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CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

CHAPTER 1 - INTRODUCTION
BACKGROUND

The General Plan has been prepared in accordance with Utah State Code and is intended to provide a 
comprehensive long-term plan to support the future growth and development of Clearfield City, through the 
creation of specific  goals and policies that are intended to  promote economic growth, encourage neighborhood 
stability, and improve the present and future development needs of the community. Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-401.

PURPOSE

Although the intent of the General Plan is to facilitate a planning process that is as simple, fair, efficient, and 
predictable as possible, the General Plan is an advisory document. The General Plan should be used by the City 
Council, Planning Commission, developers, property owners, and City staff as a policy guide for development 
related decisions, and should be consulted when considering zoning changes, site plan review for specific 
developments, and other land use matters.

The General Plan consists of three main elements:

1. Land Use
2. Transportation
3. Affordable Housing

The maps referred to throughout the General Plan 
are to be considered essential documents and are 
hereto incorporated into the General Plan.

DYNAMICS OF THE GENERAL PLAN

The General Plan is intended to be a living 
document and should be updated or amended as 
necessary to ensure that it reflects the current goals 
and objectives of the City.  Once the General Plan 
has been adopted, the Planning Commission, and 
City Council should refer to it for guidance to make 
decisions pertaining to the physical development 
of the City.   Amendments to the General Plan may 
be initiated by the Planning Commission, the City 
Council, City Staff, or the Public.  

AMENDMENTS TO THE PLAN

The flowchart to the right illustrates the process of 
adopting or amending the General Plan. 
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CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

COMMUNITY VISION 

It is Clearfield City’s community vision to provide for a strong, positive civic image and identity based on a high-
quality living environment in a clean and attractive physical setting.

The Objectives of this Community Vision are to:

1. Recognize and promote Clearfield as a leading Davis County community with a positive environment, 
consistent with its traditional family-oriented values.

2. Promote Clearfield as a regional center for manufacturing, governmental, and commercial facilities with 
excellent accessibility and a high-quality business environment.

3. Encourage redevelopment to take full advantage of Clearfield’s strategic location with respect to major rail 
and highway amenities and proximity to air transportation. 

4. Preserve, protect and enhance the historical, cultural, and natural resources of the community.

5. Ensure the continued and orderly growth of the City through long-term utility and infrastructure planning 
for culinary water, sewer, storm drainage, and waste removal.  

6. Channel future growth and development into areas that can be efficiently and effectively served by public 
infrastructure and facilities.

7. Ensure that new development is of exceptional quality and expresses attractive architectural and site 
design standards consistent with its particular use and location.

8. Promote intergovernmental cooperation and communication regarding issues of future development 
within and around Clearfield City.

9. Promote the policies of the Clearfield City Corporation Strategic Plan that improve the Image, Livability 
and Economy of Clearfield City.
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CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

CHAPTER 2 – LAND USE ELEMENT
INTRODUCTION

The General Plan is intended to provide land use policy direction and guidance to decision-makers as they 
address future land use changes within the City, and shall be used in conjunction with Exhibit 1, Land Use Map 
of the General Plan.  

CURRENT LAND USE 

Clearfield City encompasses 
approximately 4,949 acres of land 
(7.73 square miles), including 
transportation corridors, parks 
and open space, and a portion 
of the west side of Hill Air Force 
Base. Figures 2.1 and 2.2 show 
the current distribution of land 
throughout the City.

CURRENT ZONING

There are currently 20 zoning 
classifications in Clearfield City – two overlay zones, two agricultural zones, eight residential zones, five 
commercial zones, one manufacturing zone, one public facilities zone, and the Hill Air Force Base Zone.  Figure 
2.3 shows the percentage of land by zoning category as of January 1, 2017.   A short description of the general 
intent and uses allowed in each zone is presented in the text below.

Agricultural Zones:

The A-1 Agriculture Zone provides for agricultural 
uses on lots that are a minimum of fourteen 
thousand five hundred twenty (14,520) square 
feet in size. 

The A-2 Agriculture Zone was created in 2009 to 
provide for agricultural uses and certain animal 
rights on existing, developed single-family lots 
that are a minimum of fourteen thousand five 
hundred twenty (14,520) square feet in size. 

Residential Zones:

The R-1-6 Zone was created for single family use 
with building lots a minimum of six 
thousand five hundred (6,500) square feet in 
size, and now allows for minimum lot sizes of 
six thousand (6,000) square feet in size.  

LAND USE TYPE TOTAL ACRES BY TYPE PERCENT OF TOTAL

Manufacturing 943.66 19.1%

Agricultural 213.51 4.3%

Residential 1454.08 29.4%

Public (parks, schools, government) 158.54 3.2%

Hill Air Force Base 387.75 7.8%

Commercial 423.23 8.6%

Mixed Use 58.06 1.2%

Undeveloped 515.79 10.4%

Road, Rail & HWY 794.76 16.1%

TOTAL LAND USE 4949.38 100.0%

3 



CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

The R-1-6 Zone is allowed for infill single-family development and also as an alternative to larger lot single-
family uses in areas designated as residential on the future land use map. The R-1-6 Zone is an alternative 
single-family option to multi-family development in areas outside of the downtown corridor and should be 
used to encourage a mix of housing types throughout the City.  

The R-1-8 Zone was developed to allow for slightly larger single-family lots within the City.  A majority of the 
residential neighborhoods in the City were built under this zone.  Building lots in this zone must be a minimum 
of eight thousand (8,000) square feet. This zone is Clearfield City’s default residential single family zone, and is 
the preferred zone for future development of single family housing. 

The R-1-9 Zone requires single-family building lots that are at least nine thousand (9,000) square feet.  In 
order to simplify the administration of the City’s zoning ordinance and to promote a more balanced pattern 
of land use development, it is the City’s policy that no new parcels of land be rezoned to R-1-9.  Any property 
with existing R-1-9 zoning may continue with that designation until such time as it is removed or changed in 
accordance with applicable law.
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CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

The R-1-Open Zone calls for single-family homes built around an open space element.  The intent of the R-1-
Open Zone is to provide local parks or open space for the City’s residents.  It is the City’s policy that no new 
parcels of land be rezoned to R-1-O.  Any property with an existing R-1-O designation may continue with that 
designation until such time as it is removed or changed in accordance with applicable law.  

The R-M Zone is for mobile homes or modular housing, generally built at higher densities than other residential 
zones.  The City has adopted several new zones which provide for high density residential development in a 
variety of configurations, including the R-2 Zone, R-3 Zone, and R-3R Redevelopment Zone.  Therefore, it is 
the City’s policy that no new parcels of land be rezoned to R-M.  Any property with existing R-M zoning 
may continue with that designation until such time as it is removed or changed in accordance with 
applicable law.

The R-2 Zone is designated for multi-family dwelling units with a density up 
to eight (8) units per acre.  Developments under this zone are typically 
arranged as duplexes, twin homes, or townhome-style units.  

The R-3 Zone is designated for high-density multi-family 
dwelling units in configurations up to sixteen (16) units per 
acre.  There have been numerous apartment complexes and 
condominium projects built under this Zone. Each project, 
as proposed, shall be evaluated on its own merits, and R-3 
Zone shall be approved or denied on a case by case basis.  
Increasing R-3 zoning in the downtown area of Clearfield City 
will created more opportunities and support the development 
of commercial and retail space.

The R-3R Redevelopment Zone was created in 2009 to provide 
an attractive setting for new and redeveloped high density 
multiple-family dwellings with upgraded design features. It is 
primarily intended to encourage the redevelopment of existing 
high-density residential developments within the City. Certain 
nonresidential uses that are compatible with residential 
development are also anticipated and provided for. 

Commercial Zones:

The B-1 Buffer Zone was developed to separate intense uses 
in the Commercial and Manufacturing Zones from less-
intense residential neighborhoods. This zone has helped in the 
development of several service-oriented businesses which are 
located in close proximity to their clientele.  The 2009 zoning 
ordinance amendments contain numerous regulations that 
accomplish the purposes of the B-1 Buffer Zone.  Therefore, 
it is the City’s policy that no new parcels of land be rezoned 
to B-1.  Any property with an existing B-1 designation may 
continue with that designation until such time as it is removed 
or changed in accordance with applicable law.   
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CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

The C-1 Zone is intended to provide areas for general office and service use mixed with light retail.  This zone is 
also used to provide personal and clerical services near residential neighborhoods and hospitals.

The C-2 Zone is for general commercial business activities.  This is the primary zone found along the major 
transportation corridors of the City.  

The C-R Commercial Residential Zone is intended to allow for a more traditional mix of compatible residential 
and commercial uses within the same area.  

The D-R Downtown Redevelopment Zone is intended to provide for an attractive, vibrant, and safe downtown 
in the City; to encourage the development of vacant or underutilized parcels of land; and to encourage the 
replacement, renovation, or rehabilitation of dilapidated or decaying structures.

The MU Mixed Use Zone is intended to provide a variety of land uses that are purposely combined for larger 
areas (40 acre minimum) located near transportation nodes and corridors.  Mixed use areas are intended to 
support a broad range of land uses such as commercial, office, entertainment, recreational, civic and residential 
uses within single buildings (vertical mixed use) or within neighborhoods (horizontal mixed use).  The mixed use 
zoning permits nonresidential development (i.e. commercial or employment), or nonresidential and residential 
development, but it does not permit residential development without a substantial nonresidential component.

Manufacturing Zone:

The M-1 Manufacturing Zone provides areas within the City for processing, assembling, manufacturing, 
warehousing and storage activities.  This zone is primarily utilized in and around the Freeport Center.  

Public Facilities Zone:

The P-F Public Facilities Zone is appropriate for uses such as churches, schools, public buildings, open space, 
parks, public utilities, publicly owned property and other related uses, although many of these uses are also 
allowed as permitted or conditional uses in other zones.  

Hill Air Force Base:

The HAFB Hill Air Force Base consists of property within the boundaries of the federally-owned Hill Air Force 
Base on the northeast side of the City.  This area is utilized primarily for Base housing and other military-related 
activities.  It is currently shown on the City’s Zoning Map, but no corresponding regulations exist for the area 
due to the City’s limited land use authority over property owned by the Federal Government.

MIDA or “FALCON HILL”:

The MIDA District consists of property that has been annexed into Clearfield City from Hill Air Force Base. 
This area is developed and maintained by the Military Installation Development Authority (MIDA), but adopts 
Clearfield City’s tax rates. It is shown on the City’s Zoning Map, but no corresponding regulations from Clearfield 
City are applicable in the zoning due to the City’s limited land use authority over property owned by the Federal 
Government.
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CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

Overlay Zones “non-standard” or “inactive”:

The P-D Planned Development Overlay Zone was originally created to guide development of the City’s remaining 
high-density residential properties.  In late 2009, the City adopted a number of comprehensive amendments to 
the land use ordinance that accomplish the purposes of the P-D Overlay Zone.  Therefore, it is the City’s policy 
that no new parcels of land be rezoned with a P-D Overlay.  Any property with an existing P-D overlay may 
continue with that designation until such time as it is removed or changed in accordance with applicable law.  

The S-P Special Purpose Overlay Zone is a contract zone that was originally intended to provide a flexible 
approach to land use regulations based on the proposed use of the property.  The 2009 land use ordinance 
amendments contain numerous regulations that accomplish the purposes of the S-P Overlay Zone.  Therefore, 
it is the City’s policy that no new parcels of land be rezoned with an S-P Overlay.  Any property with an existing 
S-P overlay may continue with that designation until such time as it is removed or changed in accordance with
applicable law.

FUTURE ZONING

It may be necessary to amend the City’s zoning classifications from time to time to ensure that the goals of the 
City are being reached.  The Planning Commission and City Council approved comprehensive amendments 
to the land use ordinance in 2009, 2010. 2015 and 2017.  Those amendments should be carefully monitored to 
ensure they accomplish their stated purposes.  

FUTURE LAND USE

The Future Land Use Map is attached to this Plan as Exhibit 1.  It is an idealized “snapshot” of the City’s land 
use at a future date, and is an integral part of this General Plan.  The following land use categories of the map 
are intended to help guide future land use decisions:

Commercial.  Lands designated as “Commercial” on the Future Land Use Map are to be used primarily for 
commercial activities, including office and retail. 

Business Park.  The primary purpose of the Business Park designation is job creation in an attractive office/
light manufacturing/commercial environment.  

Falcon Hill.  Lands designated as “Falcon Hill” on the Future Land Use Map are part of the Falcon Hill Master 
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CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

Plan at Hill Air Force Base.  The primary uses of 
this land will be for office and other commercial 
activities, as well as other uses identified in the 
Falcon Hill Master Plan approved by the Base. 

Hill Air Force Base (HAFB).  A majority of the land 
occupied by Hill Air Force Base is designated with 
the HAFB land use category.  This land will be used 
for ongoing military operations and training.  

Manufacturing. Lands designated as 
“Manufacturing” on the Future Land Use Map are 
to be used primarily for manufacturing-related 
activities.

Mixed-Use.  Lands designated as “Mixed-Use” on 
the Future Land Use Map are places where a variety 
of land uses are purposely combined.  Mixed-Use 
areas are intended to support a broad range of 
residential, commercial, recreational, entertainment, 
office, and civic uses within single buildings (vertical 
mixed-use), or within neighborhoods (horizontal 
mixed-use).  The Mixed-Use designation allows 
for commercial development or commercial and 
residential development, but not for residential 
development without a significant commercial 
component.  

Residential.  Lands designated as “Residential” on 
the Future Land Use Map are to be used primarily 
for residential activities in a variety of configurations 
and densities.  A portion of the existing housing on Hill Air Force Base is included in this designation. Additionally 
agricultural land is also included in this designation, as this designation contains and allows for single homes 
with some agricultural or animal uses.

Figure 2.4 lists appropriate zoning classifications for each of the categories on the Future Land Use Map of the 
General Plan.

LAND USE GUIDELINES

The following land use guidelines should be followed throughout the City:

1. The identity of Clearfield City should be strengthened by land uses which improve the image of the 
community and foster a positive, healthy living environment conducive to long-term residency.

2. The relationship of planned land uses should reflect consideration of existing development, environmental 
conditions, service and transportation needs, and fiscal impacts.

GENERAL PLAN LAND 
USE CATEGORY

APPROPRIATE ZONING 
CLASSIFICATIONS

COMMERCIAL
C-1
C-2

B-1**

BUSINESS PARK C-1
C-2

FALCON HILL Falcon Hill*
HAFB HAFB

MANUFACTURING M-1

MIXED-USE

C-R
C-1
C-2
D-R
MU

RESIDENTIAL

A-1
A-2

R-1-9**
R-1-8
R-1-6

R-1-Open
R-2
R-3

R-3R
R-M**

PUBLIC USE Public Factilities

*Indicates appropriate zoning classifications that do not currently exist at the 
time of adoption of this General Plan

**Existing zoning only, not to be applied to additional parcels
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3. Redevelopment should emphasize the reuse of developed areas and existing community resources in
such a way as to increase the livability and aesthetics of the City.

4. The Land Use Plan should provide for a full range and mix of land uses including residential, commercial,
manufacturing, and public use areas.

5. Transitions between differing land uses and intensities should be made gradually with
compatible uses, particularly where natural or man-made buffers are not available.
Adequate screening and design should be provided to protect existing residential
areas from more intense land uses.

6. Development approval should be tied to the construction of
culinary water, sewer, storm drainage, and circulation systems.

7. Density increases should be considered only after adequate
infrastructure and resource availability have been sufficiently
demonstrated.

8. An interconnecting public open space system should be
provided, including pedestrian linkages, recreational areas,
natural areas, on-road cycling facilities, and drainage ways.

9. Commercial and manufacturing uses should be highly accessible, 
clustered near the center of their service areas, and developed
in harmony with the uses and character of surrounding districts.

10. The Land Use Plan should promote and encourage land use
patterns that provide a high quality of life to all and offer choice
in mobility and transportation.

11. The remaining vacant properties in the City should be developed 
at their highest and best use to maximize their value to the
landowner and the City.

12. The quality and usefulness of parks and open space should be
maximized.   Open spaces that are small, inaccessible, difficult
to maintain, or encumbered by utilities, drainage basins, or
excessive slopes should not be encouraged.

13. Manufacturing and industrial activities should be limited to those areas already zoned for such uses.

14. Properties registered with the County or State for agricultural or industrial protection should be
recognized by the City to allow such land uses.

15. Land use decisions should be based on a comprehensive understanding of their effects on the
environment and surrounding areas.

9



CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

GOALS AND POLICIES OF LAND USE

Goal 1:  Maintain consistency between the Cities’ Land Use Ordinance and the General Plan.

Policy:  Continue to update the City’s Land Use Ordinance as necessary to maintain consistency with  
  this General Plan.

Implementation Measure #1: Establish new criteria as necessary for the Downtown 
Redevelopment and infill development projects

Implementation Measure #2: Evaluate the efficacy of existing zones and make amendments as 
necessary.

Implementation Measure #3: Consider the use of Form Based Code and other zoning tools to 
assure new development is high quality with a built form that is appropriate for the area it is 
developed within.

Goal 2:  Facilitate the Development of Falcon Hill at Hill Air Force Base.

Policy:  Continue to work with the Military Installation Development Authority (MIDA), Hill Air Force  
  Base, and the Falcon Hill developers to begin construction of the Falcon Hill project.

Implementation Measure #1: Continue to be actively involved in all Falcon Hill discussions and 
meetings with MIDA, Hill AFB, and the developers.

Implementation Measure #2: Develop processes for efficient review and administration of MIDA 
building permits, sign permits, development, and business license applications. 

Goal 3:  Increase Employment and Commercial Opportunities. 

Policy:  Promote the creation of new jobs, businesses, and retail opportunities in the City.

Implementation Measure #1: Continue to actively work with the Economic Development 
Corporation of Utah (EDCUTAH), the Governor’s Office of Economic Development (GOED), and 
other similar organizations to attract new businesses and jobs to Clearfield City. 

Implementation Measure #2: Work with the owners of the Freeport Center to develop a 
revitalization plan to increase the Center’s desirability and ability to compete against newer 
manufacturing centers.  

Implementation Measure #2: Following the adoption of the Downtown Small Area Plan, work 
with community partners and agencies for the successful implementation of this plan.
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Goal 4: Revitalize Neighborhoods and Commercial Districts with a focus on a Downtown Core.

Policy: Encourage redevelopment and renovation of deteriorating neighborhoods and commercial 
districts.

Implementation Measure #1: Facilitate the redevelopment of downtown Clearfield City through 
public-private partnerships. Continue funding of the Façade and Site Improvement Grant 
program for downtown businesses.  Incentivize redevelopment of the downtown area by using 
tax increment financing.

