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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the City Council of Spanish Fork, Utah, will hold a regular public meeting in
the Council Chambers in the City Office Building, 40 South Main Street, Spanish Fork, Utah, commencing at

6:00 p.m. on February 15, 2011.

AGENDA ITEMS:

1. CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE, OPENING CEREMONY, RECOGNITIONS:
a. Pledge, led by invitation
b. Recognition of Employee of the 4" Quarter

2. PUBLIC COMMENTS:

Please note: In order to be considerate of everyone attending the meeting and to more closely follow the
published agenda times, public comment will be limited to three minutes per person. A spokesperson who has
been asked by a group to summarize their concerns will be allowed five minutes to speak. Comments which
cannot me made within these limits should be submitted in writing. The Mayor or Council may restrict the
comments beyond these guidelines.

3. COUNCIL COMMENTS:

4. SPANISH FORK 101
a. Sign Maintenance Program — Chris Thompson

5. CONSENT ITEMS:
These items are considered by the City Council to be routine and will be enacted by a single motion. If
discussion is desired on any particular consent item, that item may be removed from the consent agenda and
considered separately.

a. * Minutes of Spanish Fork City Council Meeting — February 1, 2011

b. * UT Warn Agreement to Facilitate the Sharing among Utilities in an Emergency
c. *1-15 ICORE Electrical Reconstruction Supplemental Agreement

d. * River Bank Stabilization Design Contract

6. NEW BUSINESS:

a. * 1-15 River Bridge Reconstruction Trail Agreement — Chris Thompson

b. * Contract Amendment to Add Full Build-out Scenario to the Travel Demand Model
in the Transportation Masterplan — Chris Thompson
* Ordinance #02-11 Amending Telecommunications Meetings — Junior Baker
* Ordinance #03-11 Amendment to the False Alarm Ordinance — Dee Rosenbaum
* Rocky Mountain Composites Lease at the Airport— Scott Wood
*Proposed Preliminary Plat for property located at approximately 600 East Kirby
Lane. The proposal would permit the recordation of a three-lot condominium plat —
Dave Anderson
g. *Proposed Preliminary Plat for property located at approximately 900 North State

"0 oo

* Supporting documentation is available on the City’s website www.spanishfork.org

Notice is hereby given that:

. In the event of an absence of a quorum, agenda items will be continued to the next regularly scheduled meeting.

. By motion of the Spanish Fork City Council, pursuant to Title 52, Chapter 4 of the Utah Code, the City Council may vote
to hold a closed meeting for any of the purposes identified in that Chapter.

. This agenda is also available on the City’'s webpage at www.spanishfork.org

SPANISH FORK CITY does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, religion, age or disability in the
employment or the provision of services. The public is invited to participate in all Spanish Fork City Council Meetings located
at 40 South Main St. If you need special accommodation to participate in the meeting, please contact the City Manager’s

Office at 804-4530.



Road 51. The proposal would reapprove a Master Planned Development that was
originally approved in 2009 — Dave Anderson

h. Chris Salisbury, Salisbury Homes - Extending the entitlement period on the Maple
Mountain Master Planned Community for 6 additional months.

ADJOURN:
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Tentative Minutes
Spanish Fork City Council Meeting
February 1, 2011

Elected Officials Present: Mayor G. Wayne Andersen, Councilmembers Steve Leifson, Rod Dart,
Keir A. Scoubes, Richard Davis, Jens P. Nielson.

Staff Present: David Oyler, City Manager; Junior Baker, City Attorney; Seth Perrins, Assistant
City Manager; Dave Anderson; Community Development Director; Chris Thompson, Public
Works Director; Dale Robinson, Parks & Recreation Director; Kent Clark City Recorder/Finance
Director; Dee Rosenbaum, Public Safety Director; Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder.

Citizens Present: Caden Hermansen, Ty Christmas, Ryan Wengreen, Chris Hermansen, Mike
Mendenhall, Don Nay, Kari Nay, Robert Nay, Nikki Ahlin, Tresa Ahlin, Karl L. Duffield, Jean C.
Duffield, Lana Creer-Harris, Richard V. Harris, Glenda Wilson, Steve Wilson, Chris Garcia, Chris
Tuttle, Carter Lehmon, Terry Ficklin, Stackie Geroli, Enzo Geroli, Pat Parkinson, Nicole Busch,
Janette Kneese.

CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE, RECOGNITION:
Mayor Andersen called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

Councilman Davis led in the pledge of allegiance.

Introduction of New Golf Course Manager/Head Professional

Dale Robinson introduce Ryan Rhees the new Golf Course Manager/Head Professional. We are
thrilled to have him on our team.

Ryan Rhees spoke of himself and his experience.

Mayor Andersen thanked Mr. Rhees.

Recognition - Robert Nay

Mayor Andersen recognized Robert Nay whom developed the number one App creation for the I-
phone.

Robert Nay explained how he made the game.

Mayor congratulated Robert for his knowledge.

Seth Perrins showed how much media Robert Nay has been in.

Recognition - The Moving Wall Committee

Seth Perrins recognized the Committee that brought The Moving Wall to our town. Steve
Wilson, Lana Creer-Harris, Tresa Ahlin, Jean Duffield, Councilman Richard Davis, Mayor Wayne

Andersen. Lana Creer-Harris thought of this idea and started this great event.

Councilman Leifson said we are excited that we have these types of individuals in our community.
They did a great job, a lot of time and effort was put into this event.

Spanish Fork City Council Minutes February 1, 2011 1



49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96

Councilman Leifson congratulated the committee and presented them with a certificate of
recognition.

Steve Wilson expressed some of his experiences with The Moving Wall while it was here.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

Mike Mendenhall from the Chamber of Commerce announced that the Easter Egg Hunt is coming
up. He invited the public to the sack lunch lectures every Thursday. Also, on February 9" is a
Networking Meeting at Robarge Collision. For more details go to www.spanishforkchamber.com.

COUNCIL COMMENTS:

Councilman Scoubes announced on Saturday, April 9" from 9 a.m. to 3 p.m. there will be a
Household Hazardous Waste Collection Day at Orem Public Works Facility.

Councilman Dart asked Pam Jackson the library director, to come up to announce some of the
library events.

Pam Jackson reminded the public that February is Library Lovers month. If you have any items
that you have forgotten about, please return them. The library will waive all incoming fines during
the first three weeks of the month, through February 19.

Councilman Leifson gave an update on the UMPA & SUVPS meetings.

Councilman Davis said they took the youth council to the capital for the Local Officials’ Day at
the Legislature event. It was a great learning experience for them.

Councilman Davis read an email he received that disappointed him. The council is doing their
best and we want to serve our citizens and help them. If you have concerns we have many ways
of communications that you can contact us.

Councilman Nielson said at the SUVMWA board meeting we elected new officers and he is now
the secretary for this committee.

Mayor Andersen expressed that one of the great experiences of being mayor is representing the
city at its many events. Mayor Andersen was called by a citizen to come to an incident. The
citizens home was completing vandalized. This doesn’t represent Spanish Fork and the citizens
that live here. Mayor Andersen asked the citizens of this community to help protect our
community.

SPANISH FORK 101:
Junior Baker talked about nonconforming uses and noncomplying structures.

Councilman Davis made a Motion to move into Public Hearing to discuss Ordinance #01-11.
Councilman Leifson Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:55 p.m.

PUBLIC HEARING:
Ordinance #01-11 Abandonment of Trail and Easement in Black Horse Run

Spanish Fork City Council Minutes February 1, 2011 2
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Chris Thompson stated that months ago we received an easement of open area to be vacated. It
was supported by the people in the subdivision. We have no need for the easement and it will be
abandoned back to the HOA.

Mayor Andersen welcomed any public comment.

Berry Wilkins from Black Horse Run HOA thanked the council for all they do. He expressed that
association was not contacted regarding this issue.

Dave Oyler expressed apology, we thought it had been done.

Pat Parkinson asked that several months ago people in that area were concerned about the run
off, was that taken care of?

Chris Thompson reported that the City installed a storm drain line in the road. A line was ran to
each home that was having water problems, to help get rid of the water.

Discussion about the Black Horse Run area water problem.

Stacy Geroli a homeowner next to the easement has concerns. The HOA is supposed to be
maintaining the trail by her property and have not been doing so. We have been maintaining the
area by our property. If the City is going to abandon the easements to the HOA, are they going
to maintain it? We have been promised on multiple occasions by the Code Enforcement Officer
and the HOA that it will be done. If they do not want to maintain it we would want to close off
our property and that is what they don’t want us to do.

Berry Wilkins said we do have the easement to maintain the trail but not the Geroli's property.

Councilman Leifson made a Motion to move out of Public Hearing.
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 7:21 p.m.

Mayor Andersen asked if the easement is part of the HOA, shouldn’t the HOA maintain it?

Junior Baker said if the easement is abandoned to the HOA it will be between the home owner
and the association. We do have the City Code standards for the weeds.

Councilman Nielson asked when the Black Horse Run plat was approved if the trail was included.
Junior Baker stated that it included the public utility easement and a public trail access
easement. We feel that the City does not need this easement and are willing to abandon the
public trail access easement.

Discussion about the easement.

Mayor Andersen stated that if the city approves this ordinance then the HOA gets the easements
and will need to take care of the easements.

Spanish Fork City Council Minutes February 1, 2011 3
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Councilman Scoubes asked how do we know who to abandon the easements to? How do we
know if it's the property owner or the HOA? There are two owners in this area, the HOA and the
Geroli's. Why should we abandon this to one when there are two owners involved?

Discussion about owners of the easements.

Councilman Scoubes made a Motion to Table this to March 1 Ordinance #01-11 Abandonment of
Trail and Easement in Black Horse Run for further research.
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor by a roll call vote.

Councilman Davis made a Motion to move into Public Hearing to discuss FY 2011 Budget
Revision 2.
Councilman Scoubes Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 7:44 p.m.

FY 2011 Budget Revision 2

Kent Clark explained that our budget is always changing and getting updated. The general fund
is run by taxes. Our sales tax in the city has declined over the years. Our building permits are
down. Property taxes have increased over 10 years. The current budget is $59 million and the
proposal is for $62 million. The $62 million is what is being proposed for approval.

Mayor Andersen welcomed any public comment.
There was no public comment.

Councilman Leifson made a Motion to move out of Public Hearing.
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 8:01 p.m.

Councilman Scoubes pointed out in comparing Revision 1 and Revision 2 in the expenditures the
city has saved about $45,000.00.

Councilman Leifson made a Motion to approve FY 2011 Budget Revision 2.
Councilman Nielson Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor by a roll call vote.

CONSENT ITEMS:
a. Minutes of Spanish Fork City Council Meeting - January 18, 2011; January 14 &15, 2011.
b. Proposed Agreement for services to prepare environmental studies as part of National
Park Service park conversion process.
c. 800 North CDBG Grant, Change Order #3 Ratification
d. Impact Fee Consultant Contract with TischlerBise for Phase #1
e. |-15 ICORE Waterline Relocation Supplemental Agreement

Councilman Leifson made a Motion to approve the consent items.
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor.

