county fair every year 
to meet new and visit with old friends and neighbors. This highrise is NOT the murray city center we want to see. How about a friendly walking murray 
with theater and great restaurants Something to attract people here for the culture intertainment restaurants ect - ect. more of a walking community l ke 
they have in holiday. plenty of parking for people to come in and enjoy the community spend their money and go home. I don't want to see the traffic this    

Eve Mary Verde

I have lived in Murray for nearly 40 years. I have chosen to live in this area because I enjoy the quaintness and historic look that Murray has always had. 
I live on 4800 S. & this proposal of high-rise apts. Will make it nearly impossible to get out of our PUD. Traffic is already horrendous, and this proposal 
will magnify the problem significantly. I want the Murray City officials to protect the integrity of historical Murray and preserve our historic downtown area. 
Please follow the example of Holladay & make this build out something we can all be proud of. Don't make the mistake that Sugarhouse made & ruin our 
wonderful city by building hundreds of apartments that will do nothing but add to the traffic congestion and water problems. Please add me to you email 
list and notify me of future zoning & planning meetings. Thank you for your consideration. Eve Mary Verde    
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Josh Jones
This project destroys culture and hurts us by not preserving community focused centers and not protecting and promoting small businesses. We don’t 
need more housing. Government should not exist just to make itself bigger. 

Eliot Setzer Either save the (2 - and/or 3 - story) historic buildings, or build at least 12 stories to compensate for them. 

Ronald Dunn

"Modern" looks like something I could see anywhere that a new development has been built. Nothing distinctive. The infrastructure isn't being enlarged. 
Traffic will become worse schools & parks, for example, the Murray rec. center are not being enlarged. Murray's livability is being sacraficed for a few tax 
$. In this case, I am afraid that benefits are much less than the costs (& not strictly in $ terms). I have lived in my house in Murray for 35 years. A number 
of my neighbors have decided Murray  no longer is the place to live. They have moved to South Jordan, Harriman, Draper, etc. (more desireable 
suburbs, apparently) Sad but that is not the reality that the Planning Dept. looks at, prefering to be pro-development to an extreme.   

Kristine Dunn

Our downtown will look l ke every other area where new construction goes it. It is stack and pack and zoning is changed to meet what the builder wants to 
do. Money talks always Not impressed. I think the old buildings need to come down, not worth trying to save. But big 4 story boxes is not a creative 
alternative.  

Drew Van Dyke

Obviously I'm biased being a current resident in the historic 100 year old Harker building, but it does sadden me that no considerations have been made 
for our structure or its residents. I've been told that the RDA would "make arrangements" for existing tenants, but the truth is, you are uprooting Murray 
City residents & forcing them to leave. Knowing the demographic personally, I can verify that this decision will force most of us to leave the city, incapable 
of affording rent within Murray city limits. This decisions a blatant statement that we are of no value to Murray. You are choosing to support a Portland 
based group of developers who live 700 miles from the project site & the future tenants of this unaffordable bldg over the people who live there now. 
Money talks, as it always has. The prospect of money has always overshadowed the value of human lives, especially demographics who often need 
support the most. I'm not hopeful that anything I've written will make a difference - but- hopefully you can own up to the consequences of this decision  

Michael Jensen
Project looks good!



Bill Wright

I like the concept of providing retail shops at the bottom and apartments (or preferably condos) above. We need a grocery store in the project (especially 
for all the tenants moving in.) The brick construction is very impressive. I'm concerned about the available parking space. I own space directly south of 
the project and I'm afraid people will park in my lot so my patrons will need to find some available space   

Susan Wright

I like the design IT complements THE Buildings ON the EAST SIDE of STATE. I Don't like the idea of more Apartments AND more CARS in the area. We 
own parking lots JUST SOUTH of the PROJECT AND IM concerned ABOUT tenants using my parking. THE Grocery STORE is A good idea, more 
greenspace would be nice IT'S definitely AN improvement BUT CONDOMINIUMS would be A Better fit for the neighborhood. ownership is ALWAYS      

Bob Beavdoin Good concept that will fit the area. Concern about 48ths interection & the traffic. MOVE FORWARD  

Janice Blanchard

I'm disappointed to see the area so conjested. Murray has always been so pleasant, it seems to me this plan looks l ke a big downtown low cost 
apartment block that will attract all kinds of people that will make this property l ke a slum area - not the place people will be proud to live in and love to 
claim mas the city peaceful city we now love to call Murray. I do not care for this plan 

Bobbi Henry

There is insufficient infrastructure for traffic. If there was a traffic study it was done in the middle of the night. Currently a peak hours it takes 2 turns of the 
light to get in to state st. from Vine or 4800 So. I own 3 houses in this area besides the duress to city services. I can see no benefit for the residents. No 
one has listed the benefits for murray Residents, only benefits for the developers. 

Rebecca Santa Cruz

Block 1: the title says it all. Forty-eighth and state street is the center of downtown Murray and should reflect that in whatever project is built there. It 
should be a gathering hub for the community that will promote vibrant businesses - restaurants, shops, and specialty stores that will grow up around it. 
We are lucky to still have an identifiable main street in Murray that doesn't look l ke every other street in the suburbs south of Salt Lake. It would be a 
mistake to lose that unique identity. With a little vision, it could attract new businesses and make murray an even greater place to live than it is now. "The 
Main Street Project" would be a prefect fit for redeveloping the space. An apartment building will not serve as a gathering place for people in the 
community. It takes a public, city owned space and coverts it into what is essentially a private property. The nature of the building's small apartments 
builds in a transitory population, that will move on as soon as they get tired of a one room apartment that looks out on a parking lot. Murray is a special 
place - lets keep it that way. Let's make Block 1 the hub of a new vibrant city center. Let's remind the Murrayites that they are leaves that are a part of the    

DeLynn Barney

As a long time resident of (50+ yrs) Murray I am discusted with the whole sale distruction of the truly historic style/nature of downtown murray city under 
the guise of development. One parking stall/unit - I forsee overflow parking onto city hall parking and streets. This proposed structure is flat with little 
style/structural appeal (in fitting) seven stories taller that other near by structures. *Can anything be done abt cars parking for club 48th and other bars 
that 4800s especially those on the southeast corner of 48th and box elder. Between the corner and the drive way for sterling const. With vehicles there it 
is hazardous to see to the right/east at that inter section. This highlights the parking problem at Fire Clay, at appartments in Vine and commerace infront 
of empty businesses. How could a business hope to do busines when it is difficult to find parking in front of and around these appartments. - just say no-  

Dick Sundberg
Leave it Historical - There is already to much crammed living (Fireclay) and thos place around the hospital


Darlene & Dan MorganIt looks a lot l ke "FireFox) too much too crowded. Please Let's do charming- more of community gathering spot 

Craig Ames
Shame on you for not using Utah architect & only 2 Utah consultants

Jack VanKlaveren
* L ke to be notified of public hearing meetings * Traffic concerns on 4800 South & Vine * Open public spaces * Retail parking

 

Judy VanKlaveren
I would like to see Murray developed like Holladay - I understand there needs to be growth but we don't need apartments. Build some high-end condos 
like Holladay (low profile) Retail businesses on the bottom - I so worry about traffic problems    

Thelma Simmons Benf
(illegible) live on 4800 So. I am not in favor of having more traffic on this street I would like you to preserve the old historic Murray. I was born here 99 
years ago and moved back 16 years ago  

Brenda Pierce
The RDA money should go to Utah contractors, etc  the traffic will be a nightmare  trax Station should be closer



Elizabeth Girard

I understand Murray's desire & the benefit of redevelopment and tax-increment financing but I don't believe the proposal allows Murray to retain its 
historic character. I saw what happened in SLC with TOD and housing density and it has made many of the historic neighborhoods - which were unique, 
provided affordable housing, and had the potential to become great amenities - reinforcing a sense of place - become corridors that are Anywhere, 
U.S.A. Surely Murray can learn from these errors. I hope that if the RDA can find a developer who can provide something that saves more than the 
Calhoun Mansion and weaves together the old with the new Murray will remain the distinctive community that it is now. I may not be a Murray resident but 
My name & Address are not important! I don't want emails from Edlen nor the City. 1.61 parking spaces per unit. Not enough - those include, I assume, 
parking for Retail, etc. not enough (looks At FireClay) No Architectural interest in the Buildings. How do they relate to Murray? They don't. Just more 
Architecture from Portland changed to placate Murray. There are some good ideas but no common theme. Absolutely nothing says 'murray' to me. No 
central gathering place!! Crowded State Street. Who would want to go there? not I.  
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Susan Sprouse It's too big. Ruins the murray culture heritage. Too modern for our city.  

Tyler 

It appears that Edlen has invested a significant amount of resources to ensure that the property will be an amenity to the area. Both in terms of the living 
options the development will provide to its direct residents, and the every day amenities that will be available to the local neighborhoods. The energy 
efficiency of the design seems to be an overlooked aspect of the development that will be a benefit not only to the residents, customers, and citizens of 
Murray but to the entire world! 

The project looks great Edlen and team! We are excited to see it come out of the ground! 

Margaret Horton 
I wish there were more walkable areas with more landscaping and have it look more like the Holladay downtown. Historic replication development. It 
doesn't look inviting for people to walk around, shop, enjoy outdoor concerts, and maybe have 2 levels of living on the top of the historic replication, not 5 
floors!! Parking seems like it would be inconvenient when visiting the mixed use development. It would spill out onto the surrounding neighborhoods. 

  

Rich Brown I think the project is beautiful and will tie in well with Murray City. It looks well designed, I will feel safe walking in that neighborhood. I'm also excited for 
the diversity with shopping and retail stores. I think this project will benefit the all in the community.  

Kacey Murphy

This type of development is exactly what Murray needs to push for. Adding housing to a stressed market and commercial ground floor to a dilapidated 
"downtown"  area seems l ke a win-win for the city, residents, and businesses. It is replacing a surface parking lot and two buildings that are not viable for 
what the future of the area needs. I believe the design could definitely be less bland. Part of the reason for the push back is purely do to the fact that old 
school buildings were more ornate and pleasing to look at, so I do feel like better design elects could be used to enhance this development. I wanna stay 
again, I really believe this is the type of development Murray should be pushing for in this area. Thank you

 

Emma Koepsell This is exciting! Based on the information provided, I'd like to put a vote towards a more historic look and feel for this new development. Thank you for 
the opportunity to give feedback!  