Implementation Measure #2: Create land use ordinances that allow and encourage infill 
and redevelopment.  Envision downtown as public places that have the potential to become 
destinations for pedestrians.

Implementation Measure #3: Prioritize code enforcement and property maintenance throughout 
the City. Hold regular coordination meetings with code enforcement and the planning office, to 
ensure compliance with City ordinances.

Implementation Measure #4: Adopt small area (district) plans to focus on neighborhoods and 
provide specific goals and strategies to enhance the positives and improve upon those items 
of concern.

Implementation Measure #5: Encourage the mixing of uses along a corridor, including jobs and 
housing in close proximity to one another.

11



CLEARFIELD CITY GENERAL PLAN

CHAPTER 3 - TRANSPORTATION 
INTRODUCTION

The General Plan is intended to provide for the safe and efficient movement of people and goods in the City, 
reinforce surrounding land development patterns, and enhance regional transportation facilities, and should 
be used in conjunction with Exhibit 2, Master Streets Plan and Transportation Map of the General Plan.  

The primary purpose of addressing transportation through the General Plan is to ensure balance between 
future transportation needs based on the demands generated by future land use development through multi-
modal infrastructure improvements with the goal of providing transportation choices that meet the needs of 
all users.  Transportation planning requires both a regional and local perspective with plans that account for 
transportation issues in the local area as well as in surrounding communities to be successful.

The recommendations included herein represent street capital improvements that may ultimately be needed 
if Clearfield fully developed according to the Land Use Element.  It is important to emphasize that the 
recommendations do not necessarily suggest required needs in the next five, ten, or even twenty years.  Also, 
inherent in a long-range projection is the potential for variation due to unforeseen economic, political, social, 
and technological changes.

Clearfield City’s long-range Transportation goals should include:

1. Secure right-of-way prior to or concurrent with land development.

2. Determine if outlying potential development could degrade existing streets, and consider actions to 
limit or concentrate future land-use densities, if required.

3. Identify trucks routes throughout the city to reduce truck traffic in residential areas, as well as impacts 
to streets designed for less impactful traffic.

4. Anticipate long-range financial demands and search for additional methods of street improvement 
funding.

5. Establish long-range improvement plan for all facilities including those under UDOT and UTA control 
to help direct those agencies in future development. 

Although the above recommendations are important and should be considered when appropriate, actual 
improvements must be tied to future growth.
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TRANSPORTATION AMENITIES 

Clearfield City is easily accessed through a well-developed network of transportation amenities, including 
the Utah Transit Authority ’s Frontrunner commuter rail service, Interstate I-15, Highway 193, Antelope Drive 
(1700 South), State/Main Street (SR 126), 300 North, 800 North, and 1000 West.  The City should preserve 
and enhance these amenities in a manner that maximizes their usefulness and service to the community.  

TRANSPORTATION MAP 

Exhibit 2, Maters Streets Plan and Transportation Map of the General Plan depicts transportation infrastructure 
in accordance with future build out and capacity.  The following street classifications are utilized:

Freeways.  Streets designated as Freeways on the Transportation Map are to be designed to 
safely handle very large volumes of through-traffic.  Direct access should be limited to 
widely-spaced interchanges. Design, construction, and operation of Freeways shall 
be provided by the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) and the 
Federal Highways Administration (FHWA).

Arterial Streets.  Streets designated as Arterial Streets on the Map are 
intended to provide through-traffic circulation between areas of the 
City and across the City.  Direct access to adjacent uses should be 
limited.  Arterials have two categories: major and minor.

Collector Streets.  Streets designated as Collector Streets on the Map 
are intended to provide for traffic movement between Arterial and Local 
Streets.  Center left-turn lanes should be provided where possible to 
allow for greater access to adjacent uses.  Driveway accesses should 
be evenly spaced.  Collectors also have two categories: major and 
minor.

Local Streets.  Streets designated as Local Streets on the Map (not all 
shown) are intended to provide for direct access to abutting land uses 
as needed and for local traffic movement.

TRANSPORTATION GUIDELINES

The following transportation guidelines should be followed throughout 
the City for both standard Transportation as well as Active Transportation 
infrastructure:

1. Land use and transportation planning should be coordinated
to maximize the development opportunities created by major
transportation routes and interchanges.

2. Arterial Streets should be protected from encroachment resulting from improper access to adjacent
land uses.

3. An adequate thoroughfare system should be designed within future growth areas and sufficient
rights-of-way should be designated prior to land development or through the plan approval process.
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4. There should be adequate access to and around commercial and manufacturing areas, public facilities,
and other activity centers.

5. Localized traffic congestion and operational problems should be minimized and mitigated as much
as possible.

6. All roadways in the community should have properly designed surfaces with drainage facilities which
are maintained in adequate condition.

7. The overall design and appearance of roadways within the community should be improved.

8. Transportation facilities should be designed and developed in harmony with the natural environment
and with respect to adjacent land uses such as schools, churches, libraries, and other public facilities.

9. Non-local and commercial traffic should be minimized within residential neighborhoods and be
directed to designated truck routes in the City.

10. Adequate off-street parking facilities should be provided for all activity centers.

11. Safe and convenient bicycle and pedestrian movement should be provided.

12. The City should continue to provide for alternative modes of transportation, including the integration
of the UTA Frontrunner Commuter Rail Stop into the City’s overall transportation plan.

13. Efforts should be made to provide for the safe and efficient movement of trucks and service vehicles
within the community in a manner that does not adversely affect nearby land uses. Consideration of
preferred freight routes within the City, or within Freeport should be considered and identified.

14. Pedestrian signals should be provided only at vehicular signal locations.  Crosswalks should be
restricted to intersections.

15. Street lighting should be consistent with the need for public safety, intensity of adjacent land uses
and aesthetics. .

16. Streets in developing areas should provide for the free flow of traffic when the construction is complete.

17. Existing streets should be upgraded to minimize congestion. Where congestion can be attributed to
new construction, needed improvements should be the responsibility of the developer.

18. Street classification should be determined by projected traffic volumes, desired operation speeds,
projected traffic types, projected construction phasing, and location.

19. Intersections should be located at intervals which maximize street capacities and provide necessary
access.  Traffic signals should be installed as needed.

20. The demands generated by private development should be equal to its participation in street system
improvements through the payment of impact fees, the dedication of land, and the construction of
necessary facilities.

21. Sidewalks should be provided in all commercial and residential areas, as well as along major
transportation corridors that have access to necessary services.

22. The City should continue to work in a cooperative manner with other governmental agencies and
organizations in the planning and construction of transportation infrastructure  that benefits the
City.

23. Safe and efficient transportation routes should be provided to and from commonly used public
facilities such as parks, schools, libraries, and churches.

24. All transportation improvements should be responsive in both planning for and development of
infrastructure that will meet the needs of all users.
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GOALS AND POLICIES OF TRANSPORTATION

Goal 1: To preserve, enhance, and beautify the City’s main transportation corridors. 

Policy: Promote the preservation, enhancement and beautification of State Street, North Main 
Street,  700 South, 200 South, 1700 South, 300 North, 800 North, and 1000 West.

Implementation Measure #1: Implement the D-R Downtown Redevelopment Zone to improve 
the appearance of the City’s main transportation corridors.  Adhere to strict application of 
design standards in the main transportation corridors.

Implementation Measure #2: Work with developers to encourage high-quality, attractive 
development at the main entrances to the City.

Implementation Measure #3:  Develop Form Based Code and Small Area Plans for downtown 
area, S.R. 126 area, and Antelope Drive to establish predictable high quality development.

Goal 2: Promote the development of alternative modes of transportation throughout the City and to 
the Salt Lake and Ogden metropolitan areas.

Policy: Encourage the development of opportunities for alternative modes of transportation including  
active transportation between local communities and from Clearfield City to the Salt Lake and  
Ogden metropolitan areas.

Implementation Measure #1: Take advantage of existing infrastructure such as streets, 
highways, and railroads to allow for alternative modes of transportation.

Implementation Measure #2: Facilitate the construction of the commuter rail transit oriented 
development to encourage use of transit by residents of Clearfield City.

Implementation Measure #3:  Facilitate the implementation of the Clearfield Utah Transit 
Authority (UTA) Circulator Study.

Implementation Measure #4:  Facilitate the construction of bicycle and pedestrian improvements 
on Antelope Drive as part of the Utah Collaborative Active Transportation Study (UCATS).
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Goal 3: Improve the City’s existing transportation infrastructure.

Policy: Maintain high quality transportation facilities by focusing on improving, maintaining, and  
repairing the City’s existing streets and trails.  

Implementation Measure #1: Maximize available resources to repair and maintain in good 
condition the City’s streets and trails. 

Implementation Measure #2: Update the City’s Capital Facilities Plan for streets.

Implementation Measure #3:  Support Davis County in implementing 2015 H.B. 362 Local 
Option Sales Tax to increase local transportation funding for roads and active transportation. 

Goal 4: Make Clearfield City more pedestrian-friendly.

Policy: Encourage the development of trails and walkable areas in the City. 

Implementation Measure #1: Encourage site planning methods that result in pedestrian 
connectivity between and within developed areas.  

Implementation Measure #2: Preserve adequate space for future trail corridors where 
appropriate.

Implementation Measure #3: Plan for crosswalks at intersections, improve all necessary mid-
block crossings.

Implementation Measure #4:  Complete a comprehensive sidewalk inventory along with a 
needs analysis.

Implementation Measure #5:  Apply for Utah State Safe Routes to School Funds along school 
walking routes that require needed improvements.
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Why Create a 
Downtown?

A Downtown serves several 
key purposes: 

 » The economic driver for 
the city overall

 » The center of activity, jobs, 
and commerce for the 
community

 » A walkable and distinct 
part of the city

 » It is a destination, a place 
of civic pride where people 
want to spend time

 Introduction
Background
This plan is based on feedback from residents, stakeholders, elected officials 
and city staff to establish a strong Downtown in Clearfield City. The plan seeks to 
accomplish two main objectives: (1) to create a vision for downtown Clearfield, 
and (2) to develop supporting recommendations on how to achieve and 
implement the vision over time. The planning effort was initiated by Clearfield 
City to explore creating a city heart and a true live/work/play corridor for the 
community. The process brought a diverse group of stakeholders together to 
develop a unified vision that establishes a blueprint for the future of Clearfield 
for generations to come. Exhibit 1 displays the study area, along SR126 from 700 
South to 650 North, with the inclusion of Clearfield FrontRunner Station.

Exhibit 1: Project Area

CLEARFIELD STATION
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300 N

M
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Introduction to the Vision
This plan outlines a vision for the future of downtown Clearfield. The vision was 
developed from a robust stakeholder process engaging a variety of perspectives. 
The Vision comprehensively addresses land use and transportation for the Main/
State Street SR 126 corridor. It identifies individual districts, a cohesive “string of 
pearls” that make up the central focus of the Clearfield Downtown. 

The Downtown Districts
Moving North to South through the Downtown corridor there are four key 
districts of focus outlined by a faint purple circle. In each district development is 
intended to serve a particular and unique role, yet act cohesively for the overall 
functionality of the Downtown. 

Exchange Center
Exchange Center, surrrounding 200 South and Main Street, is a mix of Civic and 
Town place types, and is the district that includes municipal services and a small 
hub of housing with supporting commercial. This is the District for government 
offices–the existing Clearfield City Hall and Davis County Health Department 
serve as focal points for this District. The Exchange Center is where the 
walkable, vibrant Downtown begins on the north end.

Mabey Place
Mabey Place is envisioned to become easily recognizable as the heart of 
Clearfield. Both Urban Commerce and Urban Residential place types are located 
here, indicating the most intense part of Downtown. Utilizing the existing Mabey 
Pond as a community-identified asset, this District includes a central public 
plaza. To increase visibility and access to the pond and plaza, a pedestrian 
promenade is planned from State Street to Mabey Plaza. This will enhance 
walkability in the area, and emphasize the focal point of the Downtown. See 
Exhibit 2 for Mabey Place Renderings. 

Access Point
Access Point, centered at 700 South and Main Street, is the most well-
connected, accessible part of the city and Downtown area. It is the first main 
intersection north of the Clearfield Station District, and the gateway intersection 
from the freeway exit to the Downtown. This makes it a great place to shop. 
Access point is planned with Town Commerce place types on all four corners 
of the intersection, indicating a small mixed use hub with a strong retail 
focus connecting the central Downtown, the entrance into the City, and the 
FrontRunner station. 

Clearfield Station
This district is that redevelopable area surrounding Clearfield Station, adjacent to 
the intersection of 1250 South and State Street. Planned development includes a 
transit oriented core or Urban place type, and surrounding residential, civic, and 
flex business uses. Enhancing the connection between Clearfield Station and the 
remaining downtown area will strengthen the vitality of this corridor.

Exchange Center.

Mabey Place.

Access Point.

Clearfield Station.
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Exhibit 2: Mabey Place Renderings 
Mabey Place

Potential Elements of Mabey 
Place District:

 » Pedestrian Promenade 

 » Town square and event 
venue

 » A mix of uses allowing 
residents to live, work, and 
play

 » Park Once District

 » Outdoor seating and dining

 » Public art and sculpture

 » Distinct signage and 
thematic lighting

 » Strategically placed 
landscaping for shade and 
aesthetic enjoyment

 » Splash pad and water 
features
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Place Types
Place Types are general context for what will be designed in a particular location as established by the vision. The place 
type descriptions below are intended to guide the user through the appropriate recommendations that were defined by the 
visioning process. The Downtown plan recognizes that places are complex in reality and won't conform to a template; these 
place types are provided to convey the Vision's intent. 

Urban
The Urban Commerce and Urban Residential place types are the most commonly found in the most concentrated part 
of a Downtown district.  These place types are most centrally located. Both Urban place types have a height maximum 
of six stories, and are the only place types in the plan with a minimum height requirement (two stories). The Urban place 
type calls for higher ground floor transparency, and places parking only in the rear of buildings. The building setback 
of the Urban place type is the most conservative to encourage the creation of a street wall. This creates an enjoyable 
pedestrian experience with business and areas of interest right up to the sidewalk and a feeling of pedestrian safety. Front 
door entrances are oriented to the sidewalk.  Due to the closer proximity of businesses and community activities in the 
Downtown, the Park Once district concept described on page 9 will be most applicable in the Urban place type and in the 
Mabey Place District.

The main difference between the two Urban place types is that commercial uses are strongly incentivized in the Urban 
Commerce place type. While residential and commercial uses are not exclusive to the Urban Residential or Urban 
Commerce place types, respectively, the solid Urban Commerce place type is significant in that this is where commercial 
uses should be incentivized by the city. Residential development in Urban Commerce can take place, but only when 
accompanied by commercial development. Commercial development is welcomed in Urban Residential, but is not 
incentivized. The Urban place type is intended to be a mixed use center conducive to a walkable Downtown. Office is 
welcomed within both Urban place types.

Exhibit 3: Sample Rendering of an Urban Place Type Eye Level View 

Image Source: Christopher Illustrations
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Town
The Town Commerce and Residential place types are similar to the Urban place types, however with a slightly lower height 
limit and differing building orientation. The height range for both place types is from one to four stories, allowing flexibility. 
The setbacks can be slightly regressed from the sidewalk, allowing space for landscaping, bike parking, outdoor seating, etc. 
A requirement remains for mid to high commercial ground floor transparency in the Town place types to increase pedestrian 
interest. The parking lot location is directed to either the rear or side of buildings. Entrances should be oriented to the 
sidewalk or on the side of the buildings.

Similar to the Urban Commerce and Residential place types, the Town Commerce and Residential place types can include 
both residential and commercial uses. Town Commerce place types are focused at intersections and on street fronts to 
encourage commercial development in optimal locations. Residential development within the Town Commerce place type 
should be accompanied by commercial development. The Town Residential allows commercial uses but also establishes a 
range of uses and encourages a mix of housing options. Office is welcomed within this place type.

Commercial
The Commercial place type is aligned with the existing zoning and density along the Main/State corridor with a height of one 
to two stories, but encourages additional design improvements as established by the Vision. While building height is one to 
two stories and setbacks are greater here than in the Town and Urban place types, the Commercial place types requires 
a medium ground floor transparency and directs parking to the rear or side of the building. Entrances can be oriented to 
the sidewalk or the side of the building for the Commercial place type. However, this place type does not put a designation 
on the location of the front door, to allow design flexibility. This commercial development is placed at the outskirts of the 
Downtown; the improvement in development quality and walkable design will support the prosperity of the Downtown core. 
Residential uses are not present within this place type, however office development is welcomed.

Civic
The Civic place type is mainly for government services and community facilities, and includes office uses. Residential 
uses are not permitted within this place type. The Civic place type has a height range of one to six stories and a ground 
floor transparency requirement. The setback for some Civic buildings can fluctuate to allow community space to front the 
buildings, however the place type overall will see setbacks similar to those of the Town place type. Parking in the Civic place 
type is to be placed to the rear or side of buildings. The front door entrance should be oriented to the sidewalk. 

Place Types Use Table
Exhibit 4: Land Uses and Housing Types within Place Types

USE
URBAN 

COMMERCE
URBAN 

RESIDENTIAL
TOWN 

COMMERCE
TOWN 

RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL CIVIC

Retail Incentivize Yes Incentivize Yes Yes Limited

Office Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Civic Yes No No No No No

Multi-plex Residential Bonus 2 Yes Bonus 2 Yes No No

Townhouse 1 No No Bonus 2 Yes No No

Single Family Homes No No No No No No

Notes: 
1. Townhouse includes duplex, triplex, fourplex 
2. Must be accompanied by the development of retail, commercial (%)
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Downtown Design Guidelines
In order to achieve the vision set forth in this plan the following Design 
Guidelines should be considered: 

Streets
• Increase connectivity where opportunities arise, breaking up large blocks and 

increasing access for all modes
• Incorporate safe, separated bike lanes into all street configurations
• Take traffic calming measures in the core of Downtown to enhance both 

vehicle operator, pedestrian, and bicycle safety
• Reduce the number of vehicular access points along State/Main Street to 

enhance bicycle and pedestrian safety, and provide enhanced pedestrian 
street crossing locations 

Sidewalks
• Include sidewalks on all Downtown streets 
• Make Downtown sidewalks larger than the standard 4-5 foot sidewalk to allow 

for pedestrian comfort and usable public space where viable
• Provide amenities such as lighting and seating throughout the Downtown; 

a consistent street lighting design or model should be considered in future 
ordinance updates

• Plant small to medium trees within wells or park strips in order to uniformly 
insulate and shade the sidewalk, at a minimum of every 30 feet; a street tree 
theme should be considered

• Place power lines and poles underground where viable

Architecture
• Design multi-story buildings and buildings of commercial use in a way that 

minimizes their impact on neighboring single family homes; landscaping 
buffers and/or transitional building height should be considered

• Design buildings and signage to be human scale and pedestrian oriented
• Place buildings close to the street and be oriented to the street
• Heighten ground floor transparency for the majority of the place types to 60-

70% (excluding residential uses)
• Require ample entrances onto the street for long buildings, at least one per 

every 70 feet of frontage
• Design entrances to buildings to be attractive, highly visible, and face the 

street where appropriate
• Require vertical facade differentiation or articulation in the form of material or 

depth variation every 40 feet 
• Encourage buildings occupying a corner to be multiple stories, or taller than 

other buildings on the block
• Encourage quality, locally sourced, sustainable building materials 
• Encourage mixed-use buildings
• Apply quality design and materials to all four sides of buildings

Unless referenced above, please refer to the adopted Clearfield Design Standards located 
on the Clearfield City website here: http://sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/index.php?book_
id=372&chapter_id=65072

Dedicated Bike Lane.