NEW BUSINESS:
Resolution #11-02 Making Appointments to the South Utah Valley Municipal Water
Association Board and Technical Committee
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Mayor Andersen stated that this Resolution appoints Councilman Nielson to serve on the board
and Chris Thompson as the alternate.
Mayor Andersen appointed Chris Thompson to serve on the Technical Committee.

Councilman Dart made a Motion to approve Resolution#11-02 Making Appointments to the
South Utah Valley Municipal Water Association Board and Technical Committee.
Councilman Leifson Seconded and the motion passed all in favor by roll call vote.

Windward Engineering Lease

Junior Baker stated that Windward Engineering wants to build a building on our property they are
leasing from the City. UMPA is leasing it from the City and they are subleasing to Windward
Engineering. They are going to pay us $550.00 per month. At the end of the lease we get the
building, they will have to remove the towers or turbines.

Councilman Scoubes made a Motion to approve the Windward Engineering Lease.
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor.

Board Appointments
Mayor Andersen appointed Don Graham & Shauna Warnick to the Library Board.

Councilman Dart made a Motion to approve the Mayor's appointment of Don Graham & Shauna
Warnick to the Library Board.
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor.

Mayor Andersen appointed Dan Degraw, Ruth Peay & Shirley Oberg to the Senior Citizens
Board.

Councilman Dart made a Motion to approve the Mayor's appointment of Dan Degraw, Ruth Peay
& Shirley Oberg to the Senior Citizens Board.
Councilman Leifson Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor.

Councilman Nielson made a Motion to adjourn to Closed Session to discuss Legal.
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 8:15 p.m.

ADJOURN:

ADOPTED:

Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder
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Memo

To: Mayor and City Council

From: Chris Thompson, Public Works Director/City Engineer
Date: February 4, 2011

Re: UT-WARN Agreement

Staff Report

The Division of Drinking Water and the Utah Division of Water Quality have sponsored an interagency
agreement that would facilitate providing or receiving aid from other water or waste water utilities in an
emergency. This agreement outlines a fair and practical method of reimbursement for that aid as well
as lists of the available resources.

The city attorney and public works have reviewed this document and recommend the city council’s
approval.

Attached: Proposed Agreement

40 SOUTH MAIN - SPANISH FORK, UTAH 84660 - (801) 804-4500 - FAX (801) 804-4510 -WWW.SPANISHFORK.ORG
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Amanda Smith
Executive Director

State of Utah
DIVISION OF DRINKING WATER
GARY R. HERBERT Kenneth H. Bousfield, P.E.
Governor Director
GREG BELL DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY
Lieutenant Governor Walter L. Baker, P.E.

Director

October 6, 2010

RICHARD HEAP

SPANISH FORK CITY

40 S MAIN

SPANISH FORK, UT 84660

Dear Mr. HEAP:
Subject: Utah Water and Wastewater Agency Response Network

The Utah Water and Wastewater Agency Response Network (UT-WARN) has been formed by
your peers, state agencies and associations that represent your interests. The WARN system is a
nationwide initiative that is intended to facilitate coordinated emergency response and assist with
reimbursement in disasters for agencies who do respond. UT-WARN is a no-cost insurance policy
for systems when they are faced with an emergency or disaster that overwhelms their ability to
respond. It also will be the means of coordinating interstate response in federally declared
disasters.

As leaders of Utah’s Department of Environmental Quality and Utah’s water and wastewater
primacy agencies we understand the importance of seeing that the recovery of these vital
components of our infrastructure occurs in as timely a manner as possible following an incident.
We therefore urge all of Utah’s drinking water and wastewater systems to join UT-WARN if they
have not already done so. Information about joining is available at www.utwarn.org.

Please join us in supporting this important piece of Utah’s disaster and emergency response
preparedness.

Thank you,
Kennneth H. Bousfield, P.E., Director Walter L. Baker, P.E., Director
Utah Division of Drinking Water Utah Division of Water Quality

195 North 1950 West » Salt Lake City, UT
Drinking Water Telephone (801) 536-4200 « Water Quality Telephone (801) 536-4300 « T.D.D. (801) 536-4414
www.deq.utah.gov
Printed on 100% recycled paper



MUTUAL AID AGREEMENT FOR UTAH WATER AND WASTEWATER
AGENCIES

THIS COOPERATION AGREEMENT is entered into this day of .
by and Utah Water/Wastewater Agency Response
Network (UT-WARN) members.

ARTICLE I. PURPOSE

This Agreement is made and entered into by those water and wastewater agencies that
have adopted and signed this Agreement to provide mutual assistance in times of
emergency. This water and wastewater mutual aid program is established to provide a
method whereby participating water and wastewater utilities which sustain damage from
natural or man-made disasters can obtain emergency assistance, in the form of personnel,
equipment, materials and other associated services necessary, from other water and
wastewater utilities. The Agreement also provides a method whereby responding utilities
may be provided with reimbursement for personnel, equipment, materials and other
associated services that are made available on an emergency basis. Nothing herein is
intended to replace or terminate any pre-existing agreement between any of the
Participating Utilities that provide assistance by one Participating Utility’s department
within the political boundaries of another on a regular or routine basis. Participating
Utilities intend by this Agreement to commit to assist each other whenever possible,
while allowing each Participating Utility the sole discretion to determine when its
personnel and equipment cannot be spared for assisting other Participating Utilities.

In consideration of the mutual covenants and Agreements hereinafter set forth, the parties
agree to provide mutual assistance to one another in times of emergency in accordance
with the terms and conditions of this Agreement.

ARTICLE II. DEFINITIONS

A. AGREEMENT - The Mutual Aid Agreement for Utah Water and Wastewater
Agencies. The original Agreement(s) and all signatory pages shall be kept at the
Rural Water Association of Utah (RWAU) Office, 76 East Red Pine Drive, Alpine,
Utah, 84004-1557.

B. PARTICIPATING UTILITY or PARTICIPATING UTILITIES — Any water and/or
wastewater utility or utilities which execute this Agreement.

C. REQUESTING UTILITY - Any Participating Utility which sustains physical
damage to its water and/or wastewater system due to natural or man-made causes
that seeks assistance pursuant to this Agreement.

D. ASSISTING UTILITY - Any Participating Utility which agrees to provide
assistance to a Requesting Ultility pursuant to this Agreement.

E. AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE — An employee of a Participating Utility
authorized by that utility’s governing board or council to request or offer assistance
under the terms of this Agreement.

F.  PERIOD OF ASSISTANCE — The period of time beginning with the mobilization of
any personnel of the Assisting Utility from any point for the purpose of traveling to
the Requesting Utility in order to provide assistance and ending upon the




demobilization of all personnel of the Assisting Utility, after providing the assistance
requested, to their residence or place of work whichever is first to occur.
SCHEDULE OF EQUIPMENT RATES — The latest rates published by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) under the response and recovery
directorate applicable to major disasters and emergencies or the pre-published
schedule provided by a Participating Utility by January 15 of each year.

WORK OR WORK-RELATED PERIOD — Any period of time in which either the
personnel or equipment of the Assisting Utility are being used to render assistance to
the Requesting Utility. Specifically included within such period of time are breaks
when the personnel of the Assisting Utility will return to work within a reasonable
period of time. Also, included is mutually agreed upon rotation(s) of personnel and
equipment.

EMERGENCY — Any disaster or calamity involving the area of operation of the
Participating Ultilities, caused by fire, flood, storm, earthquake, civil disturbance,
terrorism, or other condition which is or is likely to be beyond the control or ability
of the services, personnel, equipment and facilities of a Participating Utility or a
“disaster”, “state of emergency” or “local emergency” as those terms are defined by
the Disaster Response and Recovery Act as set forth in Title 63, Chapter 5a. Utah
Code, as those sections currently exist or may hereafter be amended.

EXPENSES — All costs incurred by the Assisting Utility during the Period of
Assistance to provide personnel, equipment, materials and other associated services
when responding to the Requesting Ultility as defined in Article XI.

UTAH WATER AND WASTEWATER AGENCY RESPONSE NETWORK (UT-
WARN) — The network formed by the Participating Utilities by and through this
Agreement and the administration of that network.

ARTICLE III. APPLICABILITY
This Agreement is available to all water and wastewater agencies, public and private, in
the State of Utah upon signing of the Agreement and providing a resource equipment list
and a schedule of equipment and manpower rates to UT-WARN.

ARTICLE IV. ADMINISTRATION
The administration of the Utah Water and Wastewater Agency Response Network (UT-
WARN) will be through the UT-WARN Steering Committee (WSC). The WSC shall be
made up of one representative from:

A large water system with a population in excess of 10,000.

A small water system with a population less than 10,000.

A large wastewater system with a population in excess of 10,000.

A small wastewater system with a population less than 10,000.

The Utah Division of Drinking Water (DDW).

The Utah Division of Water Quality (DWQ).

The Utah Division of Homeland Security (UDHS).

The Inter-Mountain Section of the American Water Works Association (AWWA).
The Rural Water Association of Utah (RWAU).



The Water Environment Association of Utah (WEAU).

Representatives to the WSC from the respective agencies shall be named by those
agencies. Representatives from large and small systems shall be elected at the UT-
WARN Annual Meeting. An individual may represent more than one agency, association
or type of system as long as the minimum number of members to the WSC is never less
than seven (7).

The WSC shall:

A.
B.

.

D.
E. The web site may be pass-word protected for only the use of Participating Utilities if

Sponsor an annual meeting for Participating Utilities.

Maintain a data base of information, through one of the WSC participating agencies
or associations, of all Participating Utilities.

Meet as a committee to address and resolveconcerns, create and modify procedures
and any additional policy or legal issues related to UT-WARN.

Maintain a web site to facilitate the flow of resources.

deemed appropriate by the WSC.

ARTICLE V. PROCEDURE
In the event that a particular Participating Utility becomes a Requesting Utility, the
following procedure shall be followed:

A.

B.

A Participating Utility shall not be held liable for failing to respond or failing to
provide assistance.

Each Participating Utility agrees to respond, when practicable, to requests for
emergency assistance by providing such resources as are reasonably available to the
Assisting Utility. The Assisting Utility shall have the discretion of determining which
resources are reasonably available.

The execution of this Agreement shall not create any duty to respond on the part of
any Participating Utility.

The Requesting Utility may contact UT-WARN to request needed resources .
UT-WARN will assess the needs of the emergency and the available resources

using its data bases and will contact Participating Utilities that may be able to provide
the requested resources.

When contacted by UT-WARN, the Authorized Representative of a Participating
Utility shall assess if it is capable of providing assistance. If the Authorized
Representative determines that the Assisting Utility is capable and willing to provide
assistance, the Assisting Utility will notify UT-WARN and provide UT-WARN with
information regarding available resources.

. The personnel and equipment of the Assisting Utility shall remain, at all times, under

the direct supervision of the designated supervisory personnel of the Assisting Utility.
The Incident Commander or Unified Commander shall provide Work assignments
and suggest schedules for the personnel and equipment of the Assisting Ultility;
however, the designated supervisory personnel of the Assisting Utility shall have the
exclusive responsibility and authority for assigning Work and establishing Work
schedules for the personnel and equipment of the Assisting Utility. The designated
supervisory personnel shall maintain daily personnel time records and a log of



equipment hours, be responsible for the operation and maintenance of the equipment
furnished by the Assisting Utility, see to the safety of Assisting Utility personnel and
report work progress to the Requesting Utility and/or the Incident Commander.