Lauren Gibbs
When I walked over and looked at the old pictures of Historic downtown Murray I saw buildings with commercial on the bottom and residential on top.  For 
their day they would have been high rise buildings. When you look at the purposed plan it is for the same thing but with modern construction. It will be 
replacing old worn down unsafe buildings that right now have limited use. You have a builder that will do it, I say build it.  

Ruthann Gibbs As a lifelong resident of Murray, I have fond memories of downtown Murray. It's time to make new memories with up-to-date, safe structures that will 
revitalize the area.  As it currently stands, it's not an area that I frequent. Build it. 

Emily Fischio I need time to compile my thoughts but I am 100% opposed to the proposed plans for this project. My parents have been a part of this community for 50+ 
years and live directly east of this. It makes them and my 5 others siblings that also live in Murray sick to our stomachs. 

Kirsten Bahr

After reading through all the reports and documents associated with this project I believe that this proposal need a complete overhaul. The building is 
pretty ugly and does not fit in with historic downtown Murray City. It's way too tall for the area, I think for a location l ke this with one story single family 
homes within sight of this building it will degrade the homes in the area. We can do better than this. Do we want this to be Murray City downtown to just 
another downtown Salt Lake City or Sugarhouse. If you chose Salt Lake City or Sugarhouse you are in the wrong city. We should look to our Holladay 
neighbors for some inspiration. They have the downtown businesses, the community, the good looking downtown....with no eye sores.   

With this project, there is also not enough parking spaces for the units. As someone who has lived in apartments before and visit people who live in them 
now it is very frustrating to come home to no parking or to visit family only to have to wa k a mile to get to the apartment. If we want a nice and inviting 
place to live we shouldn't have to fight for parking, not to mention there needs to be more than one parking space per unit. I have been to too many 
buildings now day that only have 1 space per unit, there are cars parked down the road, on both sides, and creates a safety hazard for everyone. And 
with all the cars being broken into lately wouldn't it be better to provide a safe place to leave your vehicle without the fear of someone breaking into it all 
the time. 

The traffic analysis isn't large enough for what is going to happen. There are large neighborhoods right next to these apartments that will suffer from the 
extra traffic brought on by high density living and more commercial spaces. The kids in my neighborhood already can not play in the front yard due to 
people driving like it's a non-residential street. No parent should have to worry about their child like that and no child should never get the experience of 
playing night games or hockey in front of their house. I have also come home to road rage drivers driving 2-3 times the speed limit in my neighborhood!! 
We can't have more traffic on these road without changing the rules on how we can regulate it. Our residential roads are not shortcuts. 

And with 262 units how is the city infrastructure supposed to support it?  I realize the state of Utah is br bing cities to put up more high density housing, 
but do we actually have the resources to handle it? As a city that wants to cut back on water usage we sure are adding more and more water usage to 
the system. Murray city has already seen an uptick in crime, if we don't do this right we will see more and more crime. How is the small town Murray City 
Police Department going to handle it? Do they have the manpower? I sure don't want to see more crime than there already is, if anything I would like to 
see less!!

Completely overhaul this proposal....this whole project. It doesn't follow the key points of the proposal that went out and it doesn't have the spirit of this 
city. We need to do it right or not at all.

   

Casey Phillip After being informed about how the city and the committees are going to help us with housing, I actually think this proposal will bring a lot of good for 
Murray. 


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Angela Hruza

I would l ke to submit my comments for this atrocious ugly building that you're trying to burden us with on 48th and state. This is a travesty to the city of 
Murray. This is one of the most prime real estate lots in the state and you want to rush into this half baked development and destroy this beautiful 
bedroom community with  ugly  250+ unit apartments. This will increase crime, traffic, utilities, burden on the schools, police and fire department. The tiny 
apartments will not attract responsible citizens nor are they large enough for families. Why on earth would you ever do that? I  worked and saved to be 
able to move into a beautiful, clean, safe bedroom community -  Murray, Utah. 

The master plan calls for a preserved historic downtown, walking spaces, retail spaces, a place we would want to spend time with our children and our 
families. I am completely against ANY subsidy or tax deferral for these greedy developers. Developers will come and go. Developers will build what we 
the citizens decide, not the other way around. 

Holladay city has a beautiful, vibrant,  booming downtown, utilizing multiple use condos and retail space that feeds the tax base. This will be a drain on 
Murray, City. This will NOT attract business. This will NOT  attract families. This will NOT generate tax income for the city of Murray. Yes this will take 
hard work and time to get it right. But Murray is worth it. Please stop this from happening!  

Ashley Chlepas I am against this plan for 4800 S State. We need more small businesses than we do high rises or housing. Keep the original charm of our city


Amber
This also increases the cost of living while not raising the job market by even a 10th of a percent. The job income projected could. It even efforts to live in 
the apartments in the area now. With an increase in living cost due to renovations and increase in property tax this renovation does nothing for the 
Murray people. The ones that need it and the ones that make this city great. 

Lanae Lewis

I'm not opposed to high density housing as long as it's done right and in the right location. I don't feel l ke the proposed area is right for the number of 
rental spaces being offered. I want downtown Murray to keep it's small town, historic charm and feel. I'd love to see more open space with restaurants 
and areas to invite people, not keep them away because of parking and over crowding. The renditions of the proposal are beautiful but not small town 
and historic feel by any means. I also worry about the infrastructure needed to support a developmemt that size in that location. I see something like this 
project in the empty space where Shopko used to be off state street and around 5900 s. Again, I'm not opposed to high density, but I am opposed to high 
density defining what down town Murray has to offer. We can do better and offer more for the future.

   

Andrew Valdez I'm against this proposal would l ke the city to keep its original charm thx guys 


Peter Hruza

Please stop this disaster from happening.  This development will be a drain on our city. It will burden our schools, our police  department,  our fire 
department,  water, sewer and utilities. The list can go on. This will produce very little revenue. This is prime real estate that the citizens of Murray should 
enjoy. Let us stick to the master plan and create a downtown with open space, wa king paths,  historic feel,  retail shops, restaurants where families will 
want to gather. This kind of plan worked great for the city of Holiday, Helper,  Brigham City and other cities.  It will work even better for Murray because of 
our central location. I know this will take extra work, but it's well worth it to have a beautiful place where families will want to come and spend their money 
and time. Keep our bedroom community safe, clean and beautiful!   

Ben Lai The current design does not match the historic nature of Sate Street and the historic residential neighborhood of Murray. It needs to be redesigned 
completely. 

Drew Van Dyke

While I appreciate the opportunity to submit feedback, this is likely a futile courtesy provided to Murray city residents to give the false impression that we 
have any say in the outcome. 

Having just left the Murray City Senior Center where the meeting was conducted, I feel confident that every RDA member I spoke with is in full support of 
demolition - they simply haven't voted yet. The decision-making process for these types of proposals appear collective and inclusive, but seldom are. 

I have already submitted a handwritten feedback form outlining my disappointment in Murray city's willingness to displace current residents, knowing that 
none of them can afford to stay. I mention it again because very few people care enough to say anything at all. The affluent attendees I sat amongst were 
more concerned about a "high-end Harmons"   and "cute shops and boutiques" than they were the human lives impacted by demolition. Although Edlen & 
Co. claims to develop "affordable housing,"  they clearly misunderstand the term. The new units would be comparable to the exorbitant housing prices 
downtown, forcing current tenants to leave the area entirely.

Aside from Murray's obvious disinterest in supporting current residents, the city appears equally disinterested in preserving aesthetic. The new structure 
is a monotonous mixed-use monstrosity like every other building currently being constructed in the Salt Lake Valley. The primary difference is in the 
decided developers. Salt Lake opts to support local development agencies, while Murray opts for Oregon-based ones. 

Regarding the proposal design, there is nothing that sets it apart. There is also nothing that compliments the existing historic buildings surrounding it. The 
massive size of the new structure would offset the entire block, causing State Street to lose it's current charm and quaintness. Nothing about the proposal 
reflects the architecture or scale of the remaining east side. But, given Murray's excitement for eradicating history and individuals living below a certain 
income - I'd imagine it's only a matter of time before those buildings are demolished also. ;)

 

Nancy Buist 
As a lifelong resident of Murray,  it saddens and sickens me to see buildings and businesses be torn down, and the lot either ends up an empty lot with 
weeds or another high rise or apartments.  If they're going to update downtown Murray,  at least make look somewhat like it used to, instead of an office 
complex!!  
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Jenelle Elizabeth Kling

It's nice to see a plan that would start next summer and be done in two years. That said, it feels l ke it rips every last piece of Murray history away, except 
the Murray Mansion. Is that really necessary? Is there any way to keep some of the historic downtown facade? I'm thinking about Provo City downtown. 
The buildings needed updating but look fantastic now. Also, the green space in front of the city hall is fabulous, but could we add cafes and Retail? 
(Especially supporting LOCAL BUSINESSES, not just chains). That would be great in my opinion. Another consideration is parking. It seems like there's 
barely enough for the residents. Where would people park that would come from State Street traffic? I would also suggest signs from State Street with the 
arrows pointing to different attractions. Hardly anybody even knows that the Murray Mansion is there now, it seems like, including Murray residents. 
Another consideration is pedestrian traffic. Is there any way a skybridge can connect East and West sides of State Street? Is there any room for multi-
story parking on the east side of State Street? My last comment is about the type of residential property being offered. Apartment space makes sense to 
get people there, but I would l ke to see a higher percentage of the property available to own, not just to rent. Thank you for your consideration.

    

kristine  Lavon

It would be nice to use that space to create a space were people come to eat and do activities. No more apt. please. We already have enough high 
density, traffic, and crime. Not to mention drought that won't be getting any better. Maybe a comedy club, art walk, mystery theater. skating, bowling. 
Murray museum. We have enough retail but not enough entertainment. Lets make a place were people come spend there money for the day then go 
home! O yeah, Please set a good example and only plant drought tolerant native landscaping to conserve water. No grass, except a small area for the 
dogs to stop and get some fresh water. Thanks for listening!  

Charles Turner Are they all rental  apartments? Will there any owner apartment s?