Amenity-rich Sidewalk.

Pedestrian Oriented Signage. 

High Ground Floor Transparency.

http://sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/index.php?book_id=372&chapter_id=65072
http://sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/index.php?book_id=372&chapter_id=65072
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Parking
• Create Park Once Districts in areas within a particular district, especially near 

Mabey Place within the Urban place type
• Encourage on-street parking and publicly shared parking on secondary roads 

that do not currently have this amenity
• Encourage businesses to consider shared parking solutions where parking is 

private
• Reduce parking requirement for amenities such as bicycle parking, proximity 

to transit, and unbundled parking

Exhibit 5: Traditional Parking Approach versus Park Once District

Park Once Districts

A characteristic of 
successful downtowns is 
that they not only attract 
people, but allow them to 
move through the various 
uses and services in the 
downtown without needing 
to drive between them. 
These places are highly 
walkable and have compact 
design with diverse amount 
of uses and attractions 
in close proximity. The 
design and building layout 
of the downtown should 
encourage people to park 
their vehicles once, and 
leave it in its original location 
until they have completed 
their errands or activities 
within the downtown area. 
The Downtown Clearfield 
Districts, most notably 
Mabey Place, should:

 » Encourage central shared 
parking over scattered or 
excessive private surface 
parking lots

 » Encourage central 
location of key services or 
businesses

 » Create pleasant pedestrian 
environments

 » Have public space for 
visitors to be able to pass 
time in between activities

 » Count on-street parking 
toward total parking 
availability

 » Establish flexible parking 
requirements
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Open Space and Amenities
• Open space should be usable, active community space within the public realm, with attention given to quality, quantity, 

and function of landscaping, seating, lighting, etc. (Passive or aesthetic only open space is discouraged in the area)
• Parks, plazas, and open space should be connected to each other by bike lanes, trails, sidewalks, or multi-use paths
• Active public space like water features and splash pads are encouraged within the Mabey Place District and in other 

downtown parks and plazas that emerge
• Explore the possibility of installing public art along the corridor especially near key amenities to enhance the user 

experience and help to define the character of the Downtown
• Near the Downtown Gateways, investigate the opportunity to place wayfinding installations, or a Downtown welcome 

monument sign, particularly at the 700 South Gateway and the FrontRunner Station Gateway

Place Types Design Variations
While the overall character and anticipated quality of development throughout the entire Downtown are largely the same, 
there are details within each place type that vary. Exhibit 6 demonstrates those differing design requirements by place type. 

Exhibit 6: Development Standards and Design Standards by Place Type

STANDARD
URBAN 

COMMERCE
URBAN 

RESIDENTIAL
TOWN 

COMMERCE
TOWN 

RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL CIVIC

Height Minimum 
(Stories)

2 2 NA NA NA NA

Height Maximum 
(Stories)

6 6 4 4 3 6

Park Once District 1 Yes Yes Yes No No No

Parking Credits 2 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Shared Parking 
Allowed

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Urban Landscaping 3 Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes

Parking Location Rear Rear Rear or Side Rear or Side Rear or Side Rear or Side

Front Door Street 
Orientation

Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes

Ground-floor 
Commercial 
Transparency4

High Medium Medium Low Low Medium

Building Placement 
Near the Street

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Not Required

Notes:
1. Allow in-lieu fees, develop public parking, manage on-street to ensure availability (meters, time limits). See the callout box 
on page 9
2. Credits given for transit adjacency, bike racks, or when adjacent on-street parking is present
3. Discourage landscape buffers, instead promote usable landscaping and open space such as pocket parks, plazas, urban 
gardens, dining areas, and active space
4. Ground Floor Commercial Transparency recommendation ranges: High=60-80%; Medium=40-60%; Low=20-40%. 
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Open Space Vision
Throughout the Creating Downtown Clearfield process, the value of gathering 
spaces and public amenities was voiced by participants consistently. The 
addition of two major Downtown Plazas, the Mabey Pond Plaza and one within 
Clearfield Station, will contribute to the public realm of the area and provide the 
amenity the community feels is currently missing. The addition of active urban 
landscaping is key throughout open spaces within the Vision. There is a strong 
network of green space in the area; in order to recognize and enhance the 
existing parks, new connections explored in the Vision will link these together.

Exhibit 7: Exemplary Plazas

 “Downtown 
Clearfield would be 

much better if it only had           
 .” 
 » "City plaza around Mabey 
Pond"

 » "Splashpad"

 » "Center Public Gathering 
Space"

 » "Friday night Farmers 
Market with music and food 
trucks"

 » "Walkable plaza type 
locations"

 » "Town Square"

 » "More greenery"

 » "Decorative Street Lighting"

 » "A place to take my family 
to play."

- Workshop Participants
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Transportation Vision
Exhibit 8: Transportation Vision Map
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CREATING DOWNTOWN CLEARFIELD

Boulevard Renovation Recommendations
Most notably in the transportation element of the vision is the Boulevard 
Renovation indicated along State/Main Street. The following recommendations 
focus on the safety and appearance of the corridor. 

PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS
• Perpendicular to Mabey pond, a flashing-sign pedestrian crosswalk 

should cross Main/State Street (SR 126)
• The timing of intersection traffic lights within the Downtown Gateways on 

SR 126 should allow ample pedestrian crossing time
TRAFFIC CALMING AND SAFETY

• Access Management: Automobile driveways along SR 126 should be 
limited, sharing of accesses between developments as well as side/rear 
accesses are encouraged

• Coordinate with UDOT to develop SR 126 cross sections that account for 
safety for all modes

BICYCLE INFRASTRUCTURE
• Add a dedicated bike lane from the FrontRunner station through to 650 

North along SR 126 with right turn pockets using paint or planters
WALKING EXPERIENCE

• Widen sidewalks beyond the standard where the ROW is 100 feet
• Invest in landscaping along SR126
• Unique street lighting should be specified and consistent throughout the 
Downtown to help identify it as a destination

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
• Enhance bus stop amenities including shelters, seating, lighting
• Increase accessibility to bus stops via biking and walking
• Consider Wasatch Front Regional Council Regional Transportation Plan 
for enhanced bus/bus rapid transit for the corridor

All of these recommendations should be considered by Clearfield City, Utah 
Department of Transportation (UDOT), and the Wasatch Front Regional Council 
(WFRC) in the Regional Transportation Plan efforts along SR 126

Additionally, the transportation element of the Vision Map explores new road 
and path connections  in strategic locations. There are a few instances on the 
map where “explore new connections” is indicated to outline that the area 
would benefit from enhanced connectivity, but no clear solution exists under 
current land use conditions. 

The Downtown should be an accessible and visible place. A healthy Downtown 
is accessible to all modes of transportation; enhanced mobility contributes 
to the economic viability of a place. Investment should be made in active 
transportation in the Downtown, with special attention paid to accessibility of 
the FrontRunner transit station and bus stops.

The Gateways
Gateways or entrances into the Downtown indicated on the Vision Map by a 
red star have been placed on the Vision Map to indicate where Downtown 
treatments should begin. Elements should signify character and identity for 
downtown Clearfield through branding signage, landscaping, and general 
investment in the public realm. A design feature should be placed here to signify 
entrance into the Downtown.
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- Survey Respondent 
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Boulevard Renovation Feasible Scenarios
Proposed Cross Sections: All cross sections are drawn looking North with East to the right and West to the left. All right-of-
way widths are estimates. Proposed condition drawings are not engineered solutions. 

NORTH – S.R. 126 AND 300 NORTH
• Existing Condition: Five lane cross section with 12’+ lanes and standard bike lanes striped on shoulder. On-street parking 

has been removed. See below.

• Proposed Condition: Five lane cross section with lane widths reduced to 11 feet. Additional paint to create a buffered bike 
lane. See below.

CITY HALL – S.R. 126 AND CENTER STREET – 100 FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY
• Existing Condition: Five lane cross section with 12’+ lanes, right hand turn lane, wide radius corners, on-street parking, 

bike with traffic. See below.

• Proposed Condition: Five lane cross section with 11’ lanes, reduced turning radius on the east side northbound lane, 
widened sidewalks, buffered bike lane, bike lane placed between thru and right turn movement, removal of on-street 
parking. See below.
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MABEY PLACE– S.R. 126 MID-BLOCK – 77 FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY
• Existing Condition: Five lane cross section with 12’+ lanes, no right hand turn lane, multiple access points into various 

developments, bike with traffic. See below.

• Proposed Condition: Five lane cross section with 11 foot lanes, widened sidewalks, buffered bike lane, planted center 
median with pedestrian refuge, street trees, removal of on-street parking, access management into development. (This 
option would require approximately 10 feet of additional right-of-way to be acquired at the time of development). See 
below.
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Clearfield FrontRunner Station. Clearfield City. 

 Implementing the Vision
This section outlines actions and strategies to make the plan a reality. There 
are essentially two types of redevelopment incentives that can make the vision 
a reality--regulatory and financial. The time and investment differs greatly 
depending on the goal at hand. This implementation plan explores a variety of 
these options. 

GOAL 1: MODERNIZING DOWNTOWN ZONING

Most of the investment needed to make the plan a reality is private: developers 
willing to build.  Clearfield will need to be responsive to the needs of developers 
to encourage building that is consistent with the Vision.  Effective zoning is not 
the only mechanism to attract investment, but it is a necessary step.  Zoning 
regulations need to follow the Vision for downtown Clearfield while also allowing 
development to be profitable to a developer so they are willing to take on the 
risk of building.

Strategy 1: Assess gaps, reconcile current zoning and the Vision. 
In coordination with the Planning Commission, City Staff should conduct a 
thorough analysis to assess the gaps between the current zoning and the vision 
in regards to design, land use, and densities. When crafting a new zoning district 
or overlay, feedback from the development community should be sought. To 
realize the vision, the City should consider the following zoning approaches: 
 

Strategy 1 Option A: Develop a Form-based code for the corridor. 
Form-based codes emphasizes design over land use, can foster predictable 
built results and a high-quality public realm by using physical form, rather 
than separation of uses, as the organizing principle for the code. This 
approach will provide more certainty of the outcome consistent with the 
vision, but may take more time to craft and adopt compared to option B. 
The City should consider the Wasatch Choice for 2040 form-based code 
template as a resource for developing the code. 

Strategy 1 Option B: Develop new, traditional zones. The current 
Clearfield City zoning code governs uses, height, and building setback. 
The C2 zone currently encompasses the majority of the corridor and 
is too geographically broad to modify to implement the plan. If the City 
determines to pursue this approach, new zones should be developed to 
coincide with the place-types in Chapter 1.2. The development of overlay 
zones could address design and siting standards for each place type. Some 
advantages to simply working with the existing code to develop new zones 
are that it may be more feasible to implement quickly and may be more 
familiar to developers. However, this approach will provide less certainty of 
the development outcome compared to a form-based code.

Strategy 2: Streamline the Development Review Process. For developers, 
time is money. While accurate development review is important, it need not be 
an overly long process. To simplify project review, consider in the ordinance 
update which uses can be permitted or allowed.
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GOAL 2: MANAGE PARKING TO CREATE A WALKABLE, INVESTMENT-
FRIENDLY DOWNTOWN  

Strategy 1: Modify existing parking standards for downtown. These 
modified standards could be triggered either by land being within a new 
downtown overlay zone or in a form-based code district.  Look to have parking 
maximums, create mechanisms that allow shared parking beween uses at 
peak times, and allow parking reductions for uses with close promity to transit. 
Parking will be a challenging subject, but with the Downtown vision focued on 
walking and bicycling accessibility both to the center and within, it is appropriate 
fto consider less parking  Parking is expensive to provide by developers and can 
consume a significant amount of land that could otherwise be used for buildings. 
Parking generation studies indicate that settings like Downtown Clearfield tend 
to experience lower levels of demand per land use square footage.  Further, 
reduced required parking supply levels may help spur investment Downtown 
by increasing the proportion of a site utilized by revenue-generating building 
square footage.  For guidance on these questions, refer to the Institute of 
Transportation Engineers' book Parking Demand and Urban Land Institute's 
books Shared Parking and Dimensions of Parking. 

Strategy 2: Provide public parking near Mabey Pond. Public parking 
lots tend to be more efficiently utilized given their potential use by patrons 
of all locations in the vicinity; they tend to be shared more broadly between 
businesses and destinations in the vicinity.  It relieves parking cost to 
businesses, spurring development. The city should look into purchasing ¼ acre 
or more of land within ¼ mile of Mabey Pond for use as a public parking lot.

Strategy 3: Allow developers to provide in-lieu fees in exchange for 
providing required parking spaces.  In-lieu fees can then be utilized by 
the City to purchase more publicly shared surface parking lots and, over time, 
potentially fund structured parking improvements to these public parking lots.  
Public parking lots are more efficiently utilized than private lots meaning fewer 
spaces are needed to serve the same parking demand.  Corvallis Oregon offers 
a salient example useful for crafting an in-lieu fee regulation for Clearfield.  
Corvallis assesses a fee of $10,000 for each parking space that is not provided 
on-site and instead is provided in the nearby public lot.  Clearfield should assess 
an appropriate fee given prevailing land prices and in recognition that a space 
within walking distance does not have the same value to a landowner than that 
of an on-site space. 

The in-lieu fee option should be made available to the entire Mabey pond district 
at a minimum.  In addition, the city may elect to use existing public parking in the 
Civic Center area as a second public parking area to allow a quick start to a park 
once district north of Mabey Pond.  As in-lieu fees are recouped, a second lot 
could then be purchased to avoid over-burdening the Civic Center parking.

GOAL 3: ENCOURAGE INVESTMENT TO CREATE A MORE DEFINED 
DOWNTOWN CLEARFIELD

Strategy 1: Create Incentives for Private Development Projects. As 
explained under Goal 1, Most of the investment needed to make the plan a 
reality is private. Zoning will allow for the appropriate type of development but 
will not build it. The Market Study for this plan determined that re-development 
of Lakeside Square, where “Mabey Place” is proposed is supportable 
from a financial basis, but that some incentives may be required to attract 

Bicycle on FrontRunner. Source: Eric Vance
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development. The City should consider formulating a Community Reinvestment 
Area (CRA) to incentivize investment in this district. CRA funds may be used for 
gap financing for private development or developing the central plaza. Other 
incentives for private investment include shorter processing timeframes for 
development, and expanding the number of permitted uses. 

Strategy 2: Reduce or Waive Development Fees. To reduce the cost of 
redevelopment, Clearfield could consider reducing or waiving development 
related fees. Given strict requirements in Utah State Code for impact fees, care 
should be taken when reducing or waiving these fees. 

Strategy 3: Encourage Land Assembly. Large development projects are 
often difficult to execute with multiple landowners. To encourage land assembly, 
the City should consider creating a minimum lot size for development or develop 
incentives for combining existing lots.

Strategy 4: Continue to Utilize the City's Strategic Plan. The City 
should continue to utilize and update its Strategic Plan to explore and prioritize 
economic, social, and locally based tactics that will incentivize the Downtown 
plan.

GOAL 4: IMPROVE MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION CONNECTIONS

Strategy 1: Boulevard Renovation of State Street/Main Street. In 
order to foster place-making in downtown Clearfield, the City should pursue a 
streetscape improvement project in coordination with UDOT. The project should 
include elements outlined above (Boulevard Renovation Recommendations) 
including enhanced pedestrian crossings, streetscape landscaping to buffer 
pedestrians from traffic, and a separated bike lane.  

Strategy 2: Amend Master Streets and Trails Plans to include new 
connections. Improved street connectivity in the downtown area is necessary 
to encourage multi-modal connections. The City should consider amending both 
the Master Streets and Master Trails Plans, which guides future development, 
to include those recommended on the Downtown Clearfield Vision Map. As 
redevelopment occurs, the City should ensure that the additional connections 
are incorporated.

Strategy 3: Improve Access Management for the Corridor. Multiple 
driveways in and out of parking lots create a hostile environment for pedestrians 
traveling along the street. For future development, the City should pursue 
limiting access to blocks ranging from 330-660 feet in length. 

Strategy 4: Enhance Transit Service and Accessibility. The corridor is 
currently served by Route 470, which operates on 20 to 40 minute headways. 
Increasing the frequency of service will provide better access to and from 
downtown Clearfield. In addition, improved bus stop amenities, such as shelters 
and benches will improve transit accessibility in the corridor. In the short 
term, the City should work with UTA to increase the frequency of bus service 
and provide improved bus stop amenities. In the long term, consideration 
should be given to preserve the corridor for enhanced bus/bus rapid transit 
along the corridor, as outlined in the Wasatch Front Regional Council Regional 
Transportation Plan.

Bicycle Trail. 
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 Plan Development
Analysis
Existing Conditions
The study area for this plan includes 700 South to 650 North along State Street/ 
Main Street (SR 126) with the addition of the FrontRunner Station area. The 
location was chosen to explore the existing Main/State Street corridor, which 
is predominantly commercial, with dispersed businesses and no particular 
concentrated center of activity. 

The study area has twice the concentration of jobs compared to the Clearfield 
City average, at .61 jobs per capita in the study area (Davis County Assessor). 
Clearfield City has many notable landmarks, such as Clearfield City Hall, Kiwanis 
Park, Davis County Health Department, Clearfield City Aquatic Center, Kent’s 
Market, and Mabey Pond.  This is a major employment hub for this portion of the 
region, and complemented by the neighboring Freeport Center. 

DEMOGRAPHICS
There are currently 2,900 jobs and 5,943 residents in the study area, comprising 
20% of the population of Clearfield (US Census 2010, Census Bureau). The 
median household income in Clearfield is $48,388, significantly lower than the 
Davis County average of $69,707. However, Clearfield jobs provide the highest 
average wages for Davis and Weber County combined. (Davis County Assessor 
2015)

TRANSPORTATION
State Street/Main Street (SR 126) is a major arterial and parallel alternative to 
I-15, connecting communities in Davis and Weber County. This road receives a 
safety ranking ranging from 7-9 out of 10, 10 being the worst, on the UDOT safety 
index, indicating a very high risk to users of this corridor. Outreach participants 
expressed particular concern about the unsafe walking and biking conditions on 
the roadway.