H. When possible, the Requesting Utility shall supply reasonable food and shelter for the
Assisting Utility personnel. If the Requesting Utility does not provide food and
shelter for responding personnel, the Assisting Utility designated supervisor is
authorized to secure the resources reasonably necessary to meet the needs of its
personnel. The cost for such resources must not exceed the state per diem rate for that
area. Where costs exceed the per diem rate, Assisting Utility must document and
demonstrate that the additional costs were reasonable and necessary under the
circumstances.

. The Requesting Utility shall provide a communications plan to the Assisting Ultility
prior to arrival.

J. The command structure established during the Emergency shall comply with the
requirements of the National Incident Management System (NIMS).

K. The Incident Commander or Unified Commander shall, as soon as reasonably
possible, release the personnel, equipment and materials of the Assisting Utility from
the Emergency. The personnel, equipment and materials of the Assisting Utility
should be released before the personnel, equipment, and materials of the Requesting
Utility are released.

L. To the extent permitted by law, Assisting Utility personnel who hold valid licenses,
certificates, or permits evidencing professional, mechanical, or other skills shall be
allowed to carry out activities and tasks relevant and related to their respective
credentials during the specified period of assistance.

M. Personnel, equipment and materials of the Assisting Utility shall be released from the
Emergency when it is determined by the Incident Commander or the Unified
Commander that the services provided by the Assisting Utility are no longer required
or when the supervisory personnel of the Assisting Utility informs the Incident
Commander or the Unified Commander that the personnel, equipment and materials
provided by the Assisting Utility are needed to perform duties within the Assisting
Utility’s water or wastewater system.

ARTICLE VI. REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES

The terms and conditions governing reimbursement for any assistance provided under

this Agreement shall be determined by standard and prevailing rates of the Participating

Utilities. If the Assisting Utility and the Requesting Ultility agree to the reimbursement of

expenses, reimbursement shall be in accordance with the following provisions:

A. PERSONNEL - During the Period of Assistance, the Assisting Utility shall continue
to pay its employees according to its then prevailing rules, regulations, policies and
procedures. The Requesting Utility shall reimburse the Assisting Utility for all direct
and indirect payroll costs and expenses incurred during the Period of Assistance,
including, but not limited to, employee pensions and benefits.

B. EQUIPMENT - The Assisting Utility shall be reimbursed for the use of its equipment
during the Period of Assistance according to the Schedule of Equipment Rates
established and published by FEMA. All Participating Utilities shall provide a list of
equipment available and the rates for that equipment upon executing this Agreement.




If an Assisting Utility uses an alternate basis of rates for equipment listed on the
FEMA Schedule of Equipment Rates, the rates of the Assisting Utility shall prevail.

C. MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES — The Assisting Utility shall be reimbursed for all
materials and supplies furnished by it and used or damaged during the Period of
Assistance, unless such damage is caused by the negligence of the Assisting Utility’s
personnel. The measure of reimbursement shall be the replacement cost of the
materials and supplies used or damaged. In the alternative, the parties may agree that
the Requesting Utility will replace, with a like kind and quality as determined by the
Assisting Utility, the materials and supplies used or damaged.

D. PAYMENT — Unless mutually agreed otherwise, the Assisting Utility should bill the
Requesting Utility for all expenses no later than ninety (90) days following the
release of the Assisting Utility’s personnel and equipment from the Period of
Assistance. The Requesting Utility shall pay the bill in full no later than forty-five
(45) days following the billing date. Unpaid bills shall become delinquent upon the
forty-sixth (46™) day following the billing date. The Assisting Utility may request
additional periods of time within which to submit the itemized bill, and Requesting
Utility shall not unreasonably withhold consent to such request. The Requesting
Utility must pay the bill in full on or before the forty-fifth (45™) day following the
billing date. The Requesting Utility may request additional periods of time within
which to pay the itemized bill, and Assisting Utility shall not unreasonably withhold
consent to such request, provided, however, that all payment shall occur not later than
one year after the date a final itemized bill is submitted to the Requesting Utility.

E. Each Assisting Utility and their duly authorized representatives shall have access to a
Requesting Utility’s book, documents, notes, reports, papers and records which are
directly pertinent to this Agreement for the purposes of reviewing the accuracy of a
cost bill or making a financial, maintenance or regulatory audit. Each Requesting
Utility and their duly authorized representatives shall have access to the Assisting
Utility’s books, documents, notes, reports, papers and records which are directly
pertinent to this Agreement for the purposes of reviewing the accuracy of a cost bill
or making a financial, maintenance or regulatory audit. Such records shall be
maintained for at least three (3) years or longer where required by law.

F. DISPUTED BILLINGS — Those undisputed portions of a billing should be paid under
this payment plan.

G. Disputed portions of the billing should be worked out by negotiations between the
two parties in accordance to established proceedures..

ARTICLE VII. INSURANCE
Each Participating Utility shall bear the risk of its own actions, as it does with its day-to-
day operations, and determine for itself what kinds of insurance and in what amounts, it
should carry. Nothing herein shall act or be construed as a waiver of any sovereign
immunity or other exemption or limitation on liability that a Participating Utility may
enjoy.

ARTICLE VIII. NO SEPARATE ENTITY OR ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY
This Agreement is an interlocal cooperative Agreement under Utah Code, as between the
public agencies executing this Agreement and is a standard Agreement as between the




private entities and the public agencies executing this Agreement. This Agreement does
not create any separate legal entity.

No real or personal property shall be acquired jointly by the Participating Utilities to
perform the conditions of this Agreement unless such acquisition is specifically agreed to
in writing by all Participating Utilities.

ARTICLE IX. LAWFUL RESPONSIBILITY
This Agreement shall not relieve any Participating Utility of any obligation or
responsibility imposed upon it by law or other Agreement.

ARTICLE X. INDEMNIFICATION AND HOLD HARMLESS

A.

Consistent with  Utah Code ., the Requesting Utility agrees to indemnify and save
harmless the Assisting Utility and the officers, employees and representatives of the
Assisting Utility, if they are acting within the course and scope of their duties, from
all claims, suits actions, damages and costs of every kind, including but not limited to
reasonable attorney’s fees and court costs arising or resulting from the performance or
provision of services and materials by the Assisting Utility under this Agreement
unless there is a determination that such claims are the result of negligence of the
Assisting Utility or the officers, employees or representatives of the Assisting Utility.
The Assisting Utility shall hold harmless and indemnify the Requesting Utility and
the officers, employees and representatives of the Requesting Utility against any
liability for any and all claims arising from any damages or injuries caused by
negligence of the Assisting Utility or the officers, employees or representatives of the
Assisting Utility except to the extent of the negligence of the Requesting Utility or the
officers, employees or representatives of the Requesting Utility.

Subject to the foregoing, nothing in this Agreement shall be construed as an
Agreement by a Participating Utility to indemnify or hold harmless, or in any way
assume liability if there is a determination that any personal injury, death or property
loss or damage caused by the negligence of any other Participating Ultility or person.

. Nothing herein shall be construed to waive any of the privileges and immunities

associated with utility services or other related services, including emergency
services, or of any other nature of any of the Participating Utilities. No party waives
any defenses or immunity available under the Utah Governmental ImmunityAct , nor
does any party waive any limits of liability currently provided by the Act.

Each Participating Utility shall be solely responsible for providing workers
compensation and benefits for its own personnel who provide assistance under this
Agreement unless the parties otherwise agree. Each Participating Utility shall
provide insurance or shall self insure to cover the negligent acts and omissions of its
own personnel rendering services under this Agreement.

ARTICLE XI. TERM
This Agreement shall have an initial term of fifty (50) years commencing upon the
effective date of the Agreement.

ARTICLE XII. TERMINATION




Any Participating Utility may terminate its obligation under and participation in this
Agreement, with or without cause, by giving all other Participating Utilities thirty (30)
days prior written notice of the intent to terminate. The termination of this Agreement by
any individual Participating Utility shall not affect the validity of the Agreement as to the
remaining Participating Ultilities. Withdrawal from this agreement shall in no way affect a
Requesting Utility’s duty to reimburse the Assisting Utility for costs incurred during a
Period of Assistance, which duty shall survive such withdrawal.

ARTICLE XIII. WHOLE AGREEMENT. AMENDMENTS

This Agreement constitutes the whole Agreement of the parties, written or oral, between
the parties. This Agreement may be amended in whole or in part at any time by the
Participating Utilities by submitting a written amendment to the WSC. If a majority of
the WSC agrees with the amendment, the amendment shall be submitted to the UT-
WARN membership. A vote by the membership will be held by mail following
procedures outlined in Article IV of this Agreement. Members who fail to vote will have
their vote counted as an affirmative vote.

ARTICLE XIV. SEVERABILITY
If any provisions of this Agreement are held to be invalid or unenforceable by a court of
proper jurisdiction, the remaining provisions shall remain in full force and effect.

ARTICLE XV.NO THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES
This Agreement is not intended to benefit any party or person not named as a
Participating Utility specifically herein, or which does not become a signatory hereto as
provided herein.

ARTICLE XVI. EFFECTIVE DATE
This Agreement shall be effective as to the Participating Utility executing this Agreement
upon the date of execution of this Agreement by the Participating Utility, submittal of a
resource equipment list and a schedule of equipment and manpower rates.

ARTICLE XVII. AUTHORIZATION
The individuals signing this Agreement on behalf of the Participating Utility confirm that
they are a duly Authorized Representative of the Participating Utility and are lawfully
enabled to sign this Agreement on behalf of the Participating Utility.

ARTICLE XVIII. REVIEW BY AUTHORIZED ATTORNEY
In accordance with Utah Code this Agreement shall be submitted to the attorney
authorized to represent each Participating Utility for review as to proper form and
compliance with applicable law before this Agreement may take effect.

ARTICLE XIX. RESOLUTIONS OF APPROVAL NOT REQUIRED
This Agreement may be approved and executed as an executive function in accordance
with the provisions of the Interlocal Cooperation Act and the adoption of a resolution of
approval is not required.




ARTICLE XX. COUNTERPARTS
This Agreement and any amendments to it may be executed in counterparts, each of
which shall be deemed an original.

ARTICLE XXI. GOVERNING LAW
This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the applicable
laws of the United States and the State of Utah.

ARTICLE XXII. FILING OF AGREEMENT
An executed counterpart of this Agreement shall be filed with the keeper of records of
each Participating Utility. An executed counterpart of this Agreement shall also be filed
at the offices of RWAU.

In witness whereof, each Participating Utility hereto has executed this Agreement on the
respective signature page of that Participating Utility as of the date specified by its
signature block.