Brian Jenson

Point #1: I'm 100% in favor with replacing the old dilapidated buildings along State and 4800 S, but there is nothing about the design of this project that 
conveys a uniqueness or home-town feel that I would expect to see in the largest development of our city. The "modern"  design of these buildings makes 
me feel like I'm downtown Salt Lake... and I don't want to feel like I'm in downtown Salt Lake. I am certainly not a "preservationist" , but I really love the 
flyer they handed out tonight because the design of Holladay's city center has the exact feel we should be looking for in downtown Murray. The design of 
the 48th & State building looks l ke a giant colorless rubix cube. How boring. Murray can do better! I highly recommend going back to the drawing board... 
just please don't pick a design as horrible as the puke yellow Homes 2 Suites across the street or as out of place as the southern Utah sandstone Kem C 
Gardner IHC building next to the hospital. Some consistency in downtown area building designs would be appreciated by those who have to drive these 
streets every day. 

Point #2: Thank you for NOT selecting the 10 story high-rise proposal that was presented a year or two ago. Six stories is more realistic although two or 
three would be preferable. I just can't imagine all the additional traffic this development AND the new city offices are going to bring to my little corner of 
State and 4800 S. I heard that the housing density wasn't going to be as tight as previously planned so that's good news too. I'm just hopeful that this 
development will attract higher end residents because our local elementary school is already overloaded with students from low income housing. We 
need to "diversify"   into the higher end of the income spectrum. Condos would be fantastic but tonight I was advised that they are "too expensive" from a 
litigious perspective. That's unfortunate because we already have plenty of apartments in the area. Condos would help with the uniqueness of the design 
and might help attract higher end tenants. 

Point #3: Please see what you can do to land Trader Joe's as the grocery store tenant! If you do, my family will spend lots of money there!

My wife and I have lived in Murray since we bought our first home in 2008. We moved our growing family to a fantastic neighborhood near downtown 
Murray in 2016 and intended to stay here for the rest of our lives. I truly hope these comments are considered because we will have to live with whatever 
decisions are made.    

Hans
If there is a possibility of getting a Trader Joe's or something similar, that would be great. The options for more wa kability and community building areas 
were definitely more enticing than the large corporate buildings. Maybe you could push out the bars near Box Elder too and make the new area more 
family friendly. 

Michael Allen Gray

My husband and I moved to Murray from NYC in 2014 and have no vested interest in the outcome of the Redevelopment Proposal.
I do care about my neighbors and listen to their concerns for the future.
I think any future plans need to include funding to provide direct transportation from Downtown SLC to Murray City.
With preservation in mind,, we must make the Historical Buildings worth visiting.  We cannot stop progress but we can help create lifestyle that will attract 
the type of student, young couple or retiree that appreciate the historical buildings and open space that attracted Kennecott Copper Company Emplyees"¦ 
moving to Murray was always about "movin on up to the Eastside" .

I'd be happy to offer other opinions by phone or text at 404-583-5461

Compromise is key. 

Amanda Wiggins

When I moved to Murray two years ago I loved the white church off of Vine Street as well as the beautiful downtown with the old theater and the ballet 
buildings. Since then the white church has been demolished which baffles me as it is important to retain historical buildings. I was saddened that I never 
got a picture as I meant to. When I drive through Holliday I am impressed by the beauty of the older buildings and wish Murray could have the same feel. 
Downtown Salt Lake retains a bit, but they keep tearing down old buildings and the newer ones don't have the same charm.

Please keep the historical buildings within the design. It is important to remember where you come from and where you're going. I grew up fourteen years 
overseas mostly in Europe and especially loved living in towns and visiting places that had existing features from many years ago. It is a disservice to 
Murray and the citizens if it is all razed to make way for the new. 

 

Forrest Barth Why are there no ownership opportunities, only rentals? Renters don't care about the community in the long run.


Laurel Shepard

I appreciate all that Edlen has done and trust their ability to be environmentally conscious.   I would prefer that the building and area, though, look more 
historic.  Old Murray has been almost entirely eliminated and I would like to see homage paid to its look.  More brick, less glass, Old style windows 
(looking) , green space, pediments on the roof, etc.  I'm also concerned about the amount of parking being allocated per apartment.  Very few families 
only have one car.  We don't have a good mass transit system like Portland and would need more parking.  Preferably subterranean.  I am encouraged 
by having a grocery at this facility, it would bring back more of the sense of a neighborhood.  The outside esthetics need to fit the historic feel of Murray.

  
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Camille Press

Murray can do better than this. This project isn't helping the city reach its full potential. We don't need a high density apartment complex, but we need a 
beautiful, wa kable destination that attracts businesses and people to spend money at those businesses. Yes, Elden made an attempt to generally 
preserve the historic look in their plans and made the first floor of the building for commercial use, but MCCD really needs to go back to the drawing 
board with Elden. Elden can definitely build the downtown that we need, but this proposed project completely misses the mark. Is it true that this proposal 
is in a response to an RFP sent by Murray city without public input? What a wasted effort to get this far in the planning process and then having to start 
over. Public feedback needs to be collected much earlier in the process. The city needs to update its master plan. Let's do this! 

  

Stephanie Mace OPPOSED to the development 

Mary Ann Kirk

The scale of this project is way too tall for he are. Dwarfs  everything around it. Belongs further west. Let's create a sense of place that is smaller scale 
and allows for key historic buildings to coexist together. Murray's past built environment allows the community to acknowledge its past while moving 
forward. The design lacks character with little feeling that says "this is Murray."  The downtown vision needs to be revisited. Don't throw the baby out with 
he bath water. 

Tristin Arellano I'm just wondering what happens to the current tenants of this building ? I don't see anything about it in all this paperwork. What if we can't afford to move 
and have nowhere else to go? We just get booted to the street? 

Johnny Hollingshead I office directly to the west of this property. I am super excited the city has shown so much interest in the gentrification of this area. This stands to be a 
consible improvement. Great job Team Murray!! 

Mo Rogers

As a long time Murray resident I am asking our town's leadership to please not allow profit driven real estate developers to dictate the direction, layout 
and feel of our community. I am asking you to vote no on high density housing and congestion in our town square. I am asking you to be very deliberate 
in how our town expands because these are decisions that will permanently change what It means to live in our community.  
Once the developers have the cash from their project in hand, their interest in our community ends and we will have to live with the results for 
generations. 
I appreciate your consideration.
Mo Rogers 

Joseph Silverzweig

I think this is headed in the right direction! Love the sustainability. Love the density. Too much parking but I'm the only guy who thinks that. My critiques: I 
think Murray citizens want Victorian architectural features. A little money spent on high-contrast precast concrete ornament would really help people settle 
down and stop ta king about LEGO, etc. Check out Ebinger Elementary in Chicago for what I'm ta king about.

My biggest critique is wa kability. There's no invitation into the space unless you live there and no place to gather. I'd really l ke to see a few grassy 
throughways so people can wa k in and among the buildings. I bet the businesses will love being able to have patio space protected from State Street 
road noise, too.  

Lynda Brown

Murray has to grow... and that growth has to happen vertically. It has to be in more multiple family dwellings. The land proposed is not being used 
productively now and is stagnant and non profitable to the city.  As long as the plans for the housing complex are aesthetically pleasing, and as it 
contains some spaces for commerce and shopping as I believe it does.. then I think it should be approved. As long as State Street can handle the traffic 
it will create, I also see no problem. Any opposition to it based on how it looks is nullified by the huge hospital and medical complexes just down the road 
which wiped out any views of the sky long ago.    

Heather Eliaba

I would love to see the parking go underground and the current area marked for parking become a park, splash pad, or other green space for the 
community to use.  I also wish it wasn't so tall, right there on state street. The Home2 hotel on Vine and State St. is monstrous, overwhelming and just 
feels suffocating.  It ruins the view of our gorgeous mountains! Not to mention the Home2 building is hideous in design.  Can you reduce the height of this 
proposed project?  I'd also love to see a little better attempt to make the facade look and feel l ke the historical Murray downtown with charm and 
character. Have you been to Jackson Hole lately? Their town square is absolutely awesome and a huge tourist destination.  The building aren't too tall, 
but have the look and charm of a historical place in time.  It literally feels l ke you've traveled back in time, but with all the modern conveniences of today.  
Mostly, I'm concerned about how this impacts our schools.  This is just one of many high density housing projects that just keeps adding to the load on 
our schools.  Is the city considering how this impacts schools as well? Thank you!

  

Anthony Teramana

I have family that lives in Murray and I'm there frequently. If there were more townhomes and apartments I would consider living there after I graduate 
from the U, but the forced single-family zoning and NIMBYs are a HUGE downside. We should be begging for projects like these to make our community 
more v brant, walkable, and to reduce traffic. My only complaint about this project is that it has too much parking. State street is such an awful place to 
be, but I hope projects l ke this (and maybe some b ke lanes???) could change that. 
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Sage Fitch

Thank you for this opportunity to provide feedback to Mayor Camp, Murray City staff, the RDA board, the City Council and Elden & Co.  I reviewed the 
provided materials and although I am in support of redevelopment of the RDA properties located at 4800 S & State St., I am very concerned with several 
aspects of this design and development.   My overall feeling is that this doesn't feel like a civic or cultural center.  It feels like another high density 
housing development, however this one is plopped down next to a city hall, with very little community and open space.  Some of the features of the 
development I do like are the human scale retail spaces with awnings and outdoor seating, as well as the LEED building goals and solar panels.  I am 
extremely disappointed that Murray City leaders have not given Elden & Co more direction to design something that has many more historic features.  
After looking at their proposal, I can see all the beautiful designs they have done in Boise (The Gibson) and in Portland.  However, although I appreciate 
their nod to Murray's past and design, I do not feel that this design has enough historic features to create a downtown that feels like the small historic 
downtown that Murray view's itself.  This particular block is at the heart of our historic downtown.  We have lived with blight for so many years, and for 
much of that we have been asking Murray to not only acknowledge that we value historic Murray, but want new designs in this area to look historic. As a 
Murray resident and home owner in the Murray Historic Downtown Residential district for the last 15 years, I would welcome the opportunity to walk to 
additional restaurants, cafe's, and a grocery store.  I would also welcome being able to wa k to a public open space to watch concerts or other cultural 
events in the new city hall plaza.  However, I do not see that this design will realistically draw in the community for those uses to come to fruition.  9,500 
sq ft is less than 0.25 acre.  Surely that is not big enough public plaza area for a farmers market or a community concert.  The entire design makes up 
less than 0.75 acres of open space for anywhere from 250 - 500 residents, most of which is private and will not be available for the community, other than 
the new residents that reside at this location.   453 parking spaces does not seem adequate to accommodate both the private residents, city hall visitors 
and staff, along with visitors to the commercial and retail.  What about Murray theater parking or parking for grocery store?  Murray has a history of not 
getting parking right for new developments, and I am not convinced that this won't be another Fireclay parking debacle.  There has been much talk over 
the years of a public parking garage, and I am disappointed to not see that included in this design or at least addressed.   I would highly encourage the 
RDA board to vote not to approve this design.  However, I would like to see Murray city staff,  Murray Council,  and Elden & Co. continue to work towards 
an adapted design that features more public open space, more parking, less density, and historic designs that resemble Murray's historic downtown and 
will draw in the community, not just be another high density development.  We have waited this long, I don't see any reason to hurry this thru.  Let's take 
our time, get lots of public input, and get this one right.  Thank you again for this opportunity to provide feedback.  Kind Regards, Sage Fitch

     

Ali Lyddall 

I think there are many problems with this proposed development.   There is not enough parking or green space for the number of residents you are 
proposing.  Also - why not sell the units?  People would take good care of something they own.  One bedroom rentals will become trashy quickly. 