The majority of trips in the area are made by automobiles (91%), with the 
remaining 9% via transit, walking, or biking (WFRC Household Travel Survey 
2014). The chart below displays the current mode split for the project area.

Exhibit 9: Project Area Transportation Modes Utilized

MODE FOR PROJECT AREA
PERCENTAGE OF TRIPS IN PROJECT 

AREA

Transit 1.00%

Walk 6.23%

Bike 1.60%

Total 8.83%

Workshop participants reviewing scenarios. 

State Street Current Condition. 

Clearfield Aquatic Center Indoor Pool Area.
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The corridor is defined as a “Priority Bike Route” on the Wasatch Front Regional 
Council (WFRC) Regional Transportation Plan, and is identified as a bicycle route 
in the Utah Collaborative Active Transportation Study (UCATS 2013). Recently, 
a bike lane was completed north of 300 North along the corridor. Due to the 
linear nature of Davis County and the lack of close parallel routes, Main Street 
(SR 126) becomes a default bicycle route for north/south travel. Despite the fact 
that there is limited safe bicycle and pedestrian linkages throughout the corridor, 
there is a high latent demand for biking and walking due to the number of nearby 
amenities. The Latent Bike Score recorded in the Utah Collaborative Active 
Transportation Study (UCATS) gave the corridor a high score of 36.75 and a latent 
walk score of 39.4. This suggests that there is high likelihood of increased bicycle 
and pedestrian activity if safer and better facilities were provided.

Exhibit 10: Priority Bike Route (Regional Transportation Plan) 

The State Street Corridor is serviced by Bus Route 470, which connects Ogden 
to Salt Lake City and runs every 20 to 40 minutes. Approximately 2,700 residents 
and 121 commercial businesses are within ¼ mile walking distance to a bus stop 
on Route 470 within the corridor. The route directly connects to the Clearfield 
FrontRunner Station, located on the southern end of the corridor. 

Currently, Clearfield City residents are utilizing transit service at a higher rate 
than comparable communities nearby. Bus Route 470 carries the second highest 
ridership in the UTA bus system. The average daily ridership of Route 470 in 
the 1.5 mile corridor is 187 riders per day, which is high compared to other 
similar sections of this route. Clearfield FrontRunner Station averages 526 daily 
boardings, significantly higher than nearby stations in Farmington, Layton, and 
Roy (Utah Transit Authority 2015). 

Bus Route 470.

UCATS Latent Walk Map for the Clearfield 
Area.

Existing

Priority
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LAND USE
The study area consists of a mix of residential and commercial uses. Existing 
residential uses comprise 50% of the study area. There are approximately 
11 households per residential acre in the study area, with the majority of 
households residing in single family homes (91%). Commercial and office uses 
make up 22% of the total study area. They are dispersed along the State Street 
Corridor, rather than focused in a particular location. Approximately 5% of the 
area is classified as vacant (Davis County Assessor 2015).

Exhibit 11: Current Land Uses within the Study Area

LAND USE ACRES
PROPORTION OF 

STUDY AREA

Single family residential 138 37%

Multi-family (2+ units) 37 10%

Residential in Commercial Zone 12 3%

Retail 71 19%

Office 11 3%

Industrial 6 2%

Government 47 13%

Common Area 12 3%

Vacant 19 5%

Other 21 6%

EXISTING PLANS

Local Plans
The Clearfield City General Plan provides a vision for future land use and 
transportation in the City, including the State Street Corridor. The Plan states 
that “new development is of exceptional quality and expresses attractive 
architectural and site design standards.” Land Use Goal 4 emphasizes the 
revitalization of commercial districts and deteriorating neighborhoods, focusing 
on facilitating the redevelopment of downtown Clearfield through public-
private partnerships. The Plan also encourages the use of the “Downtown 
Redevelopment Zone,” which is “intended to provide for an attractive, vibrant, 
and safe downtown in the City and to encourage the development of vacant or 
underutilized parcels of land.” Transportation Goal 1 is “to preserve, enhance, 
and beautify the City’s main transportation corridors,” listing State Street 
as one of the corridors to enhance and beautify. The Plan also emphasizes 
making Clearfield more pedestrian friendly and promoting the development of 
alternative transportation modes.

To complement the General Plan, Clearfield City is developing a Strategic Plan, 
which establishes the community’s core values and strategies to achieve its 
economic, social, and local government goals. For downtown Clearfield, the 
plan stresses “develop[ing] an intimate, walkable, vibrant, urban and unique 
downtown environment.” Strategies include the following: 

• Incentivize moderate to high-density, urban residential development 
• Revitalize rundown buildings in the downtown using federal grants and 

redevelopment funds

Clearfield City General Plan.

Clearfield Long Range Strategic Plan.



CREATING DOWNTOWN CLEARFIELD

PAGE 24  ■  2016

• Traffic calming and streetscape improvements along State Street between 
Center Street and 700 South

• Develop a central plaza for gatherings
• Emphasize development of specialized businesses that make Downtown a 

destination point
• Consider relocating other public service agencies Downtown

In addition to the General Plan, Clearfield City has recently updated their Long 
Range Strategic Plan. The Downtown Plan is a major step in implementing 
the Strategic Plan. From the plan, one of the public priorities is “Improving 
Clearfield’s Image, Livability and Economy”, to be accomplished through high 
quality economic development, beautification, community investment, and 
emphasizing arts, recreation, events, and public safety. Several strategies for 
fulfilling this priority are identified. These include:

• Facilitate the revitalization and renewal of the City.
• Eliminate blight and actively pursue citywide beautification.
• Utilize proven economic development tools to strengthen the local economy.
• Incentivize and promote downtown redevelopment to create a vibrant, 

attractive, and healthy urban setting.
• Pursue a balanced and orderly approach to land use.
• Support new commercial development, with emphasis on the Legend Hills 

area and our two I-15 interchanges and along State Street, Main Street, SR 193, 
and 1700 S.

Regional Plans
In addition to locally developed plans, the regional Wasatch Choice Vision 
identifies the State Street Corridor as a “Boulevard Community” with a 
“Town Center” near the center. The Downtown Clearfield plan is a local plan 
that implements the regional vision. This demonstrates a broader regional 
perspective that is locally implemented.

What is a Wasatch 
Choice Boulevard 
Community?

A Boulevard Community 
is a linear center coupled 
with a transit route. 
Unlike a Main Street, a 
Boulevard Community 
may not necessarily have 
a commercial identity, but 
may vary between housing, 
employment, and retail 
along any given stretch. 
Boulevard Communities 
create a positive sense 
of place for adjacent 
neighborhoods by ensuring 
that walking and bicycling 
are safe and comfortable 
even as traffic flow is 
maintained.

Town centers provide 
localized services to tens of 
thousands of people within 
a two to three mile radius. 
One- to three story buildings 
for employment and housing 
are characteristic. Town 
centers have a strong sense 
of community identity and 
are well served by transit 
and streets.
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Exhibit 12: Regional Vision–Wasatch Choice for 2040

Building
The Future We Want

The Greater Wasatch Vision for 2040
The Greater Wasatch is one region, stretching from Weber County south to Utah County and from Tooele County east 

to the Wasatch Back.  We compete economically with other regions, comprise one job and housing market, and share 

the same air and water.  Where and how we shape tomorrow’s neighborhoods, communities, and economic centers 

within our region will dramatically affect the quality of our lives, including how much time and money we spend getting 

around, the quality of the air we breathe, and the choices we have available to live, work, shop, and play.

General Land Use Legend 

Residential

Industrial

Special Use District

Commercial

Green Space

N

Wasatch 
CHO ICE  f o r  20 4 0

NOTE:  The Wasatch Choice for 2040 (May 2010) is a vision illustrating how growth 

could unfold. The map’s purpose is to guide the development of our regional 

transportation plan. The vision map reflects the Regional Growth Principles 

adopted by the Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) and the Mountainland 

Association of Governments (MAG). The map is not a general plan and has no 

regulatory authority. WFRC/MAG encourages cities and counties to consider the 

growth principles and the vision map as local plans are updated in order to keep 

people and goods moving, our communities livable, and cities prosperous for 

generations to come.

Challenge and Opportunity
Utah is among the fastest growing states in the nation. Growth brings both benefits 

and challenges:

• Two-thirds of the buildings that will exist in 2040 have not yet been built.

• Total investment in new development will approach $700 billion.

• More than 900,000 growth-related residential units will be constructed by 2040. 

About 180,000 existing dwellings will be replaced, rebuilt or renovated.

• Nearly 1.9 billion square feet of new and rebuilt space will be needed to 

accommodate the projected 2.9 million jobs we’ll have by 2040.

• If we continue current patterns of development, municipalities will soon find 

that growth-related expenses exceed expected revenues.

• The Wasatch Front has limited land available for development, and building 

roads to serve widely dispersed populations will become increasingly 

impractical and expensive.

Source: Arthur C. Nelson, Presidential Professor of City and Metropolitan Planning, University of Utah (2009)

Envision Utah’s 3% Strategy
What if we respond to market demand and allow one-third of our future homes, 

jobs, and stores in walkable town centers and villages…and link them with a world-

class transportation system? 

This approach, which would accommodate one-third of projected growth on just 

3% of our region’s developable land, encourages targeted investment to create 

exceptional places, maximize efficiency, keep the cost of living in check, and reduce 

growth pressure on critical lands. Market analysts suggest that one-third of Utahns 

will want to live in walkable neighborhoods, close to school, church, the grocery 

store, and other services (Sources: RCLCO, Wasatch Front Development Trends, 

Nov. 2007; Nelson, 2009). Declining household size, increasing housing and energy 

costs, and a growing desire to trade commute time for family, service, work, and 

recreation time will drive this demand for walkable living. Currently, the supply of 

these neighborhoods lags behind demand, increasing their cost and reducing choice. 

The 3% Strategy responds to this consumer demand, while preserving traditional 

single-family neighborhoods for the majority who prefer suburban living. 

How?
• Focus growth in economic centers and along major transportation corridors.

• Create mixed-use centers throughout the region.

• Target growth around transit stations.

• Encourage infill and redevelopment to revitalize declining parts of town.

• Preserve working farms, recreational areas and critical lands.

Growth Principles for a Bright Future
When we plan together—understanding the local and regional impacts of our land 

use and transportation decisions—we create thriving urban environments, friendly 

neighborhoods, and a prosperous region. Our nine regional growth principles, 

developed through extensive public input and adopted by elected officials, provide a 

common framework and regional benefits:

1. Efficient Infrastructure
Maximizing existing infrastructure and building more compactly 

and contiguously conserves green space, saves taxpayer dollars, and 

makes high-quality, lower-cost services available to us all.

2. Regional Mobility (Transportation Choice)
With a balanced muti-modal transportation system, more 

transportation options, and jobs and services closer to home, we 

reduce the growth in per capita vehicles miles traveled, we spend 

less time in traffic and have more time for friends, family, and doing 

what we enjoy.

3. Coordinated Planning
Local land use planning and regional transportation investments 

impact one another. Coordination makes our communities healthy 

and connected and our region vibrant.

4. Housing Choice
Encouraging a variety of housing options, especially near transit 

and job centers, addresses market demand and makes living more 

affordable for people in all life stages and incomes.

5. Health and Safety
When our streets are walkable, interconnected, and safe, we lead 

healthier lives by walking and biking more and driving less.  These 

streets also provide efficient access for emergency services.  Trails 

and access to nature provide healthy recreational opportunities.

6. Regional Economy
Strategic transportation investments and land use decisions can 

encourage business investment and help secure jobs closer to home, 

so we can provide for our families and keep our dollars in our 

region.

7. Regional Collaboration
Broad involvement, information sharing, and mutual decision making 

preserve common values and encourage progress toward shared 

goals.

8. Sense of Community
Land use and transportation decisions that preserve our local 

heritage while valuing diversity enrich our community life, keeping 

our towns and cities beautiful and neighborly.

9. Environment
Protecting and enhancing air and water quality as well as critical 

and working lands also protects our health, safety, and quality of life 

for our kids and grand kids. Conserving water, energy, open space, 

and other resources is good for the environment and our economy. 

Coordinated trail systems will enhance access to areas of natural 

beauty and recreation.

Growth Principles Come to Life

We protect local 
food production.

We live close to 
where we work. 

We enjoy 
access to 
recreation 
and nature.

We enjoy walkable, 
bikeable streets. Transit connects 

communities to 
job centers.

We save billions on 
infrastructure costs.

We cultivate vibrant 
urban centers for 
living, work and play.

We provide more 
housing options and 
preserve existing 
neighborhoods. 

Vision Highlights

Corridors
Corridors combine a mix of uses—retail, offices, and 
residences—with multiple transportation options (sidewalks, 
bike lanes, roadways, and public transportation).  Two types of 
corridors are identified in the Vision: Boulevard Communities 
and Main Streets. Examples of Boulevard Communities 
might include State Street or Redwood Road—with higher 
traffic volumes, yet envisioned as multi-modal boulevards 
with public transportation systems supporting increased 
residential, office, and commercial development. Main Street 
examples might include Magna or Lehi—more historic in 
character with lower traffic volumes, wider sidewalks, and 
more on-street parking.

Commuter Rail / TRAX Freeways

Realizing The Wasatch Choice for 2040
Why WFRC and MAG Developed a Vision
Our cities and counties do a terrific job planning for their individual futures, but 
there are no groups better able to facilitate discussion about the collective future 
of our metro area than the Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) and the 
Mountainland Association of Governments (MAG)—groups led by mayors and 
county commissioners.  WFRC and MAG have developed the long-range regional 
transportation plans for our metro area for decades.  With a visioning process called 
Wasatch Choices 2040 (facilitated by Envision Utah), which began with a huge citizen 
involvement effort, and its renewal, The Wasatch Choice for 2040, WFRC and MAG 
are also thinking about how growth patterns can help us maintain our quality of life 
for the coming decades.

Cities Should Explore What’s on the Map
WFRC and MAG encourage cities to explore a mix of activities and walkable 
development to reduce the need for long drives and provide residents with what 
they want out of life: more time for what matters most, affordability, family, improved 
health, and the pride of living in a world-class region. 
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Centers
Centers are historical and emerging regional destinations 

of economic activity. The vision suggests that these centers 

should expand to provide ever-broadening choices for 

residents to live, work, shop and play; a mix of all of these 

activities is welcome. Centers should work with the long-

term market, helping provide opportunities to residents who want to live close 

to work, walk or bike to shop, and have both great transit and road access – 

desperately needed as our population ages, gas prices and congestion increase, and 

housing prices inch upward.

Downtown Salt Lake 
City is the metropolitan 
center, serving as the hub 
of business and cultural 
activity in the region. It 
has the most intensive 
form of development 

for both employment and housing, with high-rise development common in the central 
business district. It will continue to serve as the finance, commerce, government, retail, 
tourism, arts, and entertainment center for the region.  

Metropolitan Center Floor Area Ratio 1 to 10
20 to 200 Housing units per acre

Urban centers are the focus of 
commerce and local government 
services benefiting a market area of a 
few hundred thousand people. Urban 

centers will be served by high-capacity transit and 
major streets. They are characterized by two- to 
four-story employment and housing options.

Urban Center Floor Area Ratio 0.75 to 4
20 to 100 Housing units per acre

Town centers provide localized services 
to tens of thousands of people within a 
two-  to three-mile radius. One- to three-

story buildings for employment and housing are 
characteristic.

Town Center Floor Area Ratio 0.5 to 1.5
10 to 50 Housing units per acre

Station communities are geographically 
small, high-intensity centers surrounding 
high-capacity transit stations. Station 

communities vary in their land use: some feature 
employment, others focus on housing, and many 
will include a variety of shops and services.

Station Community Floor Area Ratio 0.5 to 2.5
20 to 100 Housing units per acre

Main streets are a linear 
town center. Each has a traditional commercial 
identity but are on a community scale. Main-street 
communities prioritize pedestrian-friendly features, 
but also benefit from good auto access and often 
transit. 

Main Street Community Floor Area Ratio 0.5 to 1.5
10 to 50 Housing units per acre

A Boulevard Community is a 
linear center coupled with a transit route. Unlike 
a Main Street, a Boulevard Community may not 
necessarily have a commercial identity, but may 
vary between housing, employment, and retail along 
any given stretch. Boulevard Communities create a 
positive sense of place for adjacent neighborhoods 
by ensuring that walking and bicycling are safe and 
comfortable even as traffic flow is maintained. 

Boulevard Community Floor Area Ratio 0.35 to 1.0
0 to 50 Housing units per acre

Greenspace
Greenspace rings our valleys, connects our cities, and 

provides space for civic and social functions in our towns and 

neighborhoods. The Wasatch Choice for 2040 affirms that 

our natural resources and working lands provide immense 

benefits. We should safeguard them to preserve our regional 

food system, protect our water quality, and maintain our recreational opportunities.  

These lands also provide needed wildlife habitat, help to clean our air, and provide 

relief from our urban environment. Even closer to home, our parklands and 

greenways provide critical gathering spaces, recreational amenities, and connection 

to the natural world.

Regional Greenways 
The Bonneville Shoreline Trail, the 
Jordan River Parkway, and the Provo 
River Parkway

Regional Connections  

Links between greenways and major 
population centers

Green Context  
The Wasatch Mountains, the 
Oquirrh Mountains, the Great 
Salt Lake, and Utah Lake.

Vision Benefits:
The Wasatch Choice for 2040 is a vision for how growth should unfold in our region. 

When compared with a baseline (a projection of current trends in the future),      

The Wasatch Choice for 2040 exhibits distinct benefits: 

• Walkable communities: new homes are about twice as likely as today’s homes to 

have convenient access to places to work, shop, play and learn. 

• More growing up, less growing out: 40% more of our growth – compared to 

recent trends -- fills-in existing communities and revitalizes business districts.  

This enables more biking, shorter commutes, better air quality, and makes the 

most of existing infrastructure.

• Real options for commuters: Average household transit use in 2040 could 

be 45% higher than today, making commuting more affordable and providing 

residents with more ways to get around.

• More open land stays open: Over the next 30 years, 24 fewer square miles 

convert to buildings and streets enabling us to have more green infrastructure 

and open land, with benefits ranging from more places for families to play, more 

local farmer’s market food, better water quality, and more wildlife habitat.
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Building
The Future We Want

The Greater Wasatch Vision for 2040
The Greater Wasatch is one region, stretching from Weber County south to Utah County and from Tooele County east 

to the Wasatch Back.  We compete economically with other regions, comprise one job and housing market, and share 

the same air and water.  Where and how we shape tomorrow’s neighborhoods, communities, and economic centers 

within our region will dramatically affect the quality of our lives, including how much time and money we spend getting 

around, the quality of the air we breathe, and the choices we have available to live, work, shop, and play.