ARTICLE XXIII. PERSONNEL NOT AGENTS
The employees of the Participating Utilities providing services pursuant to or consistent
with the terms of this Agreement are solely the officers, agents, or employees of the
entity that hired them. Each Participating Utility shall assume any and all liability for the
payment of salaries, wages, or other compensation due or claimed due, including
workers’ compensation claims, and each public entity shall hold the other harmless
therefrom. The Participating Utilities shall not be liable for compensation or indemnity
to any other Participating Utility’s employee for any injury or sickness arising out of his
or her employment, and the Participating Utilities shall not be liable for compensation or
indemnity to any Participating Utility employee for injury or sickness arising out of his or
her employment, and each party hereby agrees to hold the other party harmless against
any such claim.

ARTICLE XXIV. ADDITIONAL UTILITES

Any subdivision of the State of Utah not specifically named herein (“Prospective
Utility”) which shall hereafter sign this Agreement or a copy hereof shall become a
Participating Utility hereto provided that it first give 30 days written notice to each
Participating Utility hereto of its intent to become a Participating Utility, and provided
that a majority of the Participating Utility shall not within 30 days thereafter notify the
WSC in writing that they object to the Prospective Utility becoming a party hereto. In
the event that a majority of the Agencies objects to the Prospective Utility becoming a
party hereto, then the WSC shall promptly notify the Prospective Utility that its
application was rejected. A Prospective Utility thus rejected may reapply for
membership hereunder after one year has passed. Any Participating Utility which
becomes a newly accepted Participating Utility to this Agreement is entitled to all the
rights and privileges and subject to the obligations of any Participating Utility as set out
herein.




NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants and obligations contained herein, the
participating utility listed here, as a Participating Utility duly executes this Mutual Aid
Agreement for Utah Water and Wastewater Agencies this day of
,200_ .

Water and/or Wastewater Utility

By: By:

Title: Title:

Approved as to form and legality

By:
Utility’s Attorney
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Memo

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Chris Thompson, Public Works Director/City Engineer
Date: February 7, 2011

Re: I-15 CORE Electrical Reconstruction Supplemental Agreement

Staff Report

UDOT has submitted the as-built drawing for the completed electrical line relocations they have
completed. The purpose of this submittal is for Spanish Fork City to acknowledge completion of
these projects and that the work was performed to meet city requirements. Only work that has been
completed is being presented for signature at this time.

We recommend that this supplemental agreement be approved acknowledging the said relocation
work and submitted as-builts.

Attached: Proposed Supplemental Agreement

40 SOUTH MAIN - SPANISH FORK, UTAH 84660 - (801) 804-4500 - FAX (801) 804-4510 -WWW.SPANISHFORK.ORG



UTAH COUNTY

C@R E | | SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT

CORRIDOR EXPANSION PROJECT NO. MP-115-6(178)245; UTAH COUNTY
I-15; UTAH COUNTY CORRIDOR EXPANSION PROJECT
, CHARGE ID NO. 70963 PIN NO. 7037

Supplemental Agreement Number 7101

THIS SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT made and entered into this day of | , 2011, by
and between the UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (“UDOT”) and SPANISH FORK CITY
ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT, a Municipal Corporation in the State of Utah (“City”).

The parties hereto entered into a Master Utility Agreement dated November 13, 2009 UDOT Finance
“No. 108504. All the terms of said Master Utility Agreement remain in full force and effect unless
otherwise specified herein. ' '

Thé parties hereto agree as follows:

1. Design-Builder will perform the following described work in accordance with the terms and
conditions of the Master Utility Agreement.
Location df work:
Design-Builder Design Package: Z-U50 — Locations are along I-15 in Spanish
Fork. I-15 CORE Main Line stations 925+70, 952+65, 984+00 and 1003+00.

Description of work to be performed, including proposed location:
'Desiqn—BuiIderv Design . Package: Z-U50 Spanish Fork City Power System

Adjustmentis
Work consists of:

e Placing new poles,
¢ Adding distribution arms and guys,
& Placing 25 kV insulated distribution conductor spaéers, '
¢ Relocating single phase sectionalizer,
e Placing 6-inch conduit and underground cable,
e Relocating buried electric line servicing the billboard,‘
¢ Removing an existing pole sectionaiizer, and

¢ Inspection of installations and new equipment.

2912 Wesf Executive Parkway, Suite 125 = Lehi, Utah 84043
801-341-6400 » www.i15core.utah.gov




UTAH COUNTY

r__\ ‘ ' SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT
CERE ' _ PAGE 2 OF 4

CORRIDOR EXPANSION

See Exhibit A-1, A-2, and A-3 for the design plans. Additional MOT along the I-
15 CORE Mainline can be found in the design packages Z-MT1 and Z-MT2.

Anticipated duration of work:
Schedule is attached and marked Exhibit B.

Estimated total cost of work:

Detailed estimates are not attached; all associated utility work for this

supplemental is out of the Design Builder's lump sum contract.

Bettermenté included:
None.

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST OF SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 7101 — $Incl'd
TOTAL ESTIMATED COST OF UDOT PARTICIPATION - $incl'd

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST OF CITY PARTICIPATION - $0.00

UDQOT’s contact person for the 1-15 CORE Project is Merrell Jolley, UDOT Project Engineering.
Director (“UDOT Project Representative”), located at, 2912 West Executive Parkway #125 Lehi,
Utah 84043, telephone number (801) 341-6405, or his representative as assigned.

2. Design-Builder shall coordinate with City and UDOT and give notification at least 2 business
days in advance of beginning work covered herein or in accordance with the speC|flc terms of
the Master Utility Agreement.

3. Sign and return four (4) copies of this Supplemental Agreement to the UDOT [-15 CORE Project
Office to the attention of the UDOT Engineering Director for execution.

2912 West Executive Parkway, Suite 125 » Lehi, Utah 84043
801-341-6400 » www.i15core.utah.gov
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CORRIDOR EXPANSION

SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT
PAGE 3 OF 4

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these presents to be executed by their duly
authorized officers as of the day and year first written above.

Spanish Fork City Electric Department, a

Attest: Municipal Corporation in the State of Utah
Title: Title:

Date: Date:

(IMPRESS SEAL)

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

..............................

UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Title: Engineering Director
Date:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

The Utah State Attorney General’'s Office has
previously approved all paragraphs in this
Agreement as to form. :

Title: Project Director
Date:

By:

UDOT Comptroller Office
Contract Administrator

Date:

DESIGN BUILDER

Title:

Date:

2912 West Executive Parkway, Suite 125 « Lehi, Utah 84043
801-341-6400 » www.i15core.utah.gov
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Table of Exhibits

Exhibit A-1

Design-Builder Design Sheets

Exhibit A-2 | Design-Builder Utility Relocation Sheets
Exhibit A-3 Design-Builder Traffic Control Sheet
Exhibit B Design-Builder Schedule

2912 West Executive Parkway, Suite 125 « Lehi, Utah 84043
‘801-341-6400 - www.i15core.utah.gov
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Cable : pelcan_sear - Dlstritution a05.8 2.20 2.3 245 3.58 2.1z 2.1 302 3.9 33§ I53 I 28R 406 4231 da1 35D 4.6
suling span llH 190,935
Sagging data: Temsion (Ibx} 280,999 Conditiem L Tespotalere (dag P) 6D
Ru3ultd below far readition *Creep R3‘ Foriz  Hotlx  worl:  Hepds  soria  fbel: Mopkz  Horsy  Moréz  focit  dotl:  Kerir  Horiz Moriz  RoCi:  fbrix  ordx
Calculations done uaing actunl span lengths ead verticnl projections Teazfor Tension Teavicn Terslon Tension Tensica 'h:n:aun ten::on Tersion Yenalon Twaslon Tensics Tensicr Tonzian Tenaicn Temzion Tetizlon
o a5 ¢ 40 ¥ S r or 3% P ar - WT ™r B0 T wr wr 95y idrF W057F uer
span  Wd  Mid KWL M Kid o Mid g o md md Hbs)  ltw) (el nm (iha)  ciba) ubs) nba) flbsf fibal L {lbm) (i) Ot (Ibs) (3Bt JIbal (Ima)
Lergth 1y san apan  span  pen  gpen  cpan pon zpan 2740 2631 2818 23ay 2228 211 2002 0SB 1003 1935 1633 889 ML 142% 1313 120 @
- iy 3ag G 38y Sag sy 2ag  dag  fay nitdat st chatt Eapore
0F 4or SAr (3F VOF UGF 907 100F 30F ttial stringlng epor 2
2 Y R ] S T Rt R 1 L TR LT I 0 section I3 from atruct 4 to structure £S. 4
002 1,07 098 1T L2T  1.6F  1.51 15T 1.2 1.9 fori s :-lle:n atructure B o structurs
Tuling span (te] 180532 R
datat 0, Condition I Tespecature fdeg £ €0 s
woriz Wiz Moxt min uoiu dosizwcis forie | Hems A S O e o e O T Tompecature fiea 2
Tenvion Tunvion ’:-mn Ian ‘Nu on ':n: on Tension Tennion Tersien Fension 1
iy oy %o ¢ GoF 1R F 10T Calculationy dons uging sccunl apan kuqth: and vartical projeccions
fita) - qtya) ‘“’" '”’” abar i) (b bt span  Mid  Mid  Ri¢ N0 id M4 Mig . MI¢ Mi@ HA¢ Mid Md M Mid M4 Nid g )
442 m 26 202 22 2 A& Length Open  Span  Upap  Span  fpam  dpun  Spen  Hpan  Span  Spon  Span  Opan  3pAR  3pan  3pan  dpan  dpan <
Seq thg mag  fag  Beg feq  Uag  pAy a9  3ay ey %69 %Ay sy dag  Smg  dey
Bxirting Conductor - Final Kfler Crasp Chart Report 0F 3SF AF 457 SOr SSF EDF EAF WC 5C enr EST CF 95T 100r 057 1107 wlzlizlzz
-, et 1) [33d) {1c) 1181 $¢d) L3 teet §r2) e (143 [E43) 182 Leey ey itey {2 [323] ZIRIRIR =
Zection §4 from ¥tructute §i to stzucture $2. 62,0  3.99 2,89 .98 407 426 €2 4.3 641 450 4S8 €€6 4T3 402 489 £ 06 8.2 sieialala
Cable pellean_acar > Houtr,
allng span (LT 37 446k N .
dagying datas  Yenaton nb:p.:ua.ﬁn Cendition 1 ‘hesporatuce (deg F} 60 Hotiz  Hovsx riy  Hordz  Mordz Marat  Hordt  Maray  Horir  llacdz  bords  Hoedr  Horaz  Moriz  doslx  losi: iz ﬁ S m E
fasulte delow for condition “Creeh Tengiee Tonsien Tenslon Teraion Tonslan Nnnwn enason 'reraxum -unnlou Tohian feni ran Tension Tendico fenich 'mmloxx ‘seanton Tension »|Cl&|0]|0
caleylationn done unlng Actusl mpan lengtha and vartical projectioss 30r 35¢ v WE  hF o E ™r soe A5y S0 F 105 ¢ 0¥ Q
(b3d  tlpey  (3d31  edbal  lbad um ms) (bal (lw tita)  4lba)  tbiad {a) tms: (lhs) um 1
3pan  Mid o Ml Kk i wid o Hia Wi i pad 571 Sh1 &1 81 s s00 490 @1 413 qes 451 449 Q43 a36 429 a2
tangth  Span  Span  Span  Jpam  Apan  fHpan  Spen  ¥pan :Mn .
Sug 308 309 fag ELY] 89 3G 849 8ag
WE 40p SOE GF WEr 0r 9OF 10F 1T
T 3 S 1 B T YR 1Y B £ B U T U1 VR 14 VI T (2
92,5 W6 0.9 1.00 .20 1.34 e 1.50 .50 .02
Yozis Horax Horiz Horhx norie lotyy ¥oriz Horax  Horls
vension Tensdon Femsion ‘fenvion Tamaron Tensicn Tension ‘fenzien Tersion
J0F 41T SOr G0f WP e0r €Ar 100t 3Wr
fBbab  dital (b= Jldal  Clbs)  (ibad  (duml  (dbm  1lbw w w2
FOY I 1) 126 209 260 241 231 222 314 =t I w
0 3| 5
2|81
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EXHIBIT A-1