I want to know more about the grocery store.  It will not be walkable at all without this. 

I hope the city council votes against this proposal. 


Kira Moody I love it. It will be great for our community. But i'd rather see those townhomes sold, not rented. 

DeAnn Reedr

I have lived in Murray 35 years and loved the old hometown charm. It is inviting and comfortable. The new plans are not any of that. It is not open, green, 
inviting. You need to look at what cottonwood heights has done and incorporate more l ke that. High square unimaginative buildings with little green 
space is not what we need and will not make Murray stand out as a city. You better think twice in the infrastructure as whoever okayed the crap job on 
Main and 4500 south should be should be fired!  

Leigh Ann Schoenfeld I live on 4800 South I think we do not have enough infrastructure for a build like this The traffic is horrendous now at times it takes 10 minutes for me to 
get out of my driveway. I has feel that we need to preserve the history of Murray with saving what is there find some alternatives   

Tori Crowell

I have to say that nothing of this proposed development speaks to me. I have lived here my entire life and seeing Murray now compared to 25 years ago 
is crazy. I used to love that we seemed to be the only town in the valley with awesome old buildings on State Street. I used to go to Murray Theater all the 
time as a kid and it has broken my heart to see it let go. When they built the new hotel across from Day Murray I was so sad that they made the facade 
look so modern. Then tearing down the church and old library on Vine and seeing the proposed development there. Old Murray is quickly disappearing 
and there is less and less making our community stand out from our surrounding cities. So much housing is being or has been built. That small town feel 
that we used to brag about is disappearing and we are becoming just another drive by town. Over the years it seems that then city will do whatever they 
want regardless of what any of its citizens say when it comes to developing, so I really feel that my words will fall on deaf ears. I'm fine with some housing 
going in but I just don't see this current proposal bringing in people as a destination.Â  Downtown could be made new but make it with our history in mind. 
Having been to towns with awesome main streets, why can we not take pride from the past? Plan for parking. Plan for better green space. Keep us 
special. Developers don't care about the community. They get their money and are off to the next project. Please listen to the citizens on this. Don't make 
us the next Sugarhouse but also don't keep taking the history away and make us a pass thru.

   

Joshua Dietz I feel the proposed project lacks any sort of personality and is far too modern. It would be a detriment to the historical asthetic of old downtown Murray. 
I've lived in Murray for pretty much my entire life (over 30 years) and I think it's important to preserve this incred ble gem of a city. 

Shane Lovegood
I do not wish for this project to be approved for development. We first need to secure livable wages in our city and restore what is viably sturdy enough to 
update. Then we can add modernized yet still respectful and inspired by historic Murray architecture in an open, sharable network of spaces that don't 
take away from our views and landscaping. 

Sandra Winward

Although the new proposal looks pretty nice, I think Murray is not the place for that kind of architecture. Sadly, the Home2 pretty much ruined the quaint 
downtown of Murray with its lifeless and pallid architecture and colors. I would definitely like to see the downtown strip revitalized with new structures, but 
only if they are in keeping with a look similar to what I have seen in Holladay. That is much more inviting and I think something like that would definitely 
lend a new v brancy to our downtown, while retaining our old town charm.  

Sonja DeVore 
This proposed development looks l ke the buildings you see in any other city. Where is the charm and character Murray is known for?  What is it that 
would make someone want to live here rather than anywhere else? How about some REAL affordable housing that looks l ke a home? I would l ke to see 
less commercial use and more affordable housing.  NOT "luxury"   apartments but places where families can feel like they are "truly" home in Murray!

 

Spencer Townsend Please protect the Townsend home. We do not want more commercial buildings


Tiffany Bowen I'm opposed to this development project. I grew up just up the street from there and my parents still live there. Our cities need to keep as much history 
and character that we can. The last thing wr need is another huge building regardless of its purpose. 





Name Please Provide Your Comments Historical 
Preservation Infrastructure Building 

Design
High-

Density Traffic Rentals Parking Small Town New 
Development

Green/ 
Walkable 

Space
Retail Townsend 

Home

Current 
Commerical 

Tennant

Current 
Residential 

Tennant

Michael Caggiano
I do not want more apartment complexes in Murray. Murray city schools are already starting to slip in the rankings. With more complexes and no 
associated increase in property taxes, they will only continue to slide more. Also crime has continued to increase in the area. Apartment complexes only 
makes this worse. 

Keith Larson

Overall, I really appreciate the efforts to invest in Murray, especially along this section of State Street. It has long been in need of significant renewal. 
Thus, I am generally supportive of the project, even if there are a few things to be worked on.

A few items I have no concerns about:

High density - Our children need affordable places to live. I support more opportunities that provide quality housing in attractive neighborhoods as long as 
infrastructure is in place to support it. That appears to be the case here.

Historic preservation - While I appreciate efforts to connect to the past in many cases, I can see very little here worth preserving. Simply being old does 
not qualify buildings as being important. I have no concerns about demolition of existing buildings in this area.

A couple areas where additional effort would be appreciated:

Architectural appearance - I think the renderings are a good start and appreciate the use of historic materials, but would appreciate additional efforts to tie 
the look and feel of the buildings into the neighboring area. While It is not necessary (or wise) to replicate the look of the historic buildings, Murray 
residents clearly want to preserve some of the historic feel of the area. It is important that the final design provide a fresh and modern feel, but still tie into 
neighboring buildings designated for preservation. 

Understanding of project integration into larger plans for the area - In order to better appreciate both the benefits and limitations of this project, it would be 
helpful to show how it fits into the bigger picture. I've heard several neighbors indicate that they would prefer more of a plaza or gathering place. Being 
along State Street, I don't think it is reasonable for this project to be a big plaza or targeted gathering place. But it would help if we understood how this 
might tie into future plans for the area. One specific concern in this regard is the location of parking. If the new City Hall will provide some of the gathering 
function, should the primary feature of this development connecting to that area be a parking structure?

Grocery store - While I understand it is imposs ble to guarantee what type of business will be in the retail sections, let me cast a vote for aggressively 
pursuing a grocery store. Many of the neighbors in the area live out of the 7-11 on the corner. A healthier alternative would be a great benefit to the 
community.

   

Sharee Laidlaw

I am not opossed to new housing development but this project needs to be redesigned.  It looks like a giant cube with no set back on the street. I stronly 
oppose the design and, I wouldn't want to live there either. There is no buffer for traffic noise and I suspect parking is going to be a mess. I know these 
developers want to squeeze every dollar they can out of a piece of property but we need our city leaders to protect us from them. Make them redesign it 
to be more open, less congested, more attractive, less like a Soviet apartment block. We are Murray not Moscow!  

Michael Budge I love this proposal! Great use of colors, materials, and massing for this space.  An important way to revitalize a currently very dead and avoidable block 
on State Street.  Excited to see the Murray RDA's vision for downtown come together 

Stephanie Mace OPPOSED to this project 

Linda Incardine  I would hate to see the big megaplex in the red frame. I think if they keep developing l ke this, they are going to smother what we all know and love as 
Murray. ðŸ’” 

SUSAN F BOSWELL

Personally, yuck to ALL of this idea/plan. It saddens me deeply being a native Utahn and a Murray resident for over 40+ years to see this so called 
"vision" for our city. I have read through the comments and am aligned with needing much more evidence of anything beneficial that would be the result 
of this plan. It looks like all we are building are cheap boxes with no architectural character or thought of historical longevity. Our schools are already 
packed with the increase in population from apartments. Fireclay comes to mind, trying to add that population to our small but wonderful school district. It 
makes no sense to be increasing the masses even more and there is certainly no room in land locked Murray to build additional schools. (I lost my home 
of 30 years to eminent domain to the School District for the new construction of Hillcrest Jr.) I am not opposed to change and growth. As with much of 
what is happening in our current world...follow the money. Who then, would truly be benefiting? 

El jah Kensler I support this development! I think Murray could use more housing and similar new apartments.


Sharon Erickson I hate the design. Why is it necessary to do the same design all over the valley? Design one looks old, Make the rent affordable 


Alexander Blocher

I'm really not one for these types of developments. I like living in the apartment I'm at now and it's disheartening to see these kind of luxury apartment 
development going up everywhere. There really isn't much character to it and I'm sure the rent is going to be considerably higher than where I am now. 
To be honest, I feel like this comment is a lost cause. Money will always win and you will do whatever you want to do given that it makes money. I'll 
probably end up living in a van soon enough to escape the meteoric rise of rent prices. I better not be kicked out and left out to dry in this process that I'm 
sure will be happening soon. I just hope you think about the current tenants and what you can do to help them. 



Celeste Rosenlof
I was born and raised in Murray, and my parents still live there. This stretch of State Street was the center of so much of our lives. Do not tear down 
these historic buildings. Murray is lucky to have existing architecture from its history to help shape the city and maintain its cultural inheritance. It would 
be a loss for the entire valley to see them go l ke so many other historic Murray buildings. Thank you.  

Ellie Please preserve Murray's historic integrity and preserve and restore the historic downtown. 

Shelby Fisher I am not a resident of Murray, however I find value in all of Utah's historic bsuiness districts. Old buildings bring character and interest to cities and towns. 
Once they are torn down, that character is lost forever. 