General Land Use Legend 

Residential

Industrial

Special Use District

Commercial

Green Space

N

Wasatch 
CHO ICE  f o r  20 4 0

NOTE:  The Wasatch Choice for 2040 (May 2010) is a vision illustrating how growth 

could unfold. The map’s purpose is to guide the development of our regional 

transportation plan. The vision map reflects the Regional Growth Principles 

adopted by the Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) and the Mountainland 

Association of Governments (MAG). The map is not a general plan and has no 

regulatory authority. WFRC/MAG encourages cities and counties to consider the 

growth principles and the vision map as local plans are updated in order to keep 

people and goods moving, our communities livable, and cities prosperous for 

generations to come.

Challenge and Opportunity
Utah is among the fastest growing states in the nation. Growth brings both benefits 

and challenges:

• Two-thirds of the buildings that will exist in 2040 have not yet been built.

• Total investment in new development will approach $700 billion.

• More than 900,000 growth-related residential units will be constructed by 2040. 

About 180,000 existing dwellings will be replaced, rebuilt or renovated.

• Nearly 1.9 billion square feet of new and rebuilt space will be needed to 

accommodate the projected 2.9 million jobs we’ll have by 2040.

• If we continue current patterns of development, municipalities will soon find 

that growth-related expenses exceed expected revenues.

• The Wasatch Front has limited land available for development, and building 

roads to serve widely dispersed populations will become increasingly 

impractical and expensive.

Source: Arthur C. Nelson, Presidential Professor of City and Metropolitan Planning, University of Utah (2009)

Envision Utah’s 3% Strategy
What if we respond to market demand and allow one-third of our future homes, 

jobs, and stores in walkable town centers and villages…and link them with a world-

class transportation system? 

This approach, which would accommodate one-third of projected growth on just 

3% of our region’s developable land, encourages targeted investment to create 

exceptional places, maximize efficiency, keep the cost of living in check, and reduce 

growth pressure on critical lands. Market analysts suggest that one-third of Utahns 

will want to live in walkable neighborhoods, close to school, church, the grocery 

store, and other services (Sources: RCLCO, Wasatch Front Development Trends, 

Nov. 2007; Nelson, 2009). Declining household size, increasing housing and energy 

costs, and a growing desire to trade commute time for family, service, work, and 

recreation time will drive this demand for walkable living. Currently, the supply of 

these neighborhoods lags behind demand, increasing their cost and reducing choice. 

The 3% Strategy responds to this consumer demand, while preserving traditional 

single-family neighborhoods for the majority who prefer suburban living. 

How?
• Focus growth in economic centers and along major transportation corridors.

• Create mixed-use centers throughout the region.

• Target growth around transit stations.

• Encourage infill and redevelopment to revitalize declining parts of town.

• Preserve working farms, recreational areas and critical lands.

Growth Principles for a Bright Future
When we plan together—understanding the local and regional impacts of our land 

use and transportation decisions—we create thriving urban environments, friendly 

neighborhoods, and a prosperous region. Our nine regional growth principles, 

developed through extensive public input and adopted by elected officials, provide a 

common framework and regional benefits:

1. Efficient Infrastructure
Maximizing existing infrastructure and building more compactly 

and contiguously conserves green space, saves taxpayer dollars, and 

makes high-quality, lower-cost services available to us all.

2. Regional Mobility (Transportation Choice)
With a balanced muti-modal transportation system, more 

transportation options, and jobs and services closer to home, we 

reduce the growth in per capita vehicles miles traveled, we spend 

less time in traffic and have more time for friends, family, and doing 

what we enjoy.

3. Coordinated Planning
Local land use planning and regional transportation investments 

impact one another. Coordination makes our communities healthy 

and connected and our region vibrant.

4. Housing Choice
Encouraging a variety of housing options, especially near transit 

and job centers, addresses market demand and makes living more 

affordable for people in all life stages and incomes.

5. Health and Safety
When our streets are walkable, interconnected, and safe, we lead 

healthier lives by walking and biking more and driving less.  These 

streets also provide efficient access for emergency services.  Trails 

and access to nature provide healthy recreational opportunities.

6. Regional Economy
Strategic transportation investments and land use decisions can 

encourage business investment and help secure jobs closer to home, 

so we can provide for our families and keep our dollars in our 

region.

7. Regional Collaboration
Broad involvement, information sharing, and mutual decision making 

preserve common values and encourage progress toward shared 

goals.

8. Sense of Community
Land use and transportation decisions that preserve our local 

heritage while valuing diversity enrich our community life, keeping 

our towns and cities beautiful and neighborly.

9. Environment
Protecting and enhancing air and water quality as well as critical 

and working lands also protects our health, safety, and quality of life 

for our kids and grand kids. Conserving water, energy, open space, 

and other resources is good for the environment and our economy. 

Coordinated trail systems will enhance access to areas of natural 

beauty and recreation.

Growth Principles Come to Life

We protect local 
food production.

We live close to 
where we work. 

We enjoy 
access to 
recreation 
and nature.

We enjoy walkable, 
bikeable streets. Transit connects 

communities to 
job centers.

We save billions on 
infrastructure costs.

We cultivate vibrant 
urban centers for 
living, work and play.

We provide more 
housing options and 
preserve existing 
neighborhoods. 

Vision Highlights

Corridors
Corridors combine a mix of uses—retail, offices, and 
residences—with multiple transportation options (sidewalks, 
bike lanes, roadways, and public transportation).  Two types of 
corridors are identified in the Vision: Boulevard Communities 
and Main Streets. Examples of Boulevard Communities 
might include State Street or Redwood Road—with higher 
traffic volumes, yet envisioned as multi-modal boulevards 
with public transportation systems supporting increased 
residential, office, and commercial development. Main Street 
examples might include Magna or Lehi—more historic in 
character with lower traffic volumes, wider sidewalks, and 
more on-street parking.

Commuter Rail / TRAX Freeways

Realizing The Wasatch Choice for 2040
Why WFRC and MAG Developed a Vision
Our cities and counties do a terrific job planning for their individual futures, but 
there are no groups better able to facilitate discussion about the collective future 
of our metro area than the Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) and the 
Mountainland Association of Governments (MAG)—groups led by mayors and 
county commissioners.  WFRC and MAG have developed the long-range regional 
transportation plans for our metro area for decades.  With a visioning process called 
Wasatch Choices 2040 (facilitated by Envision Utah), which began with a huge citizen 
involvement effort, and its renewal, The Wasatch Choice for 2040, WFRC and MAG 
are also thinking about how growth patterns can help us maintain our quality of life 
for the coming decades.

Cities Should Explore What’s on the Map
WFRC and MAG encourage cities to explore a mix of activities and walkable 
development to reduce the need for long drives and provide residents with what 
they want out of life: more time for what matters most, affordability, family, improved 
health, and the pride of living in a world-class region. 
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Centers
Centers are historical and emerging regional destinations 

of economic activity. The vision suggests that these centers 

should expand to provide ever-broadening choices for 

residents to live, work, shop and play; a mix of all of these 

activities is welcome. Centers should work with the long-

term market, helping provide opportunities to residents who want to live close 

to work, walk or bike to shop, and have both great transit and road access – 

desperately needed as our population ages, gas prices and congestion increase, and 

housing prices inch upward.

Downtown Salt Lake 
City is the metropolitan 
center, serving as the hub 
of business and cultural 
activity in the region. It 
has the most intensive 
form of development 

for both employment and housing, with high-rise development common in the central 
business district. It will continue to serve as the finance, commerce, government, retail, 
tourism, arts, and entertainment center for the region.  

Metropolitan Center Floor Area Ratio 1 to 10
20 to 200 Housing units per acre

Urban centers are the focus of 
commerce and local government 
services benefiting a market area of a 
few hundred thousand people. Urban 

centers will be served by high-capacity transit and 
major streets. They are characterized by two- to 
four-story employment and housing options.

Urban Center Floor Area Ratio 0.75 to 4
20 to 100 Housing units per acre

Town centers provide localized services 
to tens of thousands of people within a 
two-  to three-mile radius. One- to three-

story buildings for employment and housing are 
characteristic.

Town Center Floor Area Ratio 0.5 to 1.5
10 to 50 Housing units per acre

Station communities are geographically 
small, high-intensity centers surrounding 
high-capacity transit stations. Station 

communities vary in their land use: some feature 
employment, others focus on housing, and many 
will include a variety of shops and services.

Station Community Floor Area Ratio 0.5 to 2.5
20 to 100 Housing units per acre

Main streets are a linear 
town center. Each has a traditional commercial 
identity but are on a community scale. Main-street 
communities prioritize pedestrian-friendly features, 
but also benefit from good auto access and often 
transit. 

Main Street Community Floor Area Ratio 0.5 to 1.5
10 to 50 Housing units per acre

A Boulevard Community is a 
linear center coupled with a transit route. Unlike 
a Main Street, a Boulevard Community may not 
necessarily have a commercial identity, but may 
vary between housing, employment, and retail along 
any given stretch. Boulevard Communities create a 
positive sense of place for adjacent neighborhoods 
by ensuring that walking and bicycling are safe and 
comfortable even as traffic flow is maintained. 

Boulevard Community Floor Area Ratio 0.35 to 1.0
0 to 50 Housing units per acre

Greenspace
Greenspace rings our valleys, connects our cities, and 

provides space for civic and social functions in our towns and 

neighborhoods. The Wasatch Choice for 2040 affirms that 

our natural resources and working lands provide immense 

benefits. We should safeguard them to preserve our regional 

food system, protect our water quality, and maintain our recreational opportunities.  

These lands also provide needed wildlife habitat, help to clean our air, and provide 

relief from our urban environment. Even closer to home, our parklands and 

greenways provide critical gathering spaces, recreational amenities, and connection 

to the natural world.

Regional Greenways 
The Bonneville Shoreline Trail, the 
Jordan River Parkway, and the Provo 
River Parkway

Regional Connections  

Links between greenways and major 
population centers

Green Context  
The Wasatch Mountains, the 
Oquirrh Mountains, the Great 
Salt Lake, and Utah Lake.

Vision Benefits:
The Wasatch Choice for 2040 is a vision for how growth should unfold in our region. 

When compared with a baseline (a projection of current trends in the future),      

The Wasatch Choice for 2040 exhibits distinct benefits: 

• Walkable communities: new homes are about twice as likely as today’s homes to 

have convenient access to places to work, shop, play and learn. 

• More growing up, less growing out: 40% more of our growth – compared to 

recent trends -- fills-in existing communities and revitalizes business districts.  

This enables more biking, shorter commutes, better air quality, and makes the 

most of existing infrastructure.

• Real options for commuters: Average household transit use in 2040 could 

be 45% higher than today, making commuting more affordable and providing 

residents with more ways to get around.

• More open land stays open: Over the next 30 years, 24 fewer square miles 

convert to buildings and streets enabling us to have more green infrastructure 

and open land, with benefits ranging from more places for families to play, more 

local farmer’s market food, better water quality, and more wildlife habitat.
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Market Demand
Zions Bank Public Finance conducted a market study for the site to analyze the 
competitiveness of the corridor and the feasibility of various development types 
and uses within the present market realities. The market study identified viable 
locations for development, noting that the overall corridor is unlikely to fully 
redevelop under the existing market. Therefore the market study advised the 
following key takeaways:

Focus investment and redevelopment not on the entire corridor, but on specific 
locations or districts.

• In order for redevelopment to occur, the intended development must be of 
significantly more value than the structure it succeeds.

• The returns required to develop office and retail uses are not currently 
present, adding additional roof-tops will contribute to market viability.  

• The development of Clearfield Station will be a catalyst for change in other 
areas of the corridor.

•  Incentives may be needed to develop additional retail along the corridor.
• The value of property in the area can be enhanced through landscaping and 

transportation improvements.

Throughout the visioning process, the market study was referred to as an 
advising tool as well as a gauge for market feasibility for the Downtown Vision. 
The Downtown Vision focuses development in the indicated districts with 
supporting development along the corridor surrounding the nodes, and contains 
place types that support the results of the market study. It should be noted that 
the Vision allows market flexibility, acknowledging that the market will grow and 
change from its current state.

“Despite having no vacant acres on site, Lakeside Square has low 
improvement values, as well as low fiscal impacts to the City, making 

it a good location for redevelopment.”

"...certain nodes 
have potential for 

redevelopment that could 
spur additional activity in 
other areas"
-Zions Bank Market Study

Cover of Zions Bank Market Study.
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Planning Process
The Vision has been built from the involvement and contributions from residents, 
stakeholders, business owners, elected officials, city staff, and community 
members. 

The process included six opportunities for input: three workshops, a mobile 
pop-up meeting, and two online surveys. Drawing from these opportunities, key 
themes were identified for the Downtown Vision:

• Establish a strong identifiable downtown center
• Create of a beautiful central location, “the Heart of Clearfield”
• Welcome a range of housing options into the downtown
• Encourage a walkable environment 
• Increase transportation options and safety for all users
• Encourage quality redevelopment through infill and reuse

Clearfield Residents, business owners, elected officials, planning commissioners 
and city staff were all invited to attend all workshops. The first workshop allowed 
participants to share their community values and brainstorm opportunities for 
tomorrow.  

After brainstorming community values, participants were divided  into groups 
to put details on a map of the study area. Groups were asked to designate 
opportunities on the map for commercial and residential densities, office and 
mixed use, and markers for corridor improvements and parks. The groups 
each worked together to come up with solutions for what they felt was the 
best approach to creating a downtown in Clearfield. Three scenarios were 
created as a result of the mapping feedback and identified themes. The three 
scenarios were then brought to another workshop, where participants were 
able to discuss and indicate elements of each that they liked and didn't like. 
This furthered the collaborative brainstorming of what should be included in the 
Downtown Vision.

Content from both workshop one and two were reflected in two online surveys. 
The first of the online surveys asked participants to envision opportunities for 
the downtown which concepts were used in the creation of the scenarios. The 
survey was well received with 142 responses. The second public survey asked 
participants to explore the benefits and different concepts of the scenarios and 
provide feedback. This second survey received 256 responses. 

The final step in developing the Downtown Vision was refining the three 
scenarios. The feedback from the entire outreach process and the market study 
implications advised the creation of the final scenario and Downtown Vision, 
derived from preferred elements of the three scenarios. The Downtown Vision 
was brought back to participants in workshop three, vetted, and became the 
core of the "Creating Downtown Clearfield" Plan.

Example of Workshop 1 Map Result.

Workshop Participants.

Workshop Participants.
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Exhibit 13: Public Process Schedule

DATE MEETING

February 25, 2016 Workshop One: Values and Opportunities for 
Tomorrow

February 25-March 17 Survey One: Values and Opportunities

March 17, 2016 Workshop Two: Scenario Choosing and Prioritizing 
Values

March 17-April 26 Survey Two: Exploring Elements of a Downtown

April 6, 2016 Pop-up meeting at Kent’s Market

April 28, 2016 Workshop Three: Review the Draft Downtown Vision

May 17, 2016 Joint Planning Commission and City Council Meeting to 
Review the Draft Vision

June 14, 2016 Region 1 UDOT Coordination Meeting

October 5, 2016 Planning Commission Meeting

October 18, 2016 City Council Work Session

October 25, 2016 Public Hearing

October 25,2016 Council Meeting

TBD Adoption

Community 
Visioning Exercise

Workshop attendees and 
survey participants provided 
responses to the following 
questions:

 » “The characteristics of 
Downtown Clearfield that I 
enjoy most are ____”

 » “Downtown Clearfield 
would be much better if it 
only had _____.”

Survey Summary
 » 398 Total Online Survey 
Responses

 » Key takeaways: 

 » Downtown would be 
improved if it only had…

 » more community 
gathering spaces

 » entertainment 
destinations

 » additional businesses

 » Walking and biking needs to 
be safer in the Downtown

 » People are supportive of 
creating a downtown center in 
their city
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MODERATE INCOME HOUSING PLAN 

INTRODUCTION 

As Clearfield City approaches build out, how to best use remaining available land becomes even more 
important. Proper planning is needed to ensure that Clearfield has enough housing and the right mix of 
housing to meet all its needs. Clearfield’s careful planning will help the community thrive and make sure 
that it continues to be a desirable place to both work and live. 

Clearfield has a very high percentage of renters and would like to add more home-owners to the city. It is 
important that Clearfield continue their efforts in keeping a mix of housing types available throughout the 
city. Providing people with a range of housing choices has many positive aspects – both for the community 
in general and for individual families.  

As individuals and families move from one stage of life to the next, a variety of housing types enables 
them to live in a place that suits their needs while allowing them to reside in the same community, keeping 
those ties and staying close to family members if they desire. 

BACKGROUND 

The Housing Element of the City’s General Plan is required to be updated every five years. This update 
also is in conformance with the new requirements imposed by SB 34, which was passed by the Utah State 
Legislature in their 2019 Session. Such mandate requires cities to facilitate a reasonable opportunity for a 
variety of housing, including moderate income housing:  

• To meet the needs of people of various income levels living, working, or desiring to live or
work in the community;

• To allow people with various incomes to benefit from and fully participate in all aspects of
neighborhood and community life; and

• An analysis of how the municipality will provide a realistic opportunity for the development
of moderate income housing within the next five years;

There are major factors which are outside a local government’s control and purview when it comes to 
development, construction, and housing affordability. Some of those constraints consist of price of land, 
construction cost, availability of financing, and other economic factors—most specifically that the housing 
affordability gap is increasing because the income of families is not increasing at the same rate as the cost 
of living.  

HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES IN CLEARFIELD 

Jobs, family income, transportation costs, and housing are all intricately connected. Providing 
opportunities for workers to live in the city in which they work would have a positive effect on in-
commuting and reducing transportation costs. 

New research has shown that stable families, communities and housing have positive effects on the 
economic vitality, in addition to the mobility of children, particularly lower income children. Clearfield, in 
the past has been at the forefront of housing options and affordability, but is leading the way as those 
elements of the City have set the foundation for economic and redevelopment opportunities never before 
realized. 
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The Housing Element update, therefore, intends to simply set the framework for realistic short-term and 
longer-term strategies which will foster incremental improvements for the current and future residents 
of the City. While this plan is not all inclusive, it attempts to provide a more comprehensive view of the 
opportunities on this complex matter. 

Commitment to Housing  

The City of Clearfield desires to maintain a variety of quality housing that will serve its growing and diverse 
population. A variety of housing options is also necessary to accommodate people working within the 
City. Young families, single persons, students, seniors, and empty-nesters have different housing needs 
and so different housing choices should exist to provide for those needs. 