L3

dagging data: Tonsien (ibe) 700,00 Condition 1 Temperature {deg ¥) 6O

¢aleculations done Uning actunl opan longths and vertical projactions

#Hid Mid Hid Mid
Span  Span  Spas Span
fSagy BSaq Sag Sag
GOF MWF B8F WEF

(Fe)  qfe) (fe)  (FE)

2.87 2.97 3.0 3,17
16,71 1?7.29 17.86 18.42

2.9t 3.0 311 322

4.65  4.82  4.97 513

Horiz  Hor:z Moziz

Hid Hid  Span
Span  Span  Vertical
Projection

Sag  8ag
100F 1O ¥
(£r)  (rv)
3.26 3.3

18.97 19.51

3.30  3.40  -16.36
-0.16

5.28 5.43

Horsz  Horis

Tormlon Tension Tendion Tonsion Tenaion Tension Tension Tonsicn Tension

o0

| F 80 F 90 ®
{1ba) 11bs) {1bs]
76 658 B35

¢ r
Section Sagging Data Inftial Stringing Chart Report
Soc, Cable From To Voltage Ruling 9 bata Display N3 from
tlo, File str, st Span  Condition Temp. Catenary Hordz. Catenary Cable: penguin_acer ~ Distwiburion
name Constant Tension Conztant Ruling zpan {£t} 418,823
tky) {ee} [§43] {ibz) i£e)
Rosultz below for conditlon 'lnitial RS
1 7no_8 alumoweld.vic 1 6 404,68 Initfal RS 3819.7 1000.0 3050.2
2 polican_acar.wic 1 ] 46  304.% Initial RS 2861.0 2000.8 1709.4
3 pRAGULN BCHE.WLE 2 6 12,8 418.8 Initial RS 2404.7 700.0 1902.17 Span Mid
L] PONGUIN_acsr,wir 2 6 O 418.R Initial RS 2408.7 7a0.0 1902.7 Length
Saction GCeomstry Data ifL)
- 234.9
Hotes: Longths arc arc lengtha along the wire at 60 {deg F). tnitial. 566.5
Lengths are adjunted for the nunber of phases, the number of aub-conduckorsz and the length of strain insulatora. 236.3
299.1 1,19
Sec. cable From  To imber Wires Hin,  Hax. Ruling Total # ?
Ho. File str. st of Per Span Span Span Cable
Hame Phaszes rhaae Azngth -
ey T3 (gl Hoetn Horiz
0
3 Ino_8_alumoweld.vie ! 6 1 1 235.5 566.5 408.8 1604.8 (fgs’; L{h;
2 pelican_acar.vir 1 (-] 3 1 235.5 588.5 404.¢ 5028.0 285 754
3 PENQUIN_ACIF.WiE 2 6 3 1 234.9 566.5 418.8 1M3.9 N
3 pongun_ncar.wir z 6 1 1 234.0 566.5  418.8 1338.0 Iniglal seringlng Chart Report
Initial Stringing Chart Ropart Section ¥4 from structure B2 to atructure 46
5. i #1 from 1 to '3 Cabletpenguin_scsr ~ Heutyal

Cable: Tno_8_slumoveid - Shield Wire

Ruling span (fr) 404.825

Sagging datar  VYension {lbs) 1000,00 Condition I Temperaturse (dog ¥) 60

flesults bolow for condition ‘Initinl AS®
Calculationo done using actual

Span Had Hia Hid Mad Mid Bick Mid Mid
tengch  Span  Span Span Spap Spon  fSpan Span Span
Sag Sag $ng Sag Sag Sag Sag Sag
nF O F 50 ¥ 6 F TOTF 80 F a0 r wr
[§43) {fre) (re) {fe) {fe) (fe) [149] [£33] [§13]
35,8 3.35  2.54 3.92 3.92 411 4.30  4.4%9  A4.68
235.%  1.5¢ l.84 1.93 .82 1.9% 2.0 2.0% 2.18
66,5 0,98  9.49 10.00 10.51 11.04 3185 12,07 12.57
236.2  1,5% 1.66 1.74 .63 1,93 2.02 2.11 Z.19
2994 2.%1  2.65  2.79  2.9% 200 3,22 3. 3.51
Horiz Horiz Morss Horiz Horiz Hora: Horam  Horas
Tenston Tension Tonvian Yension Tendion Tension Tenusfon Temdsion Tunsicn
S0 F q0 ¢ 50 F 60 F wF HO F 90 F 0 F
(1ba) {lba} (lba} {lbo) {1bs) {1bx) 11b3) fibsz)
1170 1107 1051 239 952 210 871 836

Initial Stringing Chart Report

Section N2 from structure Hl to ztructure ¥6
Cable: pealican_acar - Tranamission Conductor

Ruling span {fr} 404.6

Reovltn below for condition *Initial ks
Calculetianz done using actunl

Span Hid Hid Hid Hid Hid Mid Hid Mid

Longth Span  Span  Span  Span  Span Span  Span Span
Heag Sag Sag 9ag Sag sag Sag 8ag

30 F a0 ¥ S0 F 60 F 70 F 80F S0F 100 ¥
1ty (337} {ft} 1) [$31] {£t) [§35] [§45] {fty
344,86 2.5%9 3.26 3.5% 3.8% 4.15 .45 1,76 5.06
235.5  1.40  1.33  1.66 1.80 l.94 2.08 2,23 2.37
$66.5 .10 B.82 9.5 10,40 1l.22 12.04 12.86 13.68
236.2 L.41 L.5%4 1,67 1.81 1,96 2.10 2.24 2.39
298.2 2.2% 2.479 2,86 2.88 311 3,33 356 3.79
Horaz Horixz Horiz oriz Horie Horiz Horiz Hoxiz

Tonston Tansion Tenajon Tenwion Teasion Tensicn Tension Tennion Tenaion

30F . 40 F 50 F 60 F 0 F BO F |F 10°F
1ibz) (Xhe) (1bo) (1bs) {lhz) . (1by) (113} (1b2)
2568 2356 2168 1959 1854 1727 1617 1520

Projact Names #-U30
Criteria notes:

Hational Rlectrical Safety €Code C2-2007 (NESC} is the American National standard used as a guideliny for the design o
NESC guidelines have beon adjusted and modified as necessary for the elovation (4600 £t) and local rogquirements of thix project.

span lengths and vertlcsl projectionx

. 9agging datn: Tansion {lbs) 2000 Condition ¥ Teaperature (deg F) 60

>pan loengths and vertical projections

Span
Vertical
Projoction

Span
Vartical
Projection

tfel
~2.50
16.36
3.08
~19.59
.0

Ruling span (7t 418.828

100 ¥ 110 #
[1bs) {is)
617 00

agging data: Tonsien (ibs) 700,00 Condition I Yeaperature {deqg ¥} &0
Reaults below fur conditiun *Inttial R3°
Calculntions done using actual opan leagths and verticel projections

Span Mid

Length  Span

Sag

inF

(fe) {fe}
234.8 2.5

299,1 A28

Horaz  Horim

Hid Hid Hid Kid

Span  Span  Epan  Span

Sag ‘Sag gag fag

N¥F TOF ADY 9OF

[133] ife) {fey  (Fed

2,81 2,97 3.07 3.17
16.70 17.29 17.86 18,42
2,91 3.0 3.11 3.21
4.65 4.82 4,97 5,13

Horiz Horiz  Horiz

tension Tension Tenmion Tenslon Tenslon Tension Tonzion
] 6

30 F a0 F
(lba) {1ba)
89 7

Assumed NESC Grade B Construction "Method A" per Table 253-1, Page 197 and Table 261-1A, Page 207
*rtx Maxinum Shiold Wire Temperature of 120 Deg F
eadir Maximum Transmission Line Operating Temparature of 212 Dag F **4*
*«xt Maximum Distribution Line Operating Temperature of 120 Deg F. ****

assumed NESC Heavy Combined lce and Wind District bLoading per Rule 2508, Page 177

weer NESC Rule 2508 Conductor at O Deg F - covered with 0.5 Radial Ice - with concurrent Horizontal wind pressurw of 4 1/ fte2

ere

L

oF a0 F 90 F
¢lbo) {1ka) (b}
676 655 635

Teas

hssumed 90 MPH Extrome Wind toading (Rule 250C), Page 177, Coefficients angt Gust Responose Factors per kquations in Tables 250-2 and 250-3

< wees 90 HPY Basic Wind Speed, 3 second Gust Wind Spesd, Figure 250-2 Boginning on Page 180
Assumed Extreme Ice with Concurrent Wind Loading per Rule 2500, Page 179, Uase D.25" Basic Ice Dia. with

#aximuw Cable Tension bLimits per Rule 261HI, Page 204

t4tx NOTE - Tension values (bolow maximum) are used to reduce sevare Aco.
Insulator Mechanical Stremgthy per Rule 277 - Insulators chocked for load cases usi

I

Llian vibration, and match existing construction usages
ing a Strength Factor of 1.0 applied to insulator working load properties,

Minimum clearances of supporting structures and guys from other objects, NESC Rule 231, Page 85
UpOT Vertical clearance of wires, conductors, and cables above ground, roadway, rail, or water surfaces are maintained in this design.
Denign vertical clearances bazed on UDOT clearances exceoding the minimum NESC Rulas 23281, 232Cla, and 23204 by 4 Feet are rounded up to the nearest fookt.

31d party checkprint A7 /4

(Spanish Fork Power)

Date 7270

Arne

Kid Mid  Span

Span  Span  Vertical
Projecs ion

gag Sag
iceF HOF
(£t} (fr)
326 3,38
18.97 19.51 .
3,306  3.10
5.28 5,43

floriz  Horsz
Tenstan Tension

100 ¢ 10 F
sy ¢lbo)
617 [

t this Transmission/Pistribution power line.

Goncurrent 40 MPH Dasic Wind Speed, Figure 250-3 Beginning on Pagu 184.
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+ OPERATING ROD GUIDE
MOUNTING BRACKET
(SUfEUED BY SW. MFGR.)