Heather Brierley One of the best things about Murray, and what attracts young people, is the character of its historic places and beautiful park. Please don't send Murray 
down the road of so many non-descript bedroom communities nationwide 
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Jake Trumbo

You should reconsider this planning project. Tearing down old buildings ruins the historic feel and "soul" of your city. For what? Another boring square 
multi-use apartment building that only enriches developers. It will be too late to do anything when you realize you drive down your city's streets and see 
nothing but bland mediocrity. The past is important and those building and ones like them speak to us all and remind us of what was so they we can 
share a sense of community. Murray all out of vacant lots or empty gas stations and strip malls? Pretty sure those could be replaced and everyone would 
be glad for the eyesore to be gone.  

Camilla Rosenberger 

This fabulous storefront street must be saved and have affordable rent for businesses to provide good, valuable commercial services and for the city to 
retain the unique flavor of Murray. A little beautification and care goes a long way! Once this block is gone, you can't get it back. Noticeably, SLC used to 
be quaint and interesting"¦a beautiful city "” it's now hideous and unrecognizable. Please save this block!! It's one of the last recognizable blocks in the 
Valley. Money talks, but is it worth it in the end? Build this monstrosity one block west or where there's an empty parking lot. Character brings people to 
towns and cities. Why are we destroying what so many cities are trying to preserve? (Seattle, Portland, Orange (CA), Boulder, Denver"¦.) 



Wendi Pettett

What are we as a community without our history? We need our history to tell us who we were and guide us to who we will become. Our historic buildings 
play an important part in this narrative. They tell us about the architect, tradesmen, material and energy put into constructing the building. They also tells 
us about the people worked, lived, or wa ked through the doors. When we lose a building, we lose these stories, we lose our history. Murray has already 
lost so many important historic buildings and houses, we can't stand to lose anymore. The proposed demolition of these building will take away Murray's 
history, it's stories, and the communities sense of place. It will take away my sense of place. I ask that you please reconsider demolishing these buildings 
and instead look to adaptive reuse. In addition, please revisit your historic preservation code and bring it back to what it once was so Murray's historic 
built environment will remain intake for me to show my daughter the buildings, have her touch the them, and tell her the stories of the past. Thank you for 
your time. 

Olivia Gregson Ball

Please preserve historic Murray! Historical buildings are something so many cities are beginning to demolish. We need these buildings, they preserve 
ours heritage and allow how far we have come to be able to be a seen. Many buildings have seen both world wars, the depression, the lives of women go 
from skirts, to pants, to mini skirts. They've seen women get the right to vote. They've seen the polio vaccine and the wide spread use of penicillin. The 
buildings contain wisdom that we can give to our children and their children. . Downtown can be integrated into a new look if you're bound and determined 
to give Murray a face lift. But these buildings are classics and timeless,  the ones you build in their place will likely be considered ugly in 20 years and 
probably won't last 40. Buildings are apart of history that you can touch, smell, and feel. It connects us to those in the past. To take that away from future 
generations is to disconnect an already disconnected generation. It's a physical connection to our past, and it's a tragedy to take that from them.  



Glade Sowards Please keep historic buildings in place.  Sugarhouse's redevelop has been an utter disaster and has ruined everything that was charming about that 
neighborhood. Please don't make the same mistakes.  Keep all new buildings small and appropriately-sized for the neighborhood. 

Clarisa Johnston
I oppose of the 48th/state street project. It is the historic character that brings me to the area. At least propose to keep the current facade to be integrated 
within the project. The current character could embrace old town feeling that draws intest. Like visiting old town Park City or Santa Barbara. Keep the 
charm!  

David A Please do not move forward with the proposal. These historic buildings must be preserved. 

Ellen Mitchell Please do not allow the total desecration of the old Murray downtown. We have enough glass and metal structures. Do not make Murray another 
Sugarhouse. 

Martha Henderson

The area of 48th & State needs to be a desirable area to live, shop and wa k to. Much of the area is populated by residents who would take advantage of 
an area they could walk to and enjoy. The proposal on the flyer is UGLY, UNINTERESTING AND with ZERO IMAGINATION. The suggestion for it to be 
designed similarly to the Murray/Holladay road center where 3 Cups and Harmons are. For the love of all that's holy, could you get a good coffee joint in 
there? I'd walk to that place every day if we had a 3 Cups!   

Brian Somers

I have a business location at Main Street and Fireclay Avenue, a short distance from Murray's historic downtown core. Our neighborhood is packed with 
exactly the sort of modern, mixed use buildings proposed for the 48th and State project. Some are better than others, but most are bland and 
unremarkable"¦exactly l ke proposed 48th and State development. Importantly, the building in our neighborhood replaced underutilized industrial buildings 
or other blighted areas, so the bland buildings actually improved the neighborhood. 

Our neighborhood also contains a Trax station, so the high density, multi-use nature of the buildings are more in line with the principles of a vaunted 
transit-oriented development. The 48th and State development is too far to be within comfortable walking distance to a Trax station, so the density is also 
hard to justify. 

The utterly unremarkable building proposed for the 48th and State development is not replacing blight, but, rather, some of the few historic buildings that 
give Murray's downtown any character and sense of place. Tearing down these unique and interesting structures and replacing them with another 
monolithic slab of a building would make Murray's downtown resemble the bland commercial cores of nearly every other suburban community in Salt 
Lake County"”where your scarcely know in which city you find yourself because they're all full of boxy, modernistic, multi-use buildings like the one 
proposed. 

Decimating Murray's historic downtown and foolhardy and irresponsible. Underutilized historic buildings can be adapted"”creating more revenue 
opportunities while not obliterating what makes a city's core unique and desirable. The 48th and State development should be shelved.  

Laurel Hansen Is is the money?  Why does Murray have to take part in the overgorging of Salt Lake Valley into a mess of more apartments, more congestion, more poor 
air quality, more crime, etc.   Pretty soon we won't be able to move about freely. 

Douglas Day

Please do not tear down the beautiful historic buildings  in downtown Murray. These historic buildings are part of a whole community fabric That should be 
preserved, utilized, and saved for all to enjoy. I'm surprised that your city council cannot see the gem that Murray city is and would disregard 
What other towns and cities would love to have in such beautiful historic Archetecture. I've always enjoyed coming to your beautiful town for this very 
reason.  We often fail to see the beauty that we already have instead focusing on making a quick buck on the cheap and new. Do not make this 
irrevers ble mistake.

 
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Keaton Wood

I am in favor of the sprucing up of that general area but I am NOT in favor of replacing or covering up those historic buildings. I would absolutely love to 
see some shops and businesses in those vacant spaces. When I was a little kid my parents would take my s blings and I on drives and they always 
ta ked about how cool it would be if there were legitimate places of business there. I would be more than happy to visit and check out any businesses that 
would set up shop in those old store fronts. I have been to quite a few cities in the West with the classic store fronts and even the ones that still have 
business operating in them are still not as fascinating as the ones we have in Murray. It would honestly be a tragedy to tear down structures that are as 
old as these ones. Murray is known as one of the original cities in the Salt Lake Valley and these buildings are some of the only ones left from the early 
days. I hope my local community doesn't let me and my fellow citizens down on this. 

Ira N Hinckley It makes me heart sick to see all the destruction of our historic buildings in Utah. PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW FOR THE DESTRUCTION OF MORE.  We 
desperately need these buildings to preserve the soul of our cities! 

Colton Jones That part of Murray city is so iconic. 
It will be sad to see more history demolished . 

Corbin gross I don't think this is a good idea because it is disrespectful to the communities culture and it's history. 


Kathryn Watkins Leave downtown Murray as is. No one wants yet another monolith to progress for progress's sake in place of the beauty and character of downtown. 
Repurpose those development dollars for something we actually need.



Allen Hymas I do not like it at all.  Please no more big box buildings in Murray.  Build something that fits with the personality of the downtown area.  We do not need 
another fireclay.  

Stephanie George I do not live in Murray currently, but grew up there and hope to move back soon. I believe tearing down historic building will ruin the "charm" of Murray. I'd 
love to see a blending if old and new. 

Sierra Pratt
We strongly urge the city not to support this project. My husband and I are heartbroken to hear what this project would mean for the history and charm of 
Murray. This is the historic district. We own a home just up the street and my husband teaches history for Hillcrest Jr. We love Murray for its small town 
charm and we are hoping the city will choose to restore and maintain the beloved historic buildings on state.  

Stacey Garcia

I was born and raised in Murray, my great grandparents came here from Italy for a better life. I don't want this huge monstrosity in downtown Murray! If I 
wanted to live in a larger city I would move downtown!! Murray is unique and should stay that way!! I work for Murray School District, schools have a hard 
enough time with the kids they have now!! There are other places to put these huge buildings, but in downtown Murray is not a good fit! Traffic will be a 
nightmare!! I'm very disheartened by the direction the City Council and Planning Committee has been going. I think they should have to live next door to 
a similar project for a month before they vote on anything, I think the outcome would be different. I've been really disappointed about the direction 
Murray's been going lately, hoping our new City Council members and new Mayor in the upcoming election will change that.

Thank you, 
Stacey Garcia 



Mario Ruiz

Thank you to the city of Murray for being so transparent in this process, and for heartily welcoming feedback. 

I recently moved to SLC from NYC. The "realness" of SLC has always been a big draw for me, including its many old neighborhoods and buildings. The 
city seems over the last few decades to have avoided much of the massive gutting of history that has plagued many American cities. 

However, I've been dismayed to see that trend "“ a rush of banal new building development at the cost of historic/charming "native" buildings "“ has been 
speeding up. Everywhere, I see old buildings, even churches, destroyed in order to build generic residential boxes, despite the existence of plenty of 
open spaces (e.g., large parking lots) and buildings of dubious value (e.g., generic retail spaces and "malls" ). 

What I hope Murray is beginning to understand is that the young, urban, educated class "“ those able to afford these new residences and who are moving 
to Utah for jobs, often in technology "“ are drawn specifically to places that have historic charm and appeal. It's why Ogden's 25th Street is such a big 
success. 

The buildings threatened by this suggested new State Street development are a threat to Murray's soul. Soul is what gives a city its character and appeal, 
and that soul comes from buildings with a notable past and/or architectural significance. Even if that significance comes from being just a place of 
familiarity and history, something that can develop only over decades; it simply can't be faked. 