It offers strategic implementable responses to housing needs, land use transitions, and transportation 
infrastructure needs that will occur due to the changing demographics and needs in the City. 

Moderate Income Housing  

The overall goal of providing moderate housing is to meet the needs of those people who desire to live, 
work, and play in the city, and to allow them to benefit from and fully participate in all aspects of the 
community. 

According to the 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (census.gov), of the 9,767 
households in Clearfield, 5,162 (52%) have an income of less than $50,000 (71% of the Davis County area 
median—$70,388). A reasonable estimate of the number of Clearfield households at or below 80% 
($56,310) of the area median income is 59%.  Current data show that more than 55% of the City’s housing 
stock is considered affordable. 

Current Housing Tools 

The City does not have specific programs that deal with affordable housing, but rather has implemented 
programs to maintain current housing stock within the City.  Additionally, the City is pursuing or is 
interested in pursuing programs to meet the demands for housing in the city. Being open to new programs 
to expand housing choices, while maintain current stock will help Clearfield to the meet existing and future 
needs. Below is a list of programs currently being utilized by the City.   

• Good Landlord Program - Clearfield City began this program in 2008. All landlords are required 
to obtain a rental license for their residential properties. They can choose to join the Good 
Landlord Program, but it is not mandatory. However, there are some benefits to joining such 
as: reduced licensing fee, and notification of police calls to their rentals. In addition, they must 
attend a Good Landlord training class every two years as well as review a training presentation 
online. If they choose to join the program they must submit a signed Good Landlord Program 
Agreement (implements Goal #4). 

• Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Programs - The Davis County Housing Authority 
assists the City with the implementation and management this program. Through CDBG 
funding, matching grants can be provided to qualifying households within the City. The City’s 
housing rehab programs help low- to moderate-income residents stay in their homes while 
also preserving the character of the City’s neighborhoods (implements Goal #4). 
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o Housing Rehab - Homeowners can receive up to $8,000 to correct present home problems, 
accessibility modifications, code violations of health and safety concerns and/or energy 
improvements.  

o Emergency Home Repair - Clearfield City has established the Emergency Home Repair 
(EHR) Program to provide lower income homeowners up to $3,000 in grant money to 
immediately correct an emergency condition that presents an imminent danger to health 
and safety of the occupants. 

• Down Payment Assistance - This program is administered Davis Community Housing 
Authority, a nonprofit organization. The agency provides a set amount of money 
(predetermined by the City of Clearfield) to qualified homebuyers. Homebuyers can use the 
money to cover their down payment or closing costs. Participants of the program are required 
to agree to a term of residency in the home and is required to use it as their principal 
residence. (implements Goal #4). 

• Low-Income Housing Tax Credits (LIHTC) - LIHTC is a federal low-income housing tax credit 
program that will provide a subsidy for the construction of affordable rental units serving 
residents at 60% area median income or below. Developers can utilize a 4% IRS credit. The 
Utah Housing Corporation manages the LIHTC program in Utah and ensures compliance with 
IRS requirements and long-term deed restrictions. LIHTC has been a successful tool used on a 
national and local level to build and sustain the moderate-income housing stock (implements 
Goal #1-3). 

• Land Acquisition - Many communities use land acquisition as a means to incentivize 
developers to create moderate-income housing stock. This tool creates a public-private 
partnership in which the City owns land and, through a competitive process, “grants” the land 
to a qualified developer to build a housing product that addresses the needs of the 
community. This program helps reduce the parcel purchase cost for the developer and is a 
mechanism to help the overall affordability of the project (implements Goal #1-4). 

Potential Housing Tools 

Below staff has included a list of identified programs or policies identified as “potential housing tools” 
which may be useful for future development of housing within the City. 

• Bonding for Infrastructure Development - Some communities use this tool to accelerate 
installation of or reconstruction of above and underground utilities and infrastructure 
(implements Goal #1-4). 

• Density Bonus - Density bonus programs can be a resource used by developers to leverage 
additional density than current zoning ordinances allow, they are also commonly used to 
complement the use of LIHTC tax credits. A density bonus can provide an increase in the 
number of dwelling units per acre, overall height or floor area ratio with the ultimate goal of 
more units being built on a single parcel. Density programs can allow for a percentage of 
increase in baseline permitted density in exchange for affordable housing units (implements 
Goal #1-3). 

• Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU) - This would be a valuable options for those who desire to age 
in place, or others in need of income in the past the prime of their wage earning years. The 
zoning code currently prohibits accessory dwelling units (ADU) in all residential zones. Within 
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the past year the City studied the idea of allowing ADUs, however, concerns over cost of 
conversion given the construction codes for adding a small dwelling unit to an existing home 
seemed problematic.  Additionally, the parking demand for both the primary and ADU raised 
potential concerns. Allowing for ADUs in single family residents could be used as a strategy to 
increase the supply of affordable rental housing, by allowing those owning homes an option 
to use under-utilized portions of their property. (Implements Goal #1-4). 

GOALS AND HOUSING POLICY 

The section below identifies goals and objectives the City will be pursue during the next five years (with 
annual reviews) to not only provide realistic opportunities for the development of more housing options 
and affordability in the City, but to ensure the on-going maintenance of a healthy housing environment 
and the high quality services that the City provides for the residents to enjoy today and into the future.   

The following four items have been selected based on the input from the Council for inclusion into the 
MIHP (four items are required for Communities with fixed-guideway transit): 

Goal 1: Rezone for densities necessary to assure the production of Moderate Income Housing 

a. Downtown Form Based Code adopted to the State\Main Street Corridor. 
b. Continue to implement zoning districts standards along State/Main to encourage mixed use 

development. 
c. Evaluate density caps for development with zoning districts in the Downtown Form Based Code 

area and Clearfield Station site.   

Goal 2: Allow for higher density or moderate income residential development in commercial and mixed-
use zones, commercial centers, or employment centers 

a. Support a range of housing types, including townhomes, row-homes, and condos, which appeal 
to younger and older individuals as well as a variety of population demographics. 

b. Implement goals and objectives from creating Clearfield Downtown Small Area plan to implement 
centers and create areas of focus along major transit corridors which include the Downtown Form 
Based Code area and the Clearfield Station site. 

c. Examine redevelopment potential for underutilized properties to analyze vacancy rates, structure 
to land value ratio, status of delinquent property taxes, as potential to create mixed-income 
residential projects. 

Goal 3: Encourage higher density or moderate income residential development near major transit 
investment corridors 

a. Consider updates to the Clearfield City General Plan and clearly identify appropriate areas for 
higher density and moderate income housing in more detail such as low, medium, and high 
density multi-family residential areas.  

b. Regularly review the City Zoning Map to determine areas where a diversity of housing or housing 
options can fit within the vision for the City. 

c. Consider policy or ordinance changes that would allow for an expedited review process for 
projects that include components for moderate income housing. 

d. Participate in regional discussions and planning efforts to ensure connectivity to surrounding 
communities and transit opportunities. 
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e. Update the General Plan and current zoning designations to align with the Wasatch Choice 2050 
vision for applicable areas.  

f. Implement goals and objectives as outlined in the Creating Clearfield Downtown Small Area Plan, 
including Form Based code regulations, as well as capitalize on development opportunities 
outlined in the Clearfield Station Area Plan. 

Goal 4: Preserve existing Moderate Income Housing stock 

a. In conjunction with Davis Community Housing Authority, ensure that all housing programs 
enacted by the City preserve and/or enhance the quality and/or unique character of existing 
Clearfield neighborhoods. 

b. Perform an assessment of the City’s existing housing stock to identify neighborhoods that would 
benefit from housing rehabilitation programs.  

c. Continue to support Code Enforcement efforts to assist in improving the appearance and safety 
of neighborhoods.  

d. Consider grandfathering existing ADUs and guest houses to recognize them as legal non-
conforming uses and consider the adoption of an ADU ordinance with standards to meet the 
needs of the Clearfield community.  

e. Perform a comprehensive update of the Clearfield City General Plan that provides direction on 
small areas with plans for those areas and throughout the City to better understand what land 
use transitions are appropriate to facilitate job creation and retention, economic prosperity, 
moderate-income housing development, and economic sustainability. 

f. Continue to plan for, fund and complete CIPs (Capital Improvement Projects) in the aging 
neighborhoods of the community. This includes the upgrading of infrastructure for utilities, such 
as water, storm drains and sewers, sidewalks, road repair, and road maintenance.  

g. Continue offering neighborhood clean-up programs and free green waste trailer use to residents 
and holding scheduled free city-wide clean up days. 

h. The city will continue to utilize Emergency Home Repair and Housing Rehabilitation programs 
funded through the City’s Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program, as funding is 
annually allocated to the City. 

Clearfield is primarily built-out and future development and redevelopment in the community will be 
guided by citizens, elected and appointed officials, and other stakeholders in the creation of community-
based plans. Due to the lack of greenfield development, future housing development will be centered 
around infill and the transitions of existing land use. The City has embarked on several long-range planning 
projects to examine the redevelopment of the community.   These projects will be realized in the coming 
years, but it is essential the work and analysis begins today. 

APPENDIX 

2019 Clearfield City Housing Gap Analysis 

2018 Moderate Income Housing Report 

 

 

 



Source:  U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2019).  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy, 

2012-2016 [Data].  Available at:

https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html
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Municipal Government:   

Reporting Date:  

General Plan's Web Address: 

Mailing Address:   P.O. Box: 

City: , UT  Zip Code: 

Mayor's First and Last Name: 

Mayor's Email Address: 

Preparer's First and Last Name: 

Preparer's Title:  

Preparer’s Email Address:  

Preparer's Telephone: Extension: 

NOTE:  Completion of this form only partially satisfies each municipality’s obligations 
to ensure an adequate supply of moderate-income housing within their geographic 
jurisdiction.  It is also incumbent upon each municipality to stay apprised of pertinent 
state and federal housing-related legislation, administrative rules, regulatory 
procedures, and reporting deadlines.
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INSTRUCTIONS (1 OF 3): 
 

Download the electronic version of this form at: 

https://goo.gl/z4hm8Y 
 

Only save the electronic version of this form in its original “fillable” PDF format. 
 
The legislative body of each municipal government is to review the sections of the Utah Code cited below.  
Municipal governments must then prepare a report of their biennial review’s findings in accordance with 
these sections of Utah Code.  They may utilize the Moderate-Income Housing Reporting Form in the 
following pages to report the findings of their biennial reviews.  Municipal governments opting to use this 
form are to respond directly to questions in the appropriate boxes, but may need to attach additional 
pages for longer responses.   

 

MODERATE-INCOME HOUSING REPORTING 
CRITERIA IN THE UTAH CODE 

(Updated: March 2018) 
 
UCA 10-9a-103(34): 
"Moderate income housing" means housing occupied or reserved for occupancy by households with a gross household income equal to or less than 
80% of the median gross income for households of the same size in the county in which the city is located. 
 
UCA 10-9a-103(41): 
"Plan for moderate income housing" means a written document adopted by a city legislative body that includes: 

(a) an estimate of the existing supply of moderate income housing located within the city; 
(b) an estimate of the need for moderate income housing in the city for the next five years as revised biennially; 
(c) a survey of total residential land use; 
(d) an evaluation of how existing land uses and zones affect opportunities for moderate income housing; and 
(e) a description of the city's program to encourage an adequate supply of moderate income housing. 

 
UCA 10-9a-401(3): 
(3)(a) The general plan of a municipality, other than a town, shall plan for moderate income housing growth. 
(3)(b) On or before July 1, 2019, each of the following that have a general plan that does not comply with Subsection (3)(a) shall amend the general 

plan to comply with Subsection (3)(a): 
(i) a city of the first, second, third, or fourth class; 
(ii) a city of the fifth class with a population of 5,000 or more, if the city is located within a county of the first, second, or third class; 
(iii) a metro township with a population of 5,000 or more; and 
(iv) a metro township with a population of less than 5,000, if the metro township is located within a county of the first, second, or third 

class. 
(3)(c) The population figures described in Subsections (3)(b)(ii), (iii), and (iv) shall be derived from: 

(i) the most recent official census or census estimate of the United States Census Bureau; or 
(ii) if a population figure is not available under Subsection (3)(c)(i), an estimate of the Utah Population Estimates Committee. 
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UCA 10-9a-403(2): 
(2)(a)(iii) for a municipality described in Subsection 10-9a-401(3)(b), a plan that provides a realistic opportunity to meet the need for additional 

moderate income housing. 
(2)(b) In drafting the moderate income housing element, the planning commission: 

(i) shall consider the Legislature's determination that municipalities shall facilitate a reasonable opportunity for a variety of housing, 
including moderate income housing: 
(A) to meet the needs of people desiring to live in the community; and 
(B) to allow persons with moderate incomes to benefit from and fully participate in all aspects of neighborhood and 

community life; and 
(ii) for a town, may include, and for other municipalities, shall include, an analysis of why the recommended means, techniques, or 

combination of means and techniques provide a realistic opportunity for the development of moderate income housing within the 
next five years, which means or techniques may include a recommendation to: 
(A) rezone for densities necessary to assure the production of moderate income housing; 
(B) facilitate the rehabilitation or expansion of infrastructure that will encourage the construction of moderate income 

housing; 
(C) encourage the rehabilitation of existing uninhabitable housing stock into moderate income housing; 
(D) consider general fund subsidies to waive construction related fees that are otherwise generally imposed by the city; 

construction of moderate income housing; 
(E) consider utilization of programs offered by the Utah Housing Corporation within that agency's funding capacity;  
(F) consider utilization of affordable housing programs administered by the Department of Workforce Services; and 
(G) consider utilization of programs administered by an association of governments established by an interlocal agreement 

under Title 11, Chapter 13, Interlocal Cooperation Act. 
 
UCA 10-9a-408 
(1) The legislative body of a municipality described in Subsection 10-9a-401(3)(b) shall biennially: 

(a) review the moderate income housing plan element of the municipality's general plan and implementation of that element of the 
general plan; 

(b) prepare a report on the findings of the review described in Subsection (1)(a); and 
(c) post the report described in Subsection (1)(b) on the municipality's website. 

(2) The report described in Subsection (1) shall include a description of: 
(a) efforts made by the municipality to reduce, mitigate, or eliminate local regulatory barriers to moderate income housing; 
(b) actions taken by the municipality to encourage preservation of existing moderate income housing and development of new moderate 

income housing; 
(c) progress made within the municipality to provide moderate income housing, demonstrated by analyzing and publishing data on: 

(i) the number of housing units in the municipality that are at or below: 
(A) 80% of the adjusted median income for the municipality; 
(B) 50% of the adjusted median income for the municipality; and 
(C) 30% of the adjusted median income for the municipality; 

(ii) the number of housing units in the municipality that are subsidized by the municipality, the state, or the federal government; and 
(iii) the number of housing units in the municipality that are deed-restricted; 

(d) all efforts made by the city to coordinate moderate income housing plans and actions with neighboring municipalities or associations of 
governments established by an interlocal agreement under Title 11, Chapter 13, Interlocal Cooperation Act; 

(e) all efforts made by the municipality to utilize a moderate income housing set-aside from a redevelopment agency, a community 
development agency, or an economic development agency; 

(f) money expended by the municipality to pay or waive construction-related fees required by the municipality; and 
(g) programs of the Utah Housing Corporation that were utilized by the municipality. 

(3) The legislative body of each city shall send a copy of the report under Subsection (1) to the Department of Workforce Services and the association 
of governments in which the city is located. 

(4) In a civil action seeking enforcement or claiming a violation of this section or of Subsection 10-9a-404(5)(c), a plaintiff may not recover damages 
but may be awarded injunctive or other equitable relief. 



The following pages contain two (2) parts that pertain to UCA 10-9a-103(b) and UCA 10-9a-408.  Part 
I consists of eight (8) sections that require the report’s preparer to revise 5-year estimates of the
municipality’s housing needs.  The report’s preparer will need to download data from the U.S. Census 
Bureau’s FactFinder website to complete this part of the form.  Part II consists of seven (7) sections that 
will require the preparer to review city ordinances, existing plans, and compile records from multiple 
sources, including:  The municipality’s various departments, affiliated development agencies, interlocal 
cooperatives, associations of government, public housing authorities, and/or county assessors. 

In accordance with UCA 10-9a-103(b), please complete the tables in the following sections to revise 
estimates of the municipality’s 5-year moderate-income housing needs.   

The report’s preparer should use the advanced search functions of the U.S. Census Bureau’s American FactFinder 
website to look up tabulated values from the American Community Survey (ACS).  Specific ACS tables are listed in 
each table to aid searches.   FactFinder tutorials are widely available on the internet, including HCDD’s website:
https://goo.gl/z4hm8Y.  Municipalities should use 5-year ACS estimates, but they may determine for themselves 
whether to use 3-year or 1-year estimates if available and appropriate.  Alternatively, municipalities may use the 
most recent estimates and projections generated by the Utah Population Estimates Committee.  Municipalities may 
use compound annual growth rate, average annual growth rate, trend analysis, or a more sophisticated estimating 
technique of their choice to estimate their 5-year moderate-income housing needs. 

www.factfinder.census.gov 

2010 
American 

Community 
Survey 

Most 
Recent 

American 
Community 

Survey 
Growth 
Rate 

5-Year 
Projection 

Total Population: 
(ACS Table B01003) 

Total Population in occupied 
housing units 
(ACS Table B25008) 

Total Population in owner-
occupied housing units 
(ACS Table B25008) 

NOTE:  Reporting the findings of a biennial moderate-income housing review is a time intensive 
process.  Municipalities should set-aside sufficient time to prepare an adequate report.  The Utah 
Housing and Community Development Division has developed this form to assist municipal 
governments with their biennial reporting obligations.  Nonetheless, a preparer of the biennial 
report is expected to have a basic knowledge of planning principles, a familiarity with 
demographic methods, and an understanding of state laws governing moderate-income housing 
as well as applicable municipal ordinances.



Total Population in renter-
occupied housing units 
(ACS Table B25008) 

Subtract the total population living in 
occupied housing units from the total 
population to estimate the total 
population without housing. 

2010 
American 

Community 
Survey 

Most 
Recent 

American 
Community 

Survey 
Growth 
Rate 

5-Year 
Projection 

TOTAL HOUSING UNITS 
(ACS Table B25001) 

Total occupied units 
(ACS Table B25032) 

Owner-occupied structures 
(ACS Table B25032) 

1 unit, detached 

1 unit, attached 

2 units 

3 or 4 units 

5 to 9 units 

10 to 19 units 

20 to 49 units 

50 or more units 

Mobile homes 

Boat, RV, van, etc. 