*» SWITCH HANDLE
MOUNTING BRACKET
(SUPPLIED BY SW. MFGR.)
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NOTE:
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Flgure 1—~Wood Pole Details

61—

ELZVAT.ON

BILL OF MATERIAL

ITEM{ QTY DESCRIPTION

1%" X 1%" X %" ANGLE

4
2 | 2 1% X 1% K % ANGLE
i 30" GRATE

Fabrication Notes

Grating shall be lrving Gripweld type 1WA (or apbrnved equaly with 1, x 316, bearing
bars equally spaced at 1-3/16, on centers.
All fabrication shall be completed In accordance with recommendations of AISC Steet

1.

N

oD mH

N

Caonstruction Manual, latest edition.

TYP. EACH
4TH BAR

Ar”

~— NOTE:
_‘ A 1/0 Cu POLE GROUND
IS PART OF STRUCTURE
GROUNDING.

SEE DETAIL "G

~SEE DETALL *H"

All structural steel shall conform to ASTWM Desig, A-36, as revised to date.
Welding of members o obtain a length will nai be accepted.
All burrs shalt be removed before galvanizing.

Walding of steal, when specified, shall be in accordance with the latest Structural Welding

Code D1.1 of American Welding Society.

Hat dip galvanize all stee! and grating alter [abrication in accordance wilh ASTMA A-123,
latest edition. All pieces bent or warped during the galvanizing process shall be

straightened in the shop before shipping.

ESTIMATED GALVANIZED WEIGHT. 378 LBES.

OPTIONAL CONCRETE PAD
3 X 26" X 58
™~ vore:

BUTT WRAP IS PART OF °
STRUCTURE GROUNDING.

WOOD POLE
(SHIELDED)

Figure 2--Shielded Wood Pole Details

ardparty checkprint . KZ©__ Dato §=2/0
{Spanish Ferk Pawer)

| E [ B \ -~
MATERIALS LIST ™\
Qty Unit|Woad Pale and Cand: s
1 Ea |100 Ft. Chss H-1 Wood Pok (treated Western Red Cedar)
490.3  |Ft |7 #8 Alumoweld (AW) (to be provided by Spanish Fork)
14253 |Ft  |477 ACSR 18/1 - Ielican (to be provided by Spanish Fork)
160 |Ft [#1/0 Cu Soft Drown, Bare, Struetural Growsd Condustor (‘Q
350 [Ft|9/16" 7 Strand EHS Guy Wire Q
20 [Pt [#4 Solid Bare Cu, Sofi-Drawn Grownd Conduetor =
1 Eu  |Swilch, One Way, Upright-Mowted, Siogke-Sile Breuk, Triangular Mounting 8
Qty Unit | Dead-End Insulator Assembly, with 15° Link e
6 Ea |Y-Clvis, Ball, Hot-Line, Forged Steel, Galvanized 2
6 En  [Wikle Clevis-Eve Link, 13 Inches Center-to-Center 2}
6 Eu |69 kV Polymer Suspension Insulator L %
6 Ea  {3/4" Hex-Head Bolt, Hex-Nut, Hot-Dip Galvanized, 3-1/4" Long. O
6 Ea  {3/4" Square M-F Lock Nut, Hot-Dip Galvanized o
Qty Unit|Tension Assembly, (477 - 18/1 ACSR - Pelican) Conductor
6 :n |Compression Dead End(477 - 18/1 ACSR - Pelkan), Singk-Tongue, Vertical Eye E
6 La_[Hot-Line Socket Clevis, 17 Ductike Iron, Galvanized, 6" Min Length E
6 Eu  [Termmal Jumper (477 - 1871 ACSR - Pelican), 15° Compression ®)
24 Ea [122" Stainkss Stecl Hex Bol Assembly, with 1 Nut und Washers for 4 hoke pad connection. >
Qty Unit |Shicld Wire Suspension Assembly O .
6 |En_|Rod, Amr, 748 AW Shicdl Wire E
6 |Ba |Shickd Wire Bracket, 3/4" x 12 Long .
6 Ea  [Clamp, Suspension, Shicld Wire, Ductik: Iron, Gaivanized (0° to 30°)
6 Ea  |374" Square M-F Lock Nut, Hot-Dip Galvanized
6 Fa [3/4" Square Curved Washer, Hot-Dip Galvanized
6 lin_ |3/4" Spring Washer, ot-Dip Galvanized
2 Fa  |5/8" Machine Bolt and Nut Assembly, 26" Long
2 i {5/8" Muchine Bolt and Nut Assembly, 24" Long
2. Ea  |5/8" Machme Bolt and Nut Assembly, 22° Long
2 En {5/8" Mucline Bolt and Nut Assembly, 20" Long
2 Ea |5/8" Machie Bolt and Nut Assembly, 18" Long
10 Ea  |5/8” Square M-F Lock Nut, Hot-Dip Galvanized
10 Fa  [5/8" Square Curved Wasler (4x4) , 1lot-Dip Galvanized
10 Ca |5/8" Spring Washer, Hot-Dip Galvantzed
5 Ea  [3/4" Machine Boh and Nut Asserbly, 16 Long
5 Ea |3/4" Machine Bok and Nut Assembly, 18" Long
10 Ea  |3/4" Square M-F Lock Nut, Hot-Dip Gabvanized
10 Ea  |3/4" Square Curved Washer (4x4), Hot-Dip Gulvanized
10 Ea [3/4" Sprinp Washer, Hot-Dip Galvanizzd
[ Ea |8 6 TD 6717 Shackk, Anchor, Galvaniard
Qty_ |Unit|Switch Sty Grounding Assembly, 100 Ft Pole -
55 Ca  [Ground Clip for Bare #1/0 Cu Sofi Drawu
55 Fa |Capper Bonded Staple 3" x 1-112°
20 3 [10-1) Copperweld Nail
1 Ea [Clamp. Ground Rod '
~ 1 Ea  |Ground Rod, 5/8Inch X 10-Foot Sectional
1 Ea | Driving Stud, Ground Rod
1 Fa  |Clanyp, Ground, Bronze, #4--300 Cu, One Cablke to Fhi Surface, 12" Bolt
5 Ta  |5/8" SquareNut, Iot-Dip Galvanized
5 Ea_ |3/4" SquareNut, Hot-Dip Gatvanieed "
1 Ea [Clip, Ground Wire, Bronze, Non-Static E:
10 I |C-Tap Copper Comneetor, #4 Sol Cuto #1/0 CuSoft Drawn
1 Ea |C-Tap Copper Connector, #1/0 CuSoft Drmwnto #1/0 Cu Soft Drawn
Qty Unit | Transverse Guy and Anchor Matedals
4 £n  |Dead-Fnd Tee mE
4 Ea_|3/4" Din. 18" Long Machine Bolt with One Hex Nut S PP
4 [Fa_|Shackl, Auchor, Galvanized ; £1515|5]3
4 Ea_|Fiberglss Strain Insulator (10' Long), Clevis-Clevis, with Roller at One End ol
4 |Ea |9/16"7 Swand EIS Guy Girip ME R E
4 Ta  |Automatic Guying Dead End, 916" Guy Wire @
4 Ea 1" Hex-Head Boh, Hex-Nut, Hot-Dip Gabanizd (3° Long)
4 ¥ [Guy Link, Bent .
4 Ea [1" Hex-Hend Boh, Iex-Nut, Hot-Dip Galvanized (5-1/2" Long)
4 Ea  |Coupling. Pipe, Galvanued .
3 Fa |1 174" Lock Nut, ANCO
3 Ea_[30”Di Anchor disk, 5/16” thick or equivalent screw anchor E é g ]
3 Ea |1 144" Anchior Rod, Twin Eye, 7° Long, Corrasion-Resistant Disk <113 l__ 5
Shiclded 46/69 kV Swich Structure, Triangular Configuration, Woad Pole. Switch supplied by others; Tumer 5 é % § §
Electric (IECO) type FCIT. Single side break switches installed on aluminum mounting finmes, attached fna é Pl ﬁ ele
triangular configuration on a wouod poke. Conductors are dead-ended on the swilch frames to o maximun of 2 % & é %
15,000 pounds. Vacuum intermupter units to be installed on the switch. Line Angle: 0° to 1° g E‘ E 3
HHEE
K UTAH DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION '
DATE Q10 I-15 CROSSING
b 055 SPANISH FORK, UTAH
bR BBH  |cH  DIW
- oEs STATION 925+70
________ PROVO RIVER CONSTRUCTORS g ; g 2 E.
SCALE: ASSUOWN|  SHEET5OF 15 ‘ Z-Us0 KB' S 35515
giejajuia
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MATERIALS LIST
Qty Unit |Cables and Conductors
As Required |[Feet | 748 Alumoweld makeup to adjust for height change (to be provided by S.F. Power)
As Required|Feet|477 ACSR 18/1 “Pelican” makeup to adjust for height change (to be provided by S.F. Power}
5400 |Fcct]4/0 ACSR 6/1 "Pigeon”
422 Feet |Conductor, Copper, #4, Solid, Bare, Soft-Drawn
240 Ft  |7/16" Utility Guy Wirc
Qty Unit|Wood Pole Materials
2 Ea |95 Ft Class H-1 Wood Pole (Treated Westemn Red Cedar)
4 Ea [Crossam, Wood (67 x 6”x 10°)
4 Pair |Brace, Crossarm, Wood, Heavy-Duty (42"Long 72" span x 22” drop)
4 Fa |Gain, Crossarm, Plastic (4" x 7)
2 "[Rod, Armor, Shicld Wire, 7#8 Alumoweld
18 Armor Rod, Single-Support, 477 ACSR 18/1, Pelican
24 Armor Rod, Single-Support, 4/0 ACSR 6/1, Penguin
16 25 kV Pin Insulator, F Neck, Porcelain
32 Tie, Formed, Top, Single Support 4/0 with Armor Rod
16 Insulator Pin, 5-3/4" Thick Wood X-arm 7-1/2" Shank
160 Clip, Ground, Conductor
2 Splice. #4 Solid to #4 Solid CU
- 50 Staple, Copper Bonded 1-1/2, x 3/8
160 Nail, 10-D Copperweld

3/4" Clip, Bonding

Connector, C-Tap, Copper

Connector, H-Tap, Copper, #4 Solid Copper to 4/0 ACSR "Pengum"

Ground Rod Clamp

Coupling #4 CU to Ground Rod

5/8" X 10' Sectional Ground Rod

Driving Stud, Ground Rod

Bracket, Shicld Wire, 3/4, x 14"

Clamp, Trunnion, Line-Post, Ahminum, Dia 1.0 - 1.5" For 2800 Tbs

Clamp, Trunnion, Line-Post, Aluminum, Dia 0.35~0.84 For 2800 lbs

Clevis, Y, Eye, 90_, Ductile Iron, Galvanized

Suspension Assembly, Formed Wire Grip 748 Alumoweld

46/69 Insulator, Post, Horzontal, Polymer 2-1/2" Rod Dia. - Gain Base for Wood Pole