I trust that Murray will do the right thing and work to preserve these buildings, perhaps as part of a larger campaign to redevelop downtown Murray and 
make it into a destination like Ogden's 25th Street (and, for that matter, Salt Lake City's Main Street) ... 

Thank you so much for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 
Mario Ruiz, SLC



Hilary Hancock Please keep historic Murray!! Don't destroy character!
 

Eric I strongly oppose the project. The current buildings offer life and personality. Destroying them for a monolithic building will be a negative impact on the 
community. 

Juls No more luxury apartments. Please stop tearing down our history to build buildings we can't get into 

Christine Please do not follow the valley's trend of demolishing historic buildings. Please find a way to continue to incorporate these buildings into your vision of the 
future for Murray. They give it character that cannot be replicated in new, soulless development such as the one that has been proposed.





Name Please Provide Your Comments Historical 
Preservation Infrastructure Building 

Design
High-

Density Traffic Rentals Parking Small Town New 
Development

Green/ 
Walkable 

Space
Retail Townsend 

Home

Current 
Commerical 

Tennant

Current 
Residential 

Tennant

Courtney Hale

Please be more creative, keep it in more of a historic Murray tone and build it to last- not just to make a bunch of money and split, leaving the city with 
ugly (outdated because you went with what was trendy in 2020) buildings in 20-40 years. You should also consider using new/old technologies for things 
like grey water, and crosswind cooling if you're going to build for density. Incorporate local businesses such as restaurants, grocery stores, bookstores, 
coffee shops etc"¦ we don't need more large corporations or chain stores.  

Victoria Muehlberger 

While on the surface it looks "nice," we need to 
preserve our historic buildings.  They  are a 
critical part of the story of Murray.  
By destroying them we are denying our children 
access to that story, which is a failure on our 
part and a disservice to everyone. 

Ryan Brown My name is Ryan. I am a sophomore in high school. I would love for you to save the historic buildings. It honors our ancestors and friends of yesterday. 
You should build those buildings in a place with no historic buildings. I hope you save Utah's heritage. 

Shawna Stewart

Please find a way to keep the new Murray downtown looking more l ke historical Murray. I am sure there is a way to find a mix of both needs. I have 
worked in a number of city center, both large and small across the U.S. Those that look the best honor history and don't try to make something brand 
new. We have history here in Murray, we need to honor it and build something new at the same time. Progress only happens because someone was here 
before us. 

Kate Johnson 
I really hope that the lovely old architecture in Murray can be preserved, and not be replaced by another building complex with the same boring look and 
lack of excitement so prevalent throughout the valley. Murray should keep.and enhance its unique assets and architecture! Otherwise it will become just 
another place in the valley to avoid 

Lindsay Nielson Please no, we need to preserve Murray's charm. That section of Murray is so charming. I'd love to see it open for local businesses.


Scott Hales 
I agree that many of the buildings in the development area have outlived there usefulness.  I would be more supportive of the development if the exterior 
was more reflective of the historic nature of downtown.  As a Murray native, I would l ke to see less of the modern look and more preservation of the 
historical image of Murray.  

Jeff Martin

The conceptual drawings of this project look great! I'm excited to see this block be revitalized. The building materials also compliment the new city hall 
project to the west and I feel it will bring more function and excitement to downtown Murray. I've lived in Murray for over twenty years and have only 
patronized this specific block twice in that time. 

I understand wanting to keep historic buildings, but only if those buildings were well maintained and frequented by the community throughout their history. 
Spending significant tax funds to rehabilitate and reutilize buildings that have had minimal use is wasted when it could be better used on infrastructure 
systems of our city to meet inevitable future demands.   

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Jeff Martin  

Heather Ballard

I'm incredibly affected by the work done here, as I live just east of State on 4800 S.  I am in favor of more green space and multi-use space, rather than 
the several stories tall box buildings turning our quaint main street into giant and crowded towering buildings.

More green space, more community gathering space, garden spaces, fruit trees, mixed with retail and some affordable living space.   

Joseph Peretto 
This is way to big for the area.  Is not a pretty building is ugly done to all building.  Wasn't there supposed to be a cultural center included in this project?  
Need to keep Murray a small community and include are history.  Too many apartments being built in the area.  In 20 to 30 years will be l ke the Rio 
grand area in Salt Lake.  Not wanted...  

Nick Homer

Love it! We're HUGE fans of increased street-side retail, and increasing bikeable/walkable spaces. Love the LEED certified goal, and increased housing 
density. 

Thank you for not turning this into a huge parking lot with storefronts back far away from the street.  

Sarah J Balland

Have you ever heard of community-centered redevelopment and placemaking? It's similar to participatory action research. It takes a lot of work but I 
promise it would be worth your time. What about cooperative housing models and permanent real estate cooperatives? Bottom line: if you really want 
people to believe you're taking their input seriously, then you need to change the way you lead projects and govern -- meaning, you need a more 
horizontal approach throughout the entirety of the governance process. Governments need to be engaging with and led by consitituents; otherwise, 
people will remain disenchanted, suspicious, left out, and angry. You need to revitalize the way YOU govern, rather than the communities you have the 
honor of governing. 
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Ryan Johnsen

To Whom It May Concern,

I grew up (and still live) very close to 48th S and State St., so I admit this area carries some personal weight for me. I attended piano lessons just down 
the block at Day Murray Music every week throughout my childhood until I graduated high school. I've both performed and enjoyed entertainment across 
the street at Desert Star Theatre. I know this section of our city very well. I'm also a former architecture student who spent his years studying the state of 
America's old Main Streets and forgotten small towns. In my current profession as a graphic designer, I've studied signage and storefronts extensively, 
because their weathered faces hold so much history. And I can tell you that many cities would kill to have their old buildings preserved as well as our own 
State Street.

After reviewing the proposal, have to say that I'm shocked. Before you write me off as another old coot grumbling about the world, I'm far from it. I'm not 
even 30 years old and I'm appalled at the lack of basic understanding of our community's history that this proposal displays. Why have two Portland, OR, 
companies been trusted with such a precious part of our city? I would wager that GBD Architects and Edlen & Co. hadn't even heard of Murray, UT, 
before this project. That's a shame in itself, but I understand the nature of business, and it's not my main grievance here. I simply hate to see our 
historical buildings razed time and time again in the name of progress. I do not think this proposal takes a progressive stance; it's simply a destructive 
one.

If I had my way, I would invest in restoring our treasured faÃ§ades to the level that they deserve, so they can shine l ke the gems that they are. Research 
historical images to see how the buildings looked in their heyday, and hire architects, designers, and traditional sign painters to revitalize the buildings in 
an accurate and sensitive way. That's how you create a "richer, more v brant cultural environment"  that the MCCD emphasizes, not by destroying the 
buildings and stories that have grown up with our city. Please, invest in the local business who have made their homes in these buildings, Wright 
Costume, the Murray Arts Centre, and so many others. I would love to see their facades restored and gleaming, with fresh coats of paint to bring out their 
time-worn names. They are precious members of our community that have rich legacies tied to these humble, honest structures.

The plan set forth by GBD Architects and Edlen & Co. is not honest by any stretch of the imagination. They only purport to be taking Murray's history into 
consideration by mimicking the characteristics of the buildings that they plan to bulldoze. The presentation is filled with nice sounding words l ke "volume 
+ variety + color,"     "variation in height," "stone cornices," and "brick facades and pilasters," as if the new design encapsulates the same richness and 
variety that the old buildings exhibit. But it doesn't come close. From a traditional architectural standpoint, the proposed structures are featureless, 
vacuous, soulless, and austere, characterized by a total disregard for both human scale and basic design principles. The qualities in GBD's designs are 
more akin to '60s Modernism, '80s Postmodernism, or European Brutalism than the nineteenth- and twentieth-century American vernacular architecture 
that they claim to be embodying.

Mere bricks and cornices do not a handsome building make. It takes special attention to proportions, materials, balance, contrast, hierarchy, and the list 
goes on The proposed structure bears none of the hallmarks of the traditional streetscape that it is replacing If saving the old buildings is out of the   

KEITH BATEMAN

The prosed project is very disappointing from several aspects.  1. I believe it does not fulfill the needs to be a magnet to bring people into Murray to 
spend money.  It is a bunch of apartments/condos with minimal, serious, exciting commercial space that would draw people to it.  There are lots of great 
resutaunts, brew pups and locally owned stores along the Wasatch Front that would enhance downtown Murray and help turn it into a destination for a 
night out.  2. The look and feel of the buildings are very generic, not appealing and to me seem like all of the new apartments built along State Street in 
South Salt Lake.  Frankly it looks like the hotel on State and main that is OK, but does nothing to make Murray an exciting and cool place to come to. 3.  
The historic nature of old downtown Murray is being totally ignored, there is nothing about this project preserving and reflecting old Murray.  4. Not 
enough inviting green space, I know there are plans for some trees, but i needs more attractive landscaping, take a lesson from Earl Holding and his 
Little America and Grand America projects, when you walk along the street by them you feel good, you notice the bautiful landscaping.  5.  I also 
understand that Murray is being asked by the devloper for $6,000,000, big mistake!  Finally, in my opinion, this project, a once in a lifetime opportunity to 
transform Murray in a very positive way, does not add to that goal.  If that is not our goal then shame on us.  There is no rush, let's take the time to do 
this right.  

Jackie Milton I like the idea of tomatoes and more apartment buildings. Not sure if I like it mixed into everything else. Murray definitely needs more homes as it's 
impossible to find affordable housing right now.


Trish Melander Please keep the current buildings and revitalize old Murray! 

David Henderson

It is interesting that the alternate proposal uses the market center in Holladay as an example. My house is walking distance to 48th and State, but 
multiple times a week I drive to the locally owned coffee shop in Holladay. From time to time we go to the Copper Kitchen in Holladay. Yes, we also go to 
Pho Saigon and Soy's Sushi -- but the best Thai food in town is at Tea Rose Garden, but this development will cause them to relocate. 

There is nothing about the current proposal that makes me want to spend more time at 48th and State. The design is not inspiring. Everything about the 
alternate proposal is more appealing. If we need to stack apartment buildings in that spot, is there a compromise that would put more of the walkable 
space on State Street, shops and design that would turn that street corner into a destination? I would love to have a good coffee shop in walking 
distance, and it would be great if there were more options to bring friends here rather than driving out of Murray.


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Greg Barrus

I am opposed to the project as it is proposed.