Renter-occupied structures 
(ACS Table B25032) 

1 unit, detached 

1 unit, attached 

2 units 

3 or 4 units 

5 to 9 units 

10 to 19 units 

20 to 49 units 

50 or more units 

Mobile homes 

Boat, RV, van, etc. 
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SECTION 3:  Housing occupancy in the municipality 

Table B25003 
Table B25081 

2010 
American 

Community 
Survey 

Most 
Recent 

American 
Community 

Survey 
Growth 

Rate 
5-Year 

Projection 
Total households in occupied 
housing units 
(ACS Table B25003) 
Total households in owner-
occupied housing 
(ACS Table B25003) 

With a Mortgage 
(ACS Table B25081) 
Without a Mortgage 
(ACS Table B25081) 

Total households in renter-
occupied housing 
(ACS Table B25003) 
Source 1:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B25003: Tenure.  American Community Survey.  
Source 2:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B25081: Mortgage status.  American Community Survey.  

SECTION 4:  Housing vacancy in the municipality 

Table B25004 
2010 

American 
Community 

Survey 

Most 
Recent 

American 
Community 

Survey 
Growth 

Rate 
5-Year 

Projection 
Total vacant units 
(ACS Table B25004) 
For rent 
(ACS Table B25004) 
Rented, not occupied 
(ACS Table B25004) 
For sale only 
(ACS Table B25004) 
Sold, not occupied 
(ACS Table B25004) 
For seasonal, recreational, or 
occasional use 
(ACS Table B25004) 
For migrant workers 
(ACS Table B25004) 
Other vacant 
(ACS Table B25004) 
Source 1:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B25003: Tenure.  American Community Survey.  
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SECTION 5:  Average household size of the municipality 

Table B25010 
2010 

American 
Community 

Survey 

Most 
Recent 

American 
Community 

Survey 
Growth 

Rate 
5-Year 

Projection 
Average Household Size 
(ACS Table B25010)         

Average Owner 
Household Size 
(ACS Table B25010) 

        

Average Renter 
Household Size 
(ACS Table B25010) 

        

Source 1:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B25010: Average household size of occupied housing units by tenure.  American Community Survey.  

     
SECTION 6: Monthly median housing costs in the municipality 

Table B25088 
Table B25064 

2010 
American 

Community 
Survey 

Most 
Recent 

American 
Community 

Survey 
Growth 

Rate 
5-Year 

Projection 
Total median owner-
occupied housing costs 
(ACS Table B25088) 

        

Units with a mortgage 
(ACS Table B25088)         

Units without a mortgage 
(ACS Table B25088)         

Median gross rent 
(ACS Table B25064)         
Source 1:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B25088: Median selected monthly owner costs (Dollars) by mortgage status.  American Community Survey.  
Source 2:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B25064: Median gross rent (Dollars).  American Community Survey.  

     

SECTION 7:  Median household income in the municipality 

Table B25119 
2010 

American 
Community 

Survey 

Most 
Recent 

American 
Community 

Survey 
Growth 

Rate 
5-Year 

Projection 
Median household income 
(ACS Table B25119)         

Owner-occupied income 
(ACS Table B25119)         

Renter-occupied income 
(ACS Table B25119)         
Source 1:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B25119: Median household income that past 12 months by tenure.  American Community Survey.  
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SECTION 8:  "COUNTY-LEVEL" Area Median Income (AMI)* 

Table B19019 
Table B19119 

2010 
American 

Community 
Survey 

Most 
Recent 

American 
Community 

Survey 
Growth 

Rate 
5-Year 

Projection 
Median HOUSEHOLD income 
(ACS Table B19019)         

1-person household         
2-person household         
3-person household         
4-person household         
5-person household         
6-person household         
≥ 7-person household         

Median FAMILY income 
(ACS Table B19119)         

2-person family         
3-person family         
4-person family         
5-person family         
6-person family         
≥ 7-person family         

Source 1:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B19019: Median household income that past 12 months by household size.  American Community Survey.  
Source 2:  U.S. Census Bureau.  Table B19119: Median family income in the past 12 months by family size.  American Community Survey.  

*NOTE:  AMI is always calculated at the COUNTY-LEVEL. 
 
Using the calculations above, explain the municipality’s current and projected housing needs. 

 

  



In accordance with UCA 10-9a-408, please complete the following sections to report the findings of the 
municipal legislative body’s review of the moderate-income housing element of the general plan. 

1) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality's general plan include a moderate-income housing
element that utilizes maps, illustrations, tables, and a detailed analysis of 
means and techniques to set forth goals, policies, and guidelines intended to 
direct the jurisdiction’s present and future residential development? 

 

2) □ Yes □ No Does the moderate-income housing element of the municipality’s general plan
take into account the anticipated growth of the region, for existing and future 
residents, including low-income, very low-income, and extremely low-income 
households for at least the next five years? 

3) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality’s zoning ordinance and map, development and
subdivision regulations or other land use controls conform to the jurisdiction's 
comprehensive plan regarding moderate-income housing needs by providing: 

a) Sufficient land use and density categories for multifamily housing,
duplexes, small lot homes and other similar elements; and

b) Sufficient land zoned or mapped "as-of-right" in these categories, that can
permit the building of moderate-income housing addressing the needs
identified in the plan?

4) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality's zoning ordinance set minimum building size
requirements that exceed the local housing or health code or is otherwise not 
based upon explicit health standards? 

 

5) □ Yes □ No If the municipality has development impact fees, are the fees specified and
calculated under local and/or state statutory criteria?  

6) □ Yes □ No Do the municipality's development impact fee statutes provide criteria that set
standards for the allowable types of capital investments that have a direct 
relationship between the fee and the development, and a method for fee 
calculation? 

7) □ Yes □ No If the municipality has impact fees or other significant fees, does it provide
waivers of these fees for moderate-income housing?  

8) □ Yes □ No Has the municipality adopted specific building code language regarding
housing rehabilitation that encourages such rehabilitation through gradated 
regulatory requirements applicable as different levels of work are performed 
in existing buildings? 



9) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality use a recent version of a nationally recognized model
building code, published within the last 5 years, without significant technical 
amendment or modification? 

10) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality's zoning ordinance or land use regulations permit
manufactured housing "as-of-right" in all residential districts and zoning 
classifications in which similar site-built housing is permitted, subject to 
design, density, building size, foundation requirements, and other similar 
requirements applicable to other housing that will be deemed realty, 
irrespective of the method of production? 

11) □ Yes □ No Within the past five years, has a the municipality’s legislative body conducted
a comprehensive study of, public hearings for, or established a formal ongoing 
process to review residential development regulations and processes to assess 
their impact on its supply of moderate-income housing? 

12) □ Yes □ No Has the municipality implemented regulatory reforms consistent with the
findings of a comprehensive housing study, public hearings, or periodic 
reviews in the last five years? 

13) □ Yes □ No Within the past five years, has the municipality modified infrastructure
standards and/or authorized the use of new infrastructure technologies (e.g. 
water, sewer, street width) to significantly reduce the cost of housing? 

14) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality grant sufficient density bonuses to offset the cost of
building below market units as an incentive for any market rate residential 
development that includes a portion of moderate-income housing? 

15) □ Yes □ No Has the municipality established a single, consolidated permit application
process for housing development that includes building, zoning, engineering, 
environmental, and related permits?  Alternatively, does your jurisdiction 
conduct concurrent, not sequential, reviews for all required permits and 
approvals? 

16) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality provide for expedited permitting and approvals
for all moderate-income housing projects?   

17) □ Yes □ No Has the municipality established time limits for government review and
approval or disapproval of development permits in which failure to act, after 
the application is deemed complete, by the government within the designated 
time period, results in automatic approval? 

  

18) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality allow "accessory apartments" either as: a) a special
exception or conditional use in all single-family residential zones or, b) "as-of-
right" in a majority of residential districts otherwise zoned for single-family 
housing? 

  

19) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality have an explicit policy that adjusts or waives existing
parking requirements for all moderate-income housing developments? 

20) □ Yes □ No Does the municipality require moderate-income housing projects to undergo
public review or special hearings when the project is otherwise in full 
compliance with the zoning ordinance and other development regulations? 

  



 

 

21) What other efforts has the municipality made to reduce, mitigate, or eliminate barriers to 
moderate-income housing? 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Enter data from TABLE 1 and TABLE 2 at the end of this form into the tables below to calculate the 
municipality’s progress in providing affordable and available moderate-income rental housing for the 
current and previous biennium.  Subtract data in TABLE 2 from TABLE 1 to estimate the municipality’s 
progress in providing moderate-income housing.  Finally, in each table below subtract the number of 
affordable units from the number of renter households and then subtract the number of available units 
from the number of renter households to estimate the municipality’s moderate-income housing gap. 
 

  
Renter 

Households 

Affordable 

Rental Units 

Available 

Rental Units 

  Affordable Units 

- Renter Households 

  Available Units 

- Renter Households 

≤ 80% HAMFI           

≤ 50% HAMFI           

≤ 30% HAMFI           

      

  
Renter 

Households 

Affordable 

Rental Units 

Available 

Rental Units 

  Affordable Units 

- Renter Households 

  Available Units 

- Renter Households 

≤ 80% HAMFI           

≤ 50% HAMFI           

≤ 30% HAMFI           

      

  
Renter 

Households 

Affordable 

Rental Units 

Available 

Rental Units 

  Affordable Units 

- Renter Households 

  Available Units 

- Renter Households 

≤ 80% HAMFI           

≤ 50% HAMFI           

≤ 30% HAMFI           

 

Using municipal records, report the number of all housing units in the municipality that are currently 
subsidized by each level of government below: 

Municipal Government   

State Government   

Federal Government   

Use municipal records to report the number of all housing units in the municipality that are currently 
deed-restricted for moderate-income households in the box below:   

 



 

 

 



 

 

  

  
 

  
 

  

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 

  

  
 

  
 

  

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 

  

  
 

  
 

  

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 

  

  
 

  
 

  

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 



 

 

  

  
 

  
 

  

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 

  

  
 

  
 

  

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 

  

  
 

  
 

  

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 

  

  
 

  
 

  

   
   
   
   
   
   



 

 



 

 

 
 

1. Biennial moderate-income housing review reports are due on 
December 31st of each year. 
 

2. Emails must include the following items as separate attachments: 
(a) A findings report of the biennial moderate-income housing element review 
(b) The most current version of the moderate-income housing element of the 

municipality’s general plan 
(c) A copy of the resolution formally adopting the current moderate income 

housing element as part of the municipality’s general plan 
(d) A link to the biennial report on the municipality’s website 

 
3. Acceptable electronic document formats include: 

(a) DOC, DOCX, RTF, OTD, and PDF 
 

4. Emails MUST be addressed to: 

biennialreporting@utah.gov 
 

 
 

For additional moderate-income housing planning resources, please visit: 

https://goo.gl/z4hm8Y 
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TABLE 1: 
Moderate-income renter households, affordable rental units, and available rental units, 2010-2014 

  Renter Households HAMFI Affordable Units HAMFI Available Units HAMFI 
Municipality ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% 

Alpine 20 175 335 80 84 264 4 53 168 
American Fork 345 755 1,110 150 350 1,555 35 170 925 
Bluffdale 45 150 280 25 115 345 0 50 270 
Bountiful 540 1,235 2,330 420 1,625 3,560 195 705 2,245 
Brigham City 415 755 1,235 415 1,400 1,950 280 820 1,450 
Cedar City 1,525 2,470 3,510 1,150 3,365 4,845 655 2,220 3,860 
Cedar Hills 35 60 145 30 30 100 0 15 65 
Centerville 230 295 460 90 250 725 50 185 545 
Clearfield 1,125 2,260 3,400 405 2,260 4,690 260 1,430 3,530 
Clinton 55 175 555 65 295 820 4 64 499 
Cottonwood Heights 395 840 1,645 205 650 3,325 50 300 1,755 
Draper 215 575 1,075 155 330 1,980 0 150 995 
Eagle Mountain 120 130 430 55 55 525 20 20 395 
Enoch 35 65 105 50 80 175 0 15 95 
Farmington 145 215 610 140 480 870 20 105 535 
Farr West 30 30 55 20 70 130 0 4 49 
Fruit Heights 4 59 79 0 25 80 0 4 68 
Grantsville 185 265 295 190 245 455 160 190 319 
Harrisville 10 80 180 35 125 350 0 70 215 
Heber 240 455 750 65 295 1,095 4 169 724 
Herriman 210 475 640 10 80 1,360 10 25 795 
Highland 30 70 85 50 85 120 0 30 55 
Holladay 350 865 1,500 160 870 2,390 35 375 1,580 
Hooper 15 15 45 0 15 80 0 0 30 
Hurricane 335 555 745 120 340 1,285 55 185 760 
Hyrum 80 145 235 50 115 285 20 34 223 
Ivins 55 205 375 70 80 290 0 55 225 
Kaysville 250 520 840 290 700 950 145 430 774 
Layton 1,330 2,385 3,555 690 2,865 5,325 330 1,845 3,700 
Lehi 380 770 1,485 170 494 1,649 35 154 1,094 
Lindon 105 145 315 60 99 394 25 49 279 
Logan 2,105 4,225 6,560 1,105 5,060 8,915 515 2,925 6,555 
Mapleton 20 50 175 15 60 205 15 30 149 
Midvale 1,365 2,180 3,695 395 1,535 5,765 170 750 3,725 
Murray 1,340 2,895 4,570 560 2,260 6,675 210 1,445 4,760 
Nibley 20 45 110 20 85 115 0 10 65 
North Logan 220 385 575 135 195 775 45 125 505 
North Ogden 80 200 430 55 305 755 20 155 420 
North Salt Lake 355 560 955 155 520 1,335 35 145 905 
Ogden 4,545 7,690 10,430 2,625 9,930 13,570 1,605 6,650 10,880 
Orem 2,240 4,345 6,755 785 3,035 9,360 395 1,695 6,380 
Park City 290 455 595 300 935 1,220 210 640 855 
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TABLE 1:  (Continued) 
Moderate-income renter households, affordable rental units, and available rental units, 2010-2014 

  Renter Households HAMFI Affordable Units HAMFI Available Units HAMFI 
Municipality ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% 

Payson 295 510 845 175 495 1,085 40 185 780 
Plain City 0 0 15 0 15 15 0 0 15 

Pleasant Grove 395 910 1,800 150 415 2,640 15 120 1,580 
Pleasant View 10 10 40 0 120 165 0 10 55 
Providence 25 85 260 65 130 405 4 33 258 
Provo 5,495 9,635 13,995 3,470 8,260 16,945 1,515 5,095 13,055 
Riverdale 95 355 645 65 620 985 50 395 765 
Riverton 55 130 515 120 260 1,110 4 33 573 
Roy 405 740 1,200 265 1,050 1,940 85 505 1,230 
Salem 90 180 210 100 165 285 45 115 204 
Salt Lake City 11,230 19,215 27,330 4,625 18,915 36,450 2,965 12,210 27,390 
Sandy 1,065 2,055 3,455 450 1,200 5,380 160 670 3,220 
Santa Clara 20 50 250 110 114 304 45 45 224 
Santaquin 60 135 240 75 185 430 25 120 279 
Saratoga Springs 30 60 210 10 30 325 0 0 105 
Smithfield 35 95 200 75 120 335 20 50 199 
South Jordan 260 420 1,005 250 440 1,535 50 90 815 
South Ogden 380 875 1,465 130 1,175 2,150 30 690 1,530 
South Salt Lake 1,670 2,875 4,005 465 2,695 5,155 300 1,770 4,135 
South Weber 35 70 130 10 50 185 10 39 119 
Spanish Fork 255 595 1,245 170 605 1,844 40 210 1,099 
Springville 325 675 1,495 120 955 2,270 30 365 1,415 
St. George 1,710 3,475 5,445 865 2,230 7,800 380 1,395 5,295 
Sunset 205 260 375 100 385 500 4 234 389 
Syracuse 30 135 315 90 155 505 75 109 334 
Taylorsville 1,360 2,405 4,190 360 2,105 6,005 155 1,360 4,310 
Tooele 640 1,115 1,665 325 1,130 2,635 170 795 1,860 
Tremonton 235 295 450 190 525 595 175 320 455 
Vernal 485 550 830 155 665 1,395 135 475 945 
Washington 315 820 1,235 275 480 1,330 20 360 960 
Washington Terrace 470 850 1,075 195 1,200 1,405 150 795 1,125 
West Bountiful 10 25 40 10 85 160 10 50 65 
West Haven 100 295 550 25 160 930 15 100 520 
West Jordan 1,400 2,630 4,535 550 1,480 7,065 170 785 4,600 
West Point 75 120 205 10 40 185 10 30 145 
West Valley City 3,220 5,870 8,810 940 3,835 11,405 575 2,400 8,885 
Woods Cross 130 195 420 0 445 615 0 190 485 
Source:  U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2017). Tables 8, 14B, & 15C:  Comprehensive Housing Affordability 
Strategy [Data].  Available at:  https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2014_data 
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TABLE 2: 
Moderate-income renter households, affordable rental units, and available rental units, 2008-2012 

  Renter Households HAMFI Affordable Units HAMFI Available Units HAMFI 
Municipality ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% 

Alpine 25 140 270 45 100 335 10 64 204 
American Fork 270 655 1,045 230 540 1,600 15 175 860 
Bluffdale 75 145 205 15 75 305 15 50 210 
Bountiful 645 1,320 2,020 500 1,675 3,450 215 820 1,930 
Brigham City 290 560 1,100 310 1,240 1,670 225 675 1,315 
Cedar City 1,055 2,215 3,355 830 2,930 4,915 410 1,710 3,760 
Cedar Hills 85 95 155 25 25 135 0 10 100 
Centerville 60 160 260 85 150 540 40 90 270 
Clearfield 935 1,785 3,100 360 1,805 4,720 210 1,090 3,350 
Clinton 90 205 435 20 165 705 0 30 370 
Cottonwood Heights 335 660 1,420 215 550 3,270 90 275 1,685 
Draper 165 525 930 210 385 1,815 0 150 905 
Eagle Mountain 95 105 395 65 65 510 0 0 385 
Enoch 10 70 145 70 110 215 0 25 134 
Farmington 125 150 500 115 450 765 25 45 430 
Farr West 20 45 55 65 95 165 20 44 54 
Fruit Heights 10 25 45 0 20 35 0 0 34 
Grantsville 135 230 295 140 290 465 90 184 299 
Harrisville 0 60 145 40 70 215 0 15 150 
Heber 210 465 820 50 375 1,040 15 230 835 
Herriman 155 190 385 10 20 420 10 10 320 
Highland 15 90 185 45 60 165 0 25 135 
Holladay 455 975 1,490 210 745 2,575 15 390 1,585 
Hooper 15 15 40 4 24 44 0 0 24 
Hurricane 390 480 665 80 310 1,115 55 190 700 
Hyrum 85 170 210 35 100 285 15 70 189 
Ivins 40 140 230 75 140 270 10 105 145 
Kaysville 310 545 795 210 650 885 150 420 755 
Layton 1,290 2,165 3,580 640 2,265 5,365 350 1,525 3,770 
Lehi 235 565 1,190 135 465 1,490 25 149 939 
Lindon 100 185 230 65 120 335 40 65 230 
Logan 2,000 4,410 6,650 1,270 5,385 9,355 625 2,965 6,580 
Mapleton 15 30 165 15 60 185 15 19 139 
Midvale 1,290 2,220 3,670 305 1,250 5,590 180 705 3,690 
Murray 1,245 2,380 3,735 625 1,725 6,005 240 1,025 4,050 
Nibley 0 30 70 10 14 64 0 10 54 
North Logan 105 270 455 110 260 620 4 144 429 
North Ogden 105 220 425 65 260 745 20 145 385 
North Salt Lake 250 450 695 125 505 1,115 30 250 670 
Ogden 4,400 6,805 9,990 2,310 9,230 13,355 1,475 5,950 10,515 
Orem 2,085 4,380 6,735 970 3,630 9,615 485 2,020 6,750 
Park City 300 595 795 295 790 1,230 220 655 1,050 
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TABLE 2:  (Continued) 
Moderate-income renter households, affordable rental units, and available rental units, 2008-2012 