1/2" Dia - 10 Inch Long Machinc Bolt and Nut

1/2” Flat Squarc Washer

1/2” Double-Helix Spring Washer

5/8" Dia 18" Long Machine Bolt and Nut

5/8" Dia 36” Double-Arming Bolts, with Four Squarc Nuts and Washers

5/8” Curved Squarc Washer

5/8” Flat Square Washer

5/8” Double-Helix Spring Washer

3/4" Dia. 16" Long Machinc Bolt with Onc Hex Nut

3/4" Dia. 18" Long Machine Bolt with One Hex Nut

3/4" Dia. 20" Long Machine Bolt with One Hex Nut

3/4" Dia 36" Double-Arming Bolt, with Two Square Nuts

3/4” Curved Square Washer

3/4" Washer, Spring, Hot-Dip Galvanized

3/4" Washer, 4X4 Square Curved, Hot-Dip Galvanized

3/4” Double-Helix Spring Washer

3/4" Nut, Square, Hot-Dip Galvanized

3/4" Nut, M-F Lock, Square, Hot-Dip Galvanized

it| Transverse Guy and Anchor Materials

Dead-End Tee

3/4" Dia. 18" Long Machine Bolt with Onc Hex Nut

Shackle, Anchor, Galvanized

Fiberglass Strain Insulator (10 Long), Clevis-Clevis, with Roller at One End

7/16" Utility Deadend Guy Grip

Automatic Guying Dead End, 7/16" Utility Guy Wire

J" Hex-Head Bolt, Hex-Nut, Hot-Dip Galvanized (3" Long) »

Guy Link, Bent

1" Hex-Head Bolt, Hex~-Nut, Hot-Dip Galvanized (3-1/2" Long)

Coupling, Pipe, Galvanized

1" Lock Nut, ANCO

24> Diameter Anchor disk, 5/16” thick
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1" Anchor Rod, Twin Eye, 7" Long, Corrosion-Resistant Disk
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+ Construction Notes : - : A
. 1. Remove the single-phase sectionalizer on Williams Lane, between the I-15 Southbound Freeway
overpass on the east and the 1-15 South Bound Collector to US 6 Eastbound Ramp on the west.
2. Atalocation 67.5 feet southwest of existing sectionalizer, along the existing cable add bank-run ‘
fill to match the road elevation and install a new single phase sectionalizer and connect the :
cable going west, :
3. Instalt one 6 inch conduit between the newly installed sectionalizer and the sectionalizer east of |’ /
: I-15 northbound on Williams lane and install and connect a new single phase 1/0 aluminum i ’
‘r" ! cable. ! :
W 4. Construction is to be as specified in the applicable Spanish Fork construction standards shown
' on sheets 11 & 12 of 15. !
5. Refer to sheet 10 of 15 for other nearby utilities provided by the I-15 CORE Design Team. : ‘ 4
. . i
- £ s R _' S TR “: ' T : g
geead, e S e T '
§=Bill of Materials Notes : o
=y 1. The bill of materials on sheet 13 of 15, titled “I-15 Williams Lane, Move Sectionalizer, Replace Y
é'mi?ﬁém.‘_‘ Cable” provides for removal of the existing sectionalizer, installation of a new sectionalizer i

P

southwest of the existing location, fill to bring the land at the new sectionaiizer up to the level off’
the road, the installation of one six inch conduit between the new sectionalizer on the west to
the sectionalizer on the east side of the freeway on Williams Lane and a new run of cable from
the new sectionallzer on the west and the sectionalizer on the east,

7" {REMOVE
. i'i... SINGLE-PHASE '_
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Note5

Chapter 39.35, Eartinvork and Trenches.

39.35.010. Excavatlon,

A General Excavation shall meet the requurements and specifications of APWA 02315 unless otherwise mdicated

B Safely All construciion shall be dose 1n accordance wath (he provisions of the Utah State Industnal C QOSHA regul and
APWA 02230 Excavalion Prolecton No lrenches deeper than -f fee! shall be left open at anytume tnless construciion s m process When
constivchion 1 m process only 200 feel of trench may be apen at one tune and must be completely backfilled before proceeding No trenches
shall be lefl open at any e unless guarded with adequate barticades, warung famps and signs

TYPE OF CONDUIT Dg:.n&'oLoDUwP Any mjury or damage resnl(ng from lack: of adequale bracing and shorug shall be the 1esponsibility of the Developer Contractor and the
Develope ‘Contractor shall, al lus her own expense, effect all necessary repaus or reconstiuchon resulting from swch damage No mspections wall

2" FLECTRICAL SERVICE 4 be doue w unsafe trenches and will be the cause for mediate shutdown at the project :
2 AND 4" ELECTRICAL 4 ¢ In Gravel and Paved Swiace Areas Where any-excavalion eccurs i a gravel or paved suiface area such as a voad. duveway o parking awea.
STREET LIGHT rd the swiace shall be restored accordug to (he requurements and spectfications of APWA 02985 and (he tollowing conchitons

- . . { Base Only engineered fill may be used as backil or sub-base matersal under gravel and paved sucfaces A nummum of 8 inches of unireated
5” ELECTRICAL 5 - base counse shall be placed over backtill or sub-base All fill matenal shall be placed and compacted to City standards Flowable filf shall not be —
8" ELECTRICAL 3 altowed for backdill unless authonzed by (he City :
COMMUNICATION 18" MIN. 2 Surgace Mamtenance ‘The surface shall be mantauned by blading. sprmkhng. tollmg, addmg gravel, ete . to mautawm a safe wufonn surace

satisfactory to the Cily

3 Cutting of Pavement Before any excavation in a paved aren, (he surface along (he entue excavahon shall be cut ta provide a vertical jout i
the surface Cul sholl be made 6 wches from the edge of excavation i straght hues parallel or perpencicula lo the trench or edge of pavement A
pavement saw shall be used fo all pavement cutting [f excavalion damages (he cut pavement, pavement shall be cut again before patching A
rotomilled edge shall be acceptable a3 a cut

4 Tome Lintation. Al road cuts shall be repaved witlun 2 workang days of excavaton unless olherwise authonzed by the City Engineer or

[us her designee :

S Clold Weather Patchng "Trenches cut dunng winter months or when asphalt plants are not operalmg, shall be patched the same day of the cul
witl a good quality cold mux accerdung to Lhe requirements and specifications of APWA 2085 These irenches shall be mamtamed unitl asphalt
plants open When asphalt plants open. the temporary cold patch sholl be removed and anew patch of hat mux asphalt shall be placed Al cold
nux patches shall be replaced with hot nux patches withun 20 days of the opening of the hot nux plant

Adyust Incrdental Structures fo Grade Adpust inadental stuctures to grade accorhng to APWA 02990 Culy standard conerete collars around
valves and manholes shall be mstalled 1 year from the fune that pavement 18 placed or at the lime of an overlay

D InAreas wiih Concrete When damaged. exssiing concrete improvements shall be removed and replaced Lo [he niext joint or sconng line
beyond the damaged or broken sections In the event that jous or scorng lnes do not extsl or aze tluee or jore feet from the removed or
damaged sectton, the damnged portions shall be removed and reconshructed to neat, plane faces All 20 conerete work shall meet the
requirements and spectfications of Chaptes 39 65 Portland C'ement Concrete Work and APWA 02983

E Rock Bxcavahons Reck excavations shall meet (he sequirements and specifications of APWA 02317

F 8ite Cleanng and the Dispasal of Excess Matenals Site cleanng shall be conducted acconfug (0 APWA 02115 All excavation matersal,
whuel 15 1ot requured for construction or s wnsuttable For fill matenal. shall be ummedialely disposed of by the Contractor All ronds, sidewalks,

COMMUNICATION
CONDUIT (TYF‘) curbs, gutters and ditches shall be kept clean of excavated malenal except as oulluted m Talle 12 04 050 of the Spauah Ford: Cily Munucpal
GRADE In uls.

. : All demolition work shall meet (he 1equirements and spectfications of APIVA 02220 for site denwolifzon, 02222 for pavement demeoltion and
. iy 02223 for pavemen! pulvenzng

, g 39.35.020. Sub-surface Pipe Installation.
CONCRETE /| k ,, __._l '

B A Genewl Pipes, condwuts or casmgs, - tehes m diameter o1 loss, may be bared, jacked, augured or jetled under sidewalk, eutb, gutter if

6 authonzed by the City Engineer or fus her designee The resultuyz hole diameater does nol exceed [ wch plus the outstde chameter of the pipe of i
sleeve mstalled : : ) |
B Bowug or Jackwg Borng or jacking work shall meet the sequirentents and specificatons of APWA 02445 :
¢ Tunneling Where sidewatl:, curb, and gulfer exsts, excavation may be made by tuutelng provided he folfowing tequirements are et
Excavation shall be vertical and a3 neav to the cunh or sidewalk as possible.,

The length of the tunnel shall not exceed the width of the sidewalk. corb, and guller. .

Where a separate stdewalk and curb exusl, an excavation shall be made between [he sidewalk: and the curb,

At least three feel of undsturbed earth shali be left under the aidewalk or cutb, axl

Where the sidewalk: has been tunneled. the hole shall be filled trom each end with flowable fili

Where the excavation cannat meet these requuements, a section of sidewalk. curb, or guiter, from jorat to joul shall be removed and seplaced
39.35.030. Sub-grade. :

A Preparation_AH sub-grade shall be shaped and compacted 1 reasonably close conformuty wilh Lnes, grades and typreal cross section ay
estabbished by the Cuty Engineer or Jus her designee All prading, shall be based on an engmeered survey, aecepted by Spash Fork City

In trenches and cul ot fill areas the subgrade shall be scantied 1o a depth of $ mnches and compacted accordng to (he compaction standards of tlus
clapter No rocks Jarger than 4 mches 1n diameler, organue materzal, soft clay, spongy material, or olher deleterrous materal wilf be pemutted w
tlus scartlied sub-grade [ayer .
B Sofl and Yielding Areas Soft and yrelding areas wiuch do not compact to City standards shall be removed and replaced with enough
compacted enginesred fill to bndge the wea

¢ Trenches When the sub-grade matenial does not atfard a sufficiently solid foundation to support the pipe and supenmposed load. the irench
shall be over-excavated to a suffictent depth and backtilled wath enough compacted fill as approved by the Chly to budge (he area .

D Roads_Road sub-grades shall be shoped and graded to within a tolerance of 0 15 feet of design grade Dranage shall be mauntamed ot all
tumes

E Stuctores Sub-grade matenal for all concrete structuges, regaritless of (ype or location, sholl be finn, dense, thoroughly compacted and
consolidated. shall be free from mud and muck, and shall be suffictently stable fo remau firm and mtact under the feet of the workanen engaged
1 yub-grade sufacig, Jaying remforemg steel. and deposiung concrete ]
Coarse pravel or crushed stone may be used for subsoul remforcement 1f results are sotisfactory to the City Engineer orlus her designee Such
malenal shall be applied  Iayeis. not exceeding 6 mehes m (hickness, each Iaver bewng embedded 1n lhe sub-soul by thorongh lampung Al
excess soil shall be removed fo compensate for the displacement of the gravel or crushed stone and e funshed elevation of any subsail
remforced 1 (lus manner and shall not be above the speertied sub-grade : '

The Cily Enguneer may requure a sod analysis and design for any area

PROVO RIVER CONSTRUCTORS
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Project note:
This is a Spanish Fork standard

document. Disregard curb and gutter for
thig project. Locate sectionalizer at a
minimum of 6' from edge of road.