I have worked in Murray for the past 9 years. I previously lived in Millcreek just outside of Murray, and two years ago I bought a home in Murray near the 
proposed project site. So I live and work in Murray. I was strongly influenced in buying my home in Murray because of the historical nature of the 
downtown area, including the residential and commercial development that exists in the area.

I think the project as proposed is not what the city needs or wants. Murray is one of the oldest cities in Utah, initially being South Cottonwood before 
being incorporated as Murray. This long history is reflected in what remaining historical architecture remains in the downtown area. But we've lost much of 
that history already, and I am saddened by the loss of the historical preservation ordinances by the city. I think if we demolish this entire block of 
buildings, we are doing a serious disservice to the history of our city. In the NeighborWorks house and neighboring commercial property, we literally have 
the home of an early Murray Mayor and his mercantile. We have architectural history and detail that will not be able to be recreated if demolished. These 
buildings represent Murray. They provide an identity. The proposed project has no identity other than being a large newly developed mixed-use project, 
not unlike suburban development anywhere in the area or country. This project would take the downtown area from distinct and unique to Anywhere, 
USA. 

On a practical matter, I think the proposed project is not in scale of what we want in this area. The proposed building is 6 stories tall. This is similar in 
sizing to the buildings that have built along 400 South and Sugar House in Salt Lake City. This scale of building is not human scale. It towers over the 
street and doesn't engage the pedestrian experience. This entire area was developed with the pedestrian in mind, having small business in close 
proximity to the neighboring residential area. Obviously, this development occurred much before the advent of motorized vehicles. It's not lost on me that 
the downtown area needs revitalization, but I disagree with this project proposal. 

My top priority would be to save/reuse/revitalize the existing downtown. Certainly the city could prioritize and incorporate these historical buildings in a 
redevelopment. It just takes the city and RDA stating that as a guiding principle of the project. If the city instead proceeds with demolishing the block, I 
would l ke a stronger focus on human scale development that has a visual identity that represents the historical nature of the downtown. This includes 
building buildings in the scale of existing buildings. Using materials and finishes that mimic historical architecture. While the project materials show the 
use of brick and colors that are not dissimilar to the current buildings, they are distinctly modern in their design otherwise. If the city proceeds with 
demolition, I want the new development to appear more l ke downtown Holladay than 400 south in Salt Lake City. 

 

Darlene Morgan

This is my idea of a charming and inviting Murray. This atmosphere invites all to come down and take a stroll and enjoy lunch or dinner.
This is a charming and inviting Murray. We have beautiful buildings that would lend to this atmosphere. Please no morbid projects l ke Fire Clay. There is 
no charm to that. Please visualize our beautiful city with enhancing and inviting charm! That would bring the people in by the droves!! Thank you for ur 
consideration.
(see attached Thomas Kincaid painting)  

Geoff Shupe

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2021 3:10 PM

Dale, 
Thank you for serving Murray.  As a resident for Murray for over 30 years, I  am concerned about the new proposed buildings which we viewed at last 
nights open house.  While I enjoy progress, these type of designed buildings are not in the interest of Murray.  Here is why I feel this way and encourage 
you to vote against these type of structures:

 1.These appear to be designed for today and not looking down the road 30 years.
 2.Murray has always been the city which stood out from our neighboring cities around the valley, these designs are only going to make us look l ke 

everyone else.
 3.Parking -  Reality of how many cars will really need parking is not reflected in these projects. So where will they park?  Parking on the streets only 

contributes to ugliness, lack of safety to our beautiful city. 
 4.Crime "“ which for some reason, no one is addressing.  Fireclay area all over again. This would be heartbreaking.  Murray is now one of the highest 

crime areas in the state of Utah. 
 5.Overcrowding in our schools. 

 
 
Let's go back to the drawing board and design buildings that will enhance the experience in Murray.  We also need to keep being a leader of being a 
beautiful city where people are proud and families want to return to live in a city with a small town feel, while surrounded by large conglomerate's up and 
down the Wasatch front.  Lets not be a cookie cutter city!!!
 
Please let me know how you are going to vote!!

 

Julie Taylor and Bill Pr

Emailed Comment Sent: 08/31/2021

After attending the open house for the 48th and State Project, our input is that downtown Murray retain the charm that it is known for.  Looking at the 
Holladay, Utah, developments, with stores l ke Harmons and Caputos, they were able to retain the look of brick and mid-century design.  We would hate 
to see Murray move to a glass and cement look.  As always, parking and traffic are also of concern.
 
Thank you,
 
Julie Taylor and Bill Pratt

 

Terrie Townsend Butle I would l ke to see Murray historically preserved as much as possible. My Townsend history goes back to the late 1800s and this new proposal tears 
down the last remaining Townsend historical sites. Let's try to keep a more small town look and feel to Murray. 
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Kim Sorensen

I support the plan and believe the City should move forward.  The area has been an eyesore for many decades and needs to be improved and 
developed. With city hall under construction, the renovation of the Murray Mansion and the proposed project this area could become a vibrant area 
people gather at.     City leaders should continue taking steps to preserve a few  historic jewels in this area (Murray Theater & Murray Mansion).   In my 
opinion the other buildings in the area should not be restored or renovated.   I encourage the city to continue the project as outlined.   



Jamison Pittl I'm all for it. In all honesty this is kind of a gross run down place (And I live here) but I see it as a way to boost the cities appearance. Although my rent is 
cheap and that's gonna suck to go.  

Jaymi
I like the look of this project, I think it would be a nice upgrade for the area.  The buildings are attractive with some architectural interest and appearance 
of varying heights with lots of parking behind them. However, the walking area doesn't seem  realistic.  The street appears to be much wider in one slide 
which would be needed to allow the amount of pedestrian traffic and patio seating shown partly in the street.   

Ouh Duhnituno Just leave all the area alone

Marybeth Carswell I have covid19 and nowhere to go. I really need my apartment to remain here. I don't want to be homeless and on the streets. Please save these 
apartments ðŸ™  

O. M. Robinson

RDA and council members, Please reject this proposal. 

– It's far too tall for the area and would do permanent and further harm to what remains of the historical vibe of our old downtown. 
– It's too big, on the whole. It would use too much water, cause way too much of an increase to traffic on 4800 South and it's just the wrong place for that 
level of density! Closer to trax/ frontrunner rail or closer to freeway access makes far more sense in the short and long term.
– The proposed number of parking spots will not be sufficient. 1.6 per unit is a ridiculously low amount, whatever the minimum code requires. We 
definitely need better, safer parking for current and future business and residential use, but this project would add more demand while not meeting or 
exceeding that demand; 
this project would make things worse, not better.
– This part of our city would be best developed for civic, cultural and business uses that fit into it's current mix of use. 

Thank you for your attention, 
                                                     O.M. Robinson   

Peter Klinge, Jr.

It appears hundreds of people gathered at the August, 2021 Open House with people still there until 9p and hour after the official end. ***I appreciate the City leaders and Edlen's efforts to get 
this project to this point. But it comes up short in a number of ways. 

*** I believe the mixed use approach is essential. BUT I struggle with the aesthetic design, look and feel, but also on how to give direction to how it should be. ( I don't like to be a naysayer 
without trying to offer constructive direction that might help.) Many people feel this way and acknowledge it's difficult to articulate. 

****I thought the presentation with the flat boards failed to give us a true sense of how this will enliven the downtown to bring community together here as a center for social, cultural, and quality 
of life activities. 

>>>>It occurred to me that what is fundamentally missing is perspective and context for how this entire area should be developed, and how it's vitally important to take our time on a 
development that will affect the City for generations to come. 

>>>>Some facts... the Murray City Center District is more than one project. Consider these $$$ facts: the proposed Edlen project build out is estimated to be $100MM over 2 to 3 years. The new 
City Center/City Hall just West of it is to cost about $40MM. There's a new fire house west of this ( I don't know it's cost). Renovation of the Murray Theater and the Mansion combined will be in 
excess of $8MM. Demolition and redevelopment where the current City hall should be anticipated. Street and sidewalk improvements and other infrastructure projects will also cost. 

It's not then unreasonable to imagine a redevelopment spend (recent and prospective) in this area fast approaching $250MM over the next few years. This is before considering potential 
redevelopment of the block south that includes Murray Day Music and the Wells Fargo Branch. (And did I mention the approved mixed use development on Vine just east of state? This is 
private approved project but lets say it might be upwards of $40MM). 

*** Those are the $ facts. Then the other part lacking at the open house was a bird's eye perspective of the entire MCCD area to see how this all pieces together the neighborhoods east of state 
street beginning at 48s and then West to the neighborhoods to the rail/trax yards and beyond, and south to IMC and the current city hall. 

The open house was intended to put the citizen focus on the Edlen project without the benefit of perspective or context on how it fits in the whole of this area. Frankly, to think about it one 
realizes that when all this is developed this Edlen project might not even be the biggest part of the MCCD efforts. 

*** As I thought about all this I realize this is what made be quite uneasy and uncomfortable about accepting the Edlen project as it was presented. We're being asked to accept and buy into just 
one part of a multipart development that doesn't show us a vision about how all this is to interconnect all parts of Murray and not just to serve new residents in this one, lonely block. 

***I believe Edlen is a more sophisticated developer than this and can work with the City and its tax paying residents to better consider options. I just don't want all of us to look back 10 to 15 
years from now and realize a missed opportunity. I'd like the City to take more time even, 1 or 2 years, to work this all through better. Start with looking at this in the totality of what I described 
above. 

BTW, when I did speak with people "in the know" (planners, etc.)related to the above no one could really address my comments. This should give us all pause. I think council and the RDA 
should VOTE NO and go back to work with Edlen and organize community input with citizen representation from all 5 districts. Thank you F you read all this. Let's get to work Murray for 
Murray... the greatest city in America!



Nick Haskin

I am strongly opposed to the "taxpayer" style building for 48th and State St. The new construction on the corner of Vine and State is similar and has not 
improved the downtown corridor or made it a more interesting or appealing place to visit, stroll about, or spend money shopping. This style of 
construction was also used in the Fireclay Ave. area of Murray and while it has increased the traffic in that area, it has not improved the area or is a place 
I would recommend anybody to move to, live there, or shop there. It is dangerous to be honest. 