  Renter Households HAMFI Affordable Units HAMFI Available Units HAMFI 
Municipality ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% ≤ 30% ≤ 50% ≤ 80% 

Payson 270 465 760 130 645 1,180 45 240 740 
Plain City 0 15 45 30 40 55 0 4 43 

Pleasant Grove 310 840 1,755 115 380 2,360 0 135 1,615 
Pleasant View 15 50 100 0 55 110 0 50 94 
Providence 50 125 215 65 160 340 0 35 185 
Provo 5,300 9,520 14,010 3,269 8,774 16,074 1,434 5,559 12,749 
Riverdale 110 265 520 55 495 900 30 285 634 
Riverton 60 345 590 55 100 1,175 15 15 545 
Roy 265 580 1,015 280 1,040 1,955 125 505 1,095 
Salem 60 150 190 95 170 225 30 100 164 
Salt Lake City 10,720 17,995 26,260 4,535 17,315 36,025 2,965 11,020 26,260 
Sandy 950 1,750 3,000 520 1,095 4,625 225 660 2,855 
Santa Clara 15 45 155 10 20 90 0 0 50 
Santaquin 75 140 245 80 170 395 25 115 294 
Saratoga Springs 15 70 200 0 15 350 0 0 180 
Smithfield 60 115 210 85 220 410 30 75 199 
South Jordan 205 330 830 120 270 1,000 0 19 559 
South Ogden 395 740 1,325 150 1,120 2,080 55 555 1,290 
South Salt Lake 1,445 2,455 4,025 500 2,635 5,300 200 1,560 4,185 
South Weber 25 75 110 10 70 195 10 60 99 
Spanish Fork 300 720 1,255 130 615 1,755 25 245 1,185 
Springville 290 715 1,390 195 925 2,000 50 465 1,375 
St. George 1,745 3,430 5,780 915 2,600 7,560 500 1,870 5,585 
Sunset 205 260 435 50 455 665 4 238 473 
Syracuse 10 80 215 10 50 370 0 0 240 
Taylorsville 1,175 2,315 3,775 430 1,840 5,430 150 1,230 3,875 
Tooele 685 1,265 1,960 385 1,460 2,740 180 940 2,060 
Tremonton 210 245 465 155 455 675 140 225 485 
Vernal 315 420 785 175 475 1,305 100 320 835 
Washington 355 725 1,160 185 480 1,185 10 405 735 
Washington Terrace 355 645 945 185 970 1,340 80 545 925 
West Bountiful 10 40 55 10 75 125 10 40 55 
West Haven 80 165 360 15 130 690 4 83 433 
West Jordan 1,255 2,415 4,230 475 1,085 6,345 175 610 4,210 
West Point 60 105 190 30 30 230 20 20 150 
West Valley City 3,260 5,550 8,555 1,095 3,670 11,505 640 2,405 8,595 
Woods Cross 65 140 340 10 280 510 0 135 395 
Source:  U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development. (2017). Tables 8, 14B, & 15C:  Comprehensive Housing Affordability 
Strategy [Data].  Available at:  https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/cp.html#2006-2014_data 

 
 



CLEARFIELD CITY CORPORATION

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATED NOVEMBER 2019


	General-Plan-2021-02-23.pdf
	CreatingDowntownClearfield.pdf
	1.1 Introduction
	Background

	1.2 The Vision
	Introduction to the Vision
	Exchange Center
	Mabey Place
	Access Point
	Clearfield Station

	Place Types
	Urban
	Town
	Commercial
	Civic

	Place Types Use Table
	Downtown Design Guidelines
	Streets
	Sidewalks
	Architecture
	Parking
	Open Space and Amenities

	Place Types Design Variations
	Open Space Vision
	Transportation Vision
	Boulevard Renovation Recommendations
	The Gateways
	Boulevard Renovation Feasible Scenarios


	1.3 Implementing the Vision
	1.4 Plan Development
	Analysis
	Existing Conditions
	Market Demand

	Planning Process



	2019-27 Exhibit A.PDF
	2019-27 Exhibit A MIHP__Final
	Attachment 3 Clearfield 2019 Gap Analysis
	Attachment 4 MIH Attachment 1 - Moderate-Income Housing Reporting Form_Final Report amended


	Municipal Government: Clearfield City
	Reporting Date: November 1, 2018 - Tentative
	General Plans Web Address: www.clearfieldcity.org
	Mailing Address: 55 S. State Street
	PO Box: 
	City: Clearfield 
	UT Zip Code: 84015
	Mayors First and Last Name: Mark Shepherd
	Mayors Email Address: mark.shepherd@clearfieldcity.org
	Preparers First and Last Name: Spencer W. Brimley
	Preparers Title: Community Development Director
	Preparers Email Address: Spencer.Brimley@Clearfieldcity.org
	Preparers Telephone: 801-525-2785
	Extension: N/A
	1: 
	1: 
	1: 29,510
	2: 30,483
	3: 0.54%
	4: 31,318.30
	5: 28,516
	6: 30,198
	7: 0.96%
	8: 31,675.21
	9: 16,515
	10: 17,520
	11: 0.99%
	12: 18,404.06
	13: 12,001
	14: 12,678
	15: 0.92%
	16: 13,271.25
	17: 994
	18: 285
	19: -18.80%
	20: 100

	2: 
	1: 10,482
	2: 10,238
	3: -0.39%
	4: 10,039.01
	5: 9595
	6: 9621
	7: 0.05%
	8: 9,642.72
	9: 5181
	10: 5212
	11: 0.10%
	12: 5,237.97
	13: 4475
	14: 4579
	15: 0.38%
	16: 4,667.15
	17: 200
	18: 144
	19: -5.33%
	20: 109.51
	21: 9
	22: 5
	23: -9.33%
	24: 3.06
	25: 54
	26: 109
	27: 12.42%
	28: 195.71
	29: 0
	30: 32
	31: 0%
	32: 0
	33: 13
	34: 12
	35: -1.33%
	36: 11.23
	37: 0
	38: 9
	39: 0%
	40: 0
	41: 0
	42: 0
	43: 0%
	44: 0
	45: 430
	46: 322
	47: -4.71%
	48: 253.03
	49: 0
	50: 0
	51: 0%
	52: 0
	53: 4414
	54: 4409
	55: -0.02%
	56: 4,404.84
	57: 695
	58: 736
	59: 0.96%
	60: 772.01
	61: 538
	62: 592
	63: 1.61%
	64: 641.12
	65: 278
	66: 335
	67: 3.16%
	68: 391.33
	69: 612
	70: 765
	71: 3.79%
	72: 921.34
	73: 550
	74: 526
	75: -0.74%
	76: 506.80
	77: 882
	78: 635
	79: -5.33%
	80: 482.90
	81: 569
	82: 428
	83: -4.64%
	84: 337.59
	85: 145
	86: 224
	87: 7.52%
	88: 321.85
	89: 205
	90: 168
	91: -3.26%
	92: 142.32
	93: 0
	94: 0
	95: 0%
	96: 0

	3: 
	1: 9595
	2: 9621
	3: 0.05%
	4: 9642.72
	5: 5212
	7: 0.10%
	8: 5237.97
	9: 3984
	10: 4114
	11: 0.54%
	12: 4225.57
	13: 1197
	14: 1098
	15: -1.43%
	16: 1021.78
	17: 4414
	18: 4409
	19: -0.02%
	20: 4,404.84

	4: 
	1: 887
	2: 617
	3: -5.87%
	4: 455.95
	5: 543
	6: 191
	7: -15.98%
	8: 79.96
	9: 0
	10: 35
	11: 0%
	12: 0
	13: 54
	14: 69
	15: 4.17%
	16: 84.64
	17: 72
	18: 0
	19: -100%
	20: 0
	21: 68
	22: 0
	23: -100%
	24: 0
	25: 0
	26: 0
	27: 0%
	28: 0
	29: 150
	30: 332
	31: 14.16%
	32: 643.69

	5: 
	1: 2.97
	2: 3.14
	3: 0.93%
	4: 3.29
	5: 3.19
	6: 3.36
	7: 0.87%
	8: 3.51
	9: 2.72
	10: 2.88
	11: 0.96%
	12: 3.02

	6: 
	1: 1097
	2: 1051
	3: -0.71%
	4: 1,014.14
	5: 1223
	6: 1163
	7: -0.83%
	8: 1,115.25
	9: 298
	10: 327
	11: 1.56%
	12: 353.31
	13: 846
	14: 934
	15: 1.66%
	16: 1,014.29

	7: 
	1: 47,570
	2: 50,687
	3: 1.06%
	4: 53,439.96
	5: 56,423
	6: 61,776
	7: 1.52%
	8: 66,622.79
	9: 36,609
	10: 36,506
	11: -0.05%
	12: 36,420.39

	8: 
	1: 47,570
	2: 50,687
	3: 1.06%
	4: 53,439.96
	5: 34,275
	6: 25,507
	7: -4.81%
	8: 19,940.11
	9: 55,183
	10: 51,190
	11: -1.24%
	12: 48,084.12
	13: 46,055
	14: 57,208
	15: 3.68%
	16: 68,539.37
	17: 47,240
	18: 58,125
	19: 3.52%
	20: 69,088.73
	21: 52,711
	22: 62,368
	23: 2.84%
	24: 71,753.92
	25: 56,556
	26: 67,455
	27: 2.98%
	28: 78,125.66
	29: 83,682
	30: 63,929
	31: -4.39%
	32: 51,080.22
	33: 49,913
	34: 57,929
	35: 2.51%
	36: 66,584.01
	37: 50,108
	38: 49,879
	39: -0.41%
	40: 47,877.89
	41: 50,131
	42: 53,649
	43: 1.14%
	44: 56,768.53
	45: 45,612
	46: 60,204
	47: 4.73%
	48: 75,871.83
	49: 52,364
	50: 62,259
	51: 2.93%
	52: 71,918.93
	53: 55,195
	54: 78,846
	55: 6.12%
	56: 106,131.98
	57: 62,273
	58: 59,808
	59: -0.67%
	60: 57,828.53

	9: 
	1: Median household income is projected to grow over the next 5 years by approximately $3,000. Clearfield has a large suppy of affordable units, but availability of those units is a growing concern.  There is a need for approximately 1,200 units in an effort to work toward addressing the housing availability issue.  Clearfield City continues to see an increased need for housing in the City. The lack of availability is the greater concern, but create housing that is affordable is just as important.  Seventy-five percent of Clearfield renters fall into the low to very low income category relative to the percent of income spent on housing.  Given the limited supply of affordable units, the City is taking a proactive approach to creating housing options, through zoning regulaltions, to meet the needs of the City.


	2: 
	1: 
	1: No
	2: Yes
	3: No
	4: No
	5: Yes
	6: Yes
	7: No
	8: No
	9: Yes
	10: Yes
	11: No
	12: No
	13: No
	14: No
	15: No
	16: No
	17: Yes
	18: No
	19: No
	20: No
	21: In 2017 the City Council of Clearfield approved and adopted the Clearfield City Downtown Small Area Plan as a part of a long- term strategy for revitalizing the downtown area of the City. This regulatory change paved the way for new construction in housing options, and commercial space and office space all in an accessible manner.  The downtown area has been rezoned to the following Form Based Code zoning designations that will continue to reduce, mitigate and eliminate barriers to housing.  The zoning that has been implemented along the corrirdor allows for and encourages the mixing of uses, and increases densities along the State Street (SR 126) corridor.  The City  is currently exploring regulations for the use of Accessory Dwelling Units, and continues to allow for Flag Lot development and residential infill subdivisions in all single-family residential zones.  In addition, the City continues to allow for high density multi-family projects close to transit opportunities, and along major corridors, that include pedestrian and multi-modal components.  

	2: 
	1: The City Council has adopted or modified several ordinances to encourage moderate income housing. The single most important modification has been the addition of Form Based Code's zones which allow for higher density housing along the transportation corridors and other larger project based developments. Additionally, Clearfield City is considering an accessory dwelling unit code to allow for more dwelling units throughout the City in single family residentially zoned areas.   The City currently provides tax dollars to incentivize diverse housing types, which in turn increases affordability options for a larger range of people.  One unique characteristic to Clearfield City is a lack of market-rate multi-family developments. One of the recently completed projects known as City Centre, is a market rate development that is for rent.  As of the end of July 2018, the development has an occupancy rate of ninety-eight percent (98%).  The City has several other projects that are under constructions or will be constructed in the next 12-18 months that are rental products at market rates.  With the addition of market-rate and affordable housing projects under construction, the City will provide a variety of housing options, including townhomes, apartments, and condominiums.  Additionally the City collaborated for the construction of a single family home with Have a Heart, a nonprofit foundation for the benefit of a single low-moderate income family. The City's current zoning includes several zones to encourage a mixture of uses without residential density limits or height restrictions.  Since 2014, Clearfield City has permitted and/or approved over 750 multi-family units, including 1, 2, and 3 bedroom apartments, condos and townhomes.  Most importantly, these units are all located within walking distance to major transit corridors (bus lines) and opportunities which are imperative to the support of moderate income housing.  City Staff continues to promote commercial development to serve these residential areas as well, which the City recognizes as an imperative component of meaningful moderate income and high-density housing.The City also recently purchased a mobile home park for the purpose of infill/redevelopment.  The City, in partnership with a development partner, are working to provide a greater diversity in the housing stock that will be appealling and attainable for those who fall within the defined tiers of moderate income housing limits.  Clearfield has targeted the two (2) underserved census tracts for reinvestment activities such as rehabilitation and, as necessary, demolition of vacant housing and the construction of replacement housing. These areas are located along SR-126 (State/Main) that run through the heart of the City.  

	3: 
	1: 
	1: 
	01: 1095
	02: 340
	03: 225
	04: -755
	05: -870
	06: 2270
	07: 2115
	08: 1270
	09: -155
	10: -1000
	11: 3240
	12: 4430
	13: 3290
	14: 1190
	15: 50

	2: 
	01: 1060
	02: 465
	03: 305
	04: -595
	05: -755
	06: 2060
	07: 2110
	08: 1360
	09: 50
	10: -700
	11: 3095
	12: 4475
	13: 3240
	14: 1380
	15: 145

	3: 
	01: 35
	02: -125
	03: -80
	04: -160
	05: -115
	06: 210
	07: 5
	08: -90
	09: -205
	10: -300
	11: 145
	12: -45
	13: 50
	14: -190
	15: -95


	2: 
	1: 18
	2: 14
	3: 651

	3: 
	1: 665


	4: 
	1: Clearfield City will continue to work on a regional approach to affordable housing issues and will look for opportunities to collaborate to improve City neighborhoods.  The City has continued to work collaboratively with other communities by serving on regional planning committees addressing moderate income housing needs, transit, and future growth along the Wasatch Front.   The City will also continue to collaborate with the Utah League of Cities and Towns, Envision Utah, and the Wasatch Front Regional Council on these issues.

	5: 
	1: 
	1: RDA 6 NORTH FREEPORT CENTER
	2: RDA
	3: 10/9/1990
	4: 12/31/2030
	5: $937,714
	6: $21,050,854
	7: N/A
	8: N/A
	9: N/A
	10: Redevelopment projects approved before 1993 are not required to maintain a separate affordable housing fund

	2: 
	1: RDA 7 WEST SIDE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT
	2: RDA
	3: 2/20/1991
	4: 12/31/2023
	5: $9,238,809
	6: $39,371,475
	7: N/A
	8: N/A
	9: N/A
	10: Redevelopment projects approved before 1993 are not required to maintain a separate affordable housing fund

	3: 
	1: RDA 8 NORTHGATE EAST SIDE AREA
	2: RDA
	3: 1/22/1991
	4: 12/31/2026
	5: $32,290,319
	6: $49,521,349
	7: N/A
	8: N/A
	9: N/A
	10: Redevelopment projects approved before 1993 are not required to maintain a separate affordable housing fund

	4: 
	1: RDA 9 700 SOUTH STREET
	2: EDA
	3: 8/9/1994
	4: 12/31/2026
	5: $11,020,003
	6: $37,648,973
	7: N/A
	8: N/A
	9: N/A
	10: 20% housing set aside was not required as a part of this project area plan.

	5: 
	1: RDA 10 SOUTHWEST FREEPORT
	2: RDA
	3: 2/17/1993
	4: 12/31/2026
	5: $799,138
	6: $31,146,645
	7: N/A
	8: N/A
	9: N/A
	10: 20% housing set aside was not required as a part of this project area plan.

	6: 
	1: ATK EDA
	2: EDA
	3: 6/26/2011
	4: 12/31/2022
	5: $78,168,767
	6: $105,784,209
	7: N/A
	8: N/A
	9: N/A
	10: 20% housing set aside was not required as a part of this project area plan.

	7: 
	1: CLEARFIELD STATION CDA
	2: CDA
	3: 10/22/2013
	4: 12/31/2048
	5: $9,558,053
	6: N/A
	7: N/A
	8: N/A
	9: N/A
	10: 20% housing set aside was not required as a part of this project area plan.

	8: 
	1: 
	2: 
	3: 
	4: 
	5: 
	6: 
	7: 
	8: 
	9: 
	10: 


	6: 
	1: Clearfield City partnered with Have a Heart to build a home for a single low-moderate income family.  Building permit fees were waived as a part of this project.CDBG funds have been utilized in the City to create programs for residents to perform necessary updates to their homes, as well as emergency repairs as needed.

	7: 
	1: Not at this time.