I think we as a city would be better served with commercial buildings or something that would bring responsible people to the area such as fine dining, 
recreation, or a community hall or convention center that could entertain for dances, concerts, conferences, holiday gatherings, community events and 
other types of activities that would draw people in, to have an experience or enjoyable time in our downtown area. Murray is an awesome city. Don't ruin 
it. Please listen to these considerations and make our historic downtown area something to really be proud about. We only get one chance to do it right. 

  
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Daren Rasmussen

My current thoughts on the proposal:

Pros: 1) Thoughtfully & artfully rendered design; 2) Tremendous Effort in utilizing statistics and in producing a great urban design and attractive street 
front. 3) Buildings & architecture efficiently created to address parking and open space behind and on corners. 4) Mixed use incorporated to anticipate a 
micro-economy; 5) Reduced density and increased parking from minimum "standards".

Cons: 1) Doesn't quite adequately address a comfortable historic home-town feel with greater than 3 stories and the more urban type historic street 
fronts; 2) Micro-economy design doesn't necessarily draw the rest of the community or visitors to this location; 3) Density is still too high for an "historic 
downtown" design; 4) I'm not convinced that there is enough parking for the residents (everyone likes to have a car still), their periodic guests, 
commercial employees, and their patrons.

Solutions: 1) Could reduce density even more, make sure there is not only enough parking, but plenty of parking for both residents, guests, commercial 
employees, & patrons (This density is great for areas increasingly further away from City Center/ State Street and it only takes once or twice trying to find 
parking to dissuade future downtown visits; 2) Continue tweaking the street front design just a little bit more to make it feel even more like a hometown 
historic Murray (current design is great, but add a pseudo gable front or two) and have only 3 stories (4 max); 3) Have a rendition (sculpture or other 
artistic item) of a model T or two along State Street (This would be even easier as bookends to a few parking spaces along State Street and/or if the 
building structure was set back just a little more).

--Daren Rasmussen    

Robert F Stefanik

As one of the people that l ve in the building that would be torn down I have to say this idea is wasteful and unnecessary. A lot of historic downtown 
Murray is already gone and what little that is left needs to be saved. As the housing market keeps raising the need for affordable housing is in more 
demand. The building that would be built only would have market value apartments which mean people l ke and others in the building would have no way 
of still living in Murray as we would have to move out or go homeless. On top of tearing down the apartments I live in which is 100 years old you would be 
tearing down builds with history to Murray that can't be replaced at all. Why tear down these buildings when there is an empty lot next to them that can 
have a new building put there. They dig and do under ground parking it can be done as there is federal money that can be used to remove contaminated 
dirt and replace with new. There is money also to restore and upkeep the builds by historical credits which would bring and save the city money. If we 
look at Logan and Holladay both cities have focused on old designs and old buildings to bring people to the city to spend money. People drive through 
Murray to go to Holladay in which we can get them to stop if these and other old historic buildings were saved and restored for people to enjoy and open 
shop in. Logan has a historical theater district that brings money in and we can do the same with the Murray, Desert star, and restore wrights custom 
back into a theater to do the same and also use the theaters for Sundance which brings millions into the State. Please do not tear these historic buildings 
down as once they are gone they are gone 

Emily Strobell
This is not the right development for Downtown Murray. There needs to be much more input from citizens rather than developers doing what they want 
and washing their hands of the future of the building. Murray has the opportunity to have a unique downtown area that distinguishes it from most of the 
surrounding cities. But we need to things right and not quickly. 

Jaimie Petersen
The historic district is such a small area and there is so much land a little further south on state street that could really be a better fit for this project.  The 
shopko and toys are us shopping centers are screaming for a makeover but instead Murray city is hell bent on destroying what is left of the historic 
district.  My grandparents house was demolished for the parking lot of the new city hall which was devastating for me and my family.


Ira N Hinckley Just say NO to gutting what remains of Murray's historic downtown! 

Laura Strobell

I do not support this development. I do not support this because it is too many stories and will demolish all of the historical charm of historic Murray. I 
support integrating the existing architecture of historic Murray into new developments. I support a vibrant image for Murray that focuses on family, history 
and culture. Not the corporate image this development fosters. I love what makes Murray different from Sandy, West Jordan and other new cities. Murray 
should not lose what makes it special otherwise there will be no reason for people to want to move here or spend their money here. Thank you.

 
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T H E  R E D E V E L O P M E N T  A G E N C Y  
O F  M U R R A Y  C I T Y 

  

 

TO:   RDA Board 

THROUGH:   Mayor Blair Camp, RDA Executive Director 

FROM:   Melinda Greenwood, RDA Deputy Executive Director 

MEETING DATE:  September 21, 2021 

RE:  Agenda Item #4 September 2021 Project Updates  

 
A brief update on current RDA projects is provided below.  
 

1. 4800 South State Street Project – On August 25th, a project open house was held at the Senior 
Center. There were 137 attendees who signed in and 43 written comments were received that 
evening. Additional comments have been received thorough our on-line forum. This 
information will be provided in a separate memo.  
  
The Brownfields Coalition is finalizing the pre-demolition assessment (such as looking for 
asbestos or lead paint) for of all the RDA-owned properties. They are also finalizing the cleanup 
cost assessment. These studies should be completed by September 30.  

 
Edlen is continuing its process to obtain financing for the project through HUD.  
 

2. Jessie Knight Legacy Center – On August 11, 2021, Utah State DEQ sent the attached letter to 
the Jessie Knight Legacy Center team, which granted approval to their Final Materials 
Management Plan. The group will need to get a land disturbance permit and a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Permit approved through the Public Works department and is hopeful to 
start cleanup in November.  
 

3. Think Architecture – Staff is working with Corey Solum, owner of Think Architecture to bring a 
funding request forward to the board at a future meeting. Exact details of the request are to be 
determined. 
 

4. Habitat for Humanity/Restore Project (4470 South Main Street) – Habitat for Humanity, Salt 
Lake County Housing Connect and Michael Brodsky of Hamlet Development have partnered on a 
mixed-use project at the northwest corner of 4500 South and Main Street. The 3-acre site would 
become a mixed-use development consisting of 100 units of affordable housing at the 40% AMI 
level and a Restore thrift store. The project team has done an initial analysis of exigent off-site 
development costs and hope to have the RDA contribute some of the affordable housing set 
aside monies to help make the project financially feasible. Staff is working with the project team 
to create a funding request which will be brought to the RDA Board for consideration.    
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5. Utah State Statute 17C-1-416: Extension of collection period of project areas impacted by 
COVID-19 emergency—Requirements—Limitations –  In October’s meeting I’d like for the 
Board to discuss the possibility of extending the collection period of the Central Business District 
for an additional two years through 2036. At this past legislative session, a law was passed 
allowing RDA Boards to extend collections if the project area has been impacted by the COVID-
19 pandemic. The state statute is attached.  
 
 

If you have any questions about these projects or any other RDA questions, please contact me at 801-
270-2428 or mgreenwood@murray.utah.gov.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments:  

1. August 11, 2021 letter RE: Final Material Management Plan, Revision 1 for the Former Ore 
Sampling   

2. Utah State Statute 17C-1-416 
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Effective 8/31/2020
17C-1-416 Extension of collection period for project areas impacted by COVID-19
emergency -- Requirements -- Limitations.
(1) For purposes of this section:

(a) "COVID-19 emergency" means the same as that term is defined in Section 53-2c-102.
(b) "Extension period" means the period of an impacted project area's project area funds

collection period that is the result of an extension under this section.
(c) "Impacted project area" means a project area:

(i) from which an agency expects to receive tax increment;
(ii) that is subject to a project area funds collection period;
(iii) that is subject to a project area plan that was adopted on or before December 31, 2019; and
(iv) in which the agency determines the conditions resulting from the COVID-19 emergency will

likely:
(A) delay the agency's implementation of the project area plan; or
(B) cause the agency to receive an amount of tax increment from the project area that is less

than the amount of tax increment the agency expected the agency would receive from the
project area.

(d) "Tax increment" includes additional tax increment as that term is defined in Section
17C-1-403.

(2)
(a) Subject to Subsection (3), an agency may extend the project area funds collection period

of an impacted project area for a period not to exceed two years from the day on which the
project area funds collection period ends if:

(i) the board adopts a resolution on or before December 31, 2021, describing:
(A) the conditions resulting from the COVID-19 emergency that the board determines will

likely delay the implementation of the project area plan or reduce the amount of tax
increment that the agency receives from the impacted project area;

(B) why an extension of the project area funds collection period is needed; and
(C) the date on which the extension period will end; and

(ii) no later than November 1 of the year immediately preceding the year in which the project
area funds collection period, not including any extension under this section, ends, the
agency mails or electronically submits a copy of the resolution described in Subsection (2)
(a)(i) to:

(A) the State Tax Commission;
(B) the State Board of Education;
(C) the state auditor;
(D) the auditor of the county in which the impacted project area is located; and
(E) each taxing entity affected by the agency's collection of tax increment from the impacted

project area.
(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, an agency is not required to obtain taxing entity

or taxing entity committee approval to extend a project area funds collection period under this
section.

(c) An extension of a project area funds collection period under this section takes effect on the
day on which the agency mails or electronically submits a copy of the resolution described in
Subsection (2)(a)(i) to each entity specified in Subsection (2)(a)(ii).

(3)
(a) This section does not allow an agency to change:
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(i) the amount or percentage of tax increment that the agency is authorized to receive from the
impacted project area in the final two years of the project area funds collection period; or

(ii) the cumulative dollar amount of tax increment that the agency is authorized to receive from
the impacted project area, if the agency's receipt of tax increment is limited to a maximum
cumulative dollar amount.

(b) An agency that extends a project area funds collection period under this section shall use any
tax increment received during the extension period in the same manner as provided in:

(i) the project area plan; and
(ii)

(A) the project area budget; or
(B) the resolution or interlocal agreement authorizing the agency to receive tax increment

from the impacted project area.
(c)

(i) An extension of a project area funds collection period under this section does not
automatically extend the payment of tax increment under a previously approved
participation agreement for the extension period, regardless of any contrary term in the
participation agreement.

(ii) An agency that extends a project area funds collection period under this section may only
extend the payment of tax increment under a previously approved participation agreement
for the extension period by:

(A) amending the previously approved participation agreement; or
(B) entering into a new participation agreement.

(d) Nothing in this section limits the right of an agency to extend the agency's collection of tax
increment as otherwise provided in this title.

Enacted by Chapter 11, 2020 Special Session 6