6" TO 2’ ~

PIPE ZONE
ELECTRIC CONDUIT

N 1D -

INSTALL REBAR AND
SPACER BRACKET EVERY 20'

JHH |DIw
B } 05-11-10 | 60 PERCENT COMPLETE WITH COMMENTS INCORPORATED | JHH | DIW
JHH |DIW

BY CHK |AFP | No, | DATE
JHH |DIW

NOTES: 39.35.040. Fill Material.
1. COMMUNICATIONS CONDUIT ROUTING SHALL BE COORDINATED THROUGH THE SPANISH FORK ELECTRICAL DIVISION. A Genenal All ﬂl}xf{ﬂlualslmll be placed on sub-grade prepaved accordug to the specits of thus chapter ALl fill matersal shall be
2. COMMUNICATIONS CONDUIT SHALL BE STUBBED BEHIND THE CENTER OF TRANSFORMER OR JUNCTION BOX WHERE compacted acconding to the speciti of Hlus chapter )

Only engmeered fill or untreated base course may be used as fill matesal wcker and withu a food of sfieets. future streel areas, driveways, and
concrete unless atherwise specified Al fill matenal under and withw a foot of electreal and comnmuucations boxes shall be untreated base
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CALLGUT LOCATION COMMENTS
A N: 215328.00, E: 596045.07 {Naw pole
B N: 215032.72, E: 586174.03  [Connect fo existing

NOTE:
NORTHINGS/EASTINGS AND DESIGN BASED UPON
SPANISH FORK POWER SCHEMATIC DESIGN.

REFER TO SPANISH FORK POWER DESIGN
FOR LOCATION OR INFORMATION. :
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NOTE: -
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NOTE:
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IN ADJACENT AREAS IS CONCURRENT WITH THE UTILITY CONSTRUCTION IN THESE PHASES. 30-Dec-2010
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2. IF UTILITY RELOCATION REQUIRES ANY LANE CLOSURES, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT 5 ihE
BOB GREEN (PRC MOT MANAGER) A MINIMUM OF 3 WEEKS : g ol
PRIOR TO THE LANE CLOSURE TO OBTAIN CLOSURE APPROVAL. g (g3
NO LANE CLOSURES ARE ALLOWED WITHOUT CITY AND UDOT APPROVAL. £ (EZ
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\ N N NN ~ - Jsueer noMOT-2_2-U50

I
i 2
L 2
b "§
; wl
ﬁ![} ;o
P b
w! Py
4 I T |
(<} I
%E [ T I
[
n:E T
Py
o
SR
N
IR
H ' i
: ir‘"ig
i
RARE N
Loy T
L 1 [
Co b8
foo T o
g
L] i=
il o
&
5| o
2 ]
¥
1K
QT
.8 100

12/30/10
DATE

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER

UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ROADWAY DESIGN

[=]
g
g
=
<
Z
O _ 1
2z
i 1
85 |z
Eﬁ[a 8
! o
1 <
SHARIE)
FiZ2 o O
FiQinN
o oz W
ozm£ x
TES
Zig . d:2
gm!= §
Oies
N O
IS =
=R =
| - Q
T =




T0TL

1102/21/10

d 1I9IHX3

dzijlqowaq] pue azjjeuld

Japling-ubisaq Aq J1OM

IOM pauueld jo

3INPaYds - g 11dIHXH




OVROUN

anwhaofk,

CJUTA Y,

OURS‘L

Memo

To: Mayor & City Council
From: Chris Thompson, Public Works Director/City Engineer
Date: February 7, 2011

Re: River Bank Stabilization Design Contract

Staff Report

The Spanish Fork River has several locations with bank stability issues. We currently have an on-
going contract for Bowen, Collins and Associates to provide flood control consulting services. This
would use that contract and current approved funds in the storm drain budget to have them design
the bank stabilization necessary at each location. It will also pay for them to go through the stream
alternation permit and Army Corp 404 permitting process required to do the work.

We recommend that the attached $5,700 contract with Bowen Collins and Associates be approved.
The cost of this contract shall be paid for out of the approved budget and will not require an increase
in the budget.

Attached: River Bank Stabilization Design Contract

40 SOUTH MAIN - SPANISH FORK, UTAH 84660 - (801) 804-4500 - FAX (801) 804-4510 -WWW.SPANISHFORK.ORG



TASK ORDER No. 7
Bank Stabilization Design
City of Spanish Fork

Task Order No. 7 is issued by the City of Spanish Fork (herein called OWNER) pursuant
to the General Services Agreement between the OWNER and Bowen, Collins &
Associates, Inc. (herein called ENGINEER) dated August 14, 2007.

1. SERVICES

It is our understanding that there are three areas along the Spanish Fork River where
Spanish Fork City desires to mitigate bank erosion. Bowen Collins & Associates will
complete the following work to accomplish this objective.

Task 1 Bank Stabilization Design

BC&A will prepare and provide up to two (2) PDF sealed design drawings that will
show the areas where work will be performed and typical channel cross sections
showing recommend bank stabilization methods for each of the three areas. The bank
stabilization will be designed based on the channel velocity from the Spanish Fork
River LOMR hydraulic model. Spanish Fork City will be able to use the drawings to
obtain Stream Alteration Permits for the three areas and to construct improvements in
the channel, once approved by the State of Utah.

Task 2 Stream Alteration Permit

BC&A will prepare and submit applications for stream alteration permits for the three
areas, which will include the following:
e Prepare vicinity maps
e Prepare plan view maps of the proposed construction area
e Re-vegetation Plan
» Prepare and submit one application ACOE and Utah State Engineer’s Office
Joint Permit Application for each of the three areas.

The permitting application process was recently revised. We have discussed the new
requirements with Chuck Williamson, Stream Alteration Permit Specialist for Utah
County, and we understand what is will required in the Joint Permit.
Work Not Included in This Task Order
The following work items are not included in this task order:

e Construction Services — No time was included in this Task Order for

construction services. We would be glad to add this service in the future if the
City thinks it will be beneficial for the project.

Page 1 of 2



e Permit Fees — This proposal does not include the permit fees required to be
submitted with the Stream Alteration Permit application. We anticipate the
fee to be $1,500 ($500 each for three applications).

2. COMPENSATION

BC&A proposes to complete the scope of services on a cost reimbursable basis with an
estimated fee not to exceed $5,700. A breakdown for this fee estimate is attached.

3. SCHEDULE

We are prepared to begin work immediately upon approval, and will have the design
drawings ready and application ready to submit within 3 weeks of notice to proceed. It
typically takes 4 to 6 weeks for the State of Utah to review and approve the applications.

The parties have executed this Task Order effective this 31% day of January, 2011.

OWNER ENGINEER

By By a‘“%/éé%\/

O 7S

Name Name Craig R. Bagley

Title Title  Vice President

Page 2 of 2



Exhibit A

Spanish Fork City

Bank Stabilization Design

Engineering Man-Hour and Fee Estimate
Last Updated 1/31/2011

Labor Category Engineer 1 |Lands. Arch.| Engineer 6
$88 $93 $135

P
Bank Stabilization Design 22 4 26 $ 2,476.00 $224 $  2,700.00
2  |Stream Alteration Permit 7 20 2 29 $ 2,746.00 $254 $  3,000.00

Total Hours 29 20 6 55

Expenses include:
Mileage reimbursement at $0.75/mile

Computer/Communications Charge at $6/labor hour
10% Markup on Qutside Services
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Memo

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Chris Thompson, Public Works Director/City Engineer
Date: February 3, 2011

Re: I-15 River Bridge Reconstruction Trail Agreement

Staff Report

UDOT is commencing a bridge reconstruction project at the Spanish Fork River. They calculate that
two box culverts would handle the flows of a 100 year flood with the required free board. Both the
county and the city have master planned a trail system along the Spanish Fork River. We also have
concerns about debris hanging up on a double culvert bridge system.

With these issues in mind Spanish Fork City and Utah County requested that UDOT install a third
culvert for added capacity if debris hangs up on the culvert separation walls and to use as a trail

connection under I-15. This UDOT has agreed to do but would like the included agreement with both
the city and the county.

We recommend that the city council approve this agreement which allows the city and county to use
the third culvert as a trail but holds UDOT harmless for the related costs of doing so.

Attached: Proposed Agreement

40 SOUTH MAIN - SPANISH FORK, UTAH 84660 - (801) 804-4500 - FAX (801) 804-4510 -WWW.SPANISHFORK.ORG



AGREEMENT

F-115-6(197)254; Utah County

I-15; Shoulder Reconstruction & Bridge Deck
Treatments

Authority No. 53133; Pin No. 8269
SPANISH FORK CITY

UTAH COUNTY

AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this day of , 2011 by
and between the UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, hereinafter referred to as
“UDOT,” and SPANISH FORK CITY, a municipal corporation of the State of Utah, hereinafter
referred to as the “CITY”, and UTAH COUNTY a municipal corporation of the State of Utah,
hereinafter referred to as the “COUNTY”

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, UDOT is engaged in preparing plans, specifications and estimates for that
project identified as F-115-6(197)254, 1-15; Shoulder Reconstruction & Bridge Deck Treatments,
Utah County, Utah; and

WHEREAS, said project includes the construction of a three barrel box culvert at the
Spanish Fork River, and the CITY and COUNTY desire to use a portion of said box culvert for a
pedestrian trail; and

THIS AGREEMENT is written to describe the conditions whereunder UDOT will allow
said box culvert to be used as a pedestrian trial.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is agreed by and between the parties hereto as follows:

1. CITY and COUNTY acknowledge that the sole purpose of the three barrel box culvert is to
convey the Spanish Fork River under I-15, and that the northern most barrel is designed to have
water flowing through it in an event equal to a greater than a 10 year event.

2. CITY and COUNTY further acknowledge that UDOT is not responsible for the construction
of the future wingwalls, lighting and or necessary pumping system for the trail. Details of said box
culvert and future wingwalls are shown on the attached drawing E-2663 marked “EXHIBIT A”
attached hereto and thereby made a part hereof.

3. CITY and COUNTY agree to contact UDOT structures division prior to constructing said
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AGREEMENT

F-115-6(197)254; Utah County

I-15; Shoulder Reconstruction & Bridge Deck

Treatments

Authority No. 53133; Pin No. 8269

SPANISH FORK CITY

UTAH COUNTY
wingwalls for the trail. CITY and COUNTY further agree to maintain all portions of said
wingwalls and any portion of the trail within UDOT right-of-way at no cost to UDOT.

4, CITY and COUNTY further acknowledge that UDOT’s maintenance responsibilities as
they relate to the box culvert system are limited to the operation of the river channel, and in no
way extend to the maintenance of the trail or removal of sediment and debris as they relate to the
operation of said trail.
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AGREEMENT

F-115-6(197)254; Utah County

I-15; Shoulder Reconstruction & Bridge Deck
Treatments

Authority No. 53133; Pin No. 8269
SPANISH FORK CITY

UTAH COUNTY

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these presents to be executed by their duly
authorized officers as of the day and year first above written.

ATTEST: SPANISH FORK CITY, a municipal
corporation of the State of Utah

By: By:

Title: Title:

Date: Date:

ATTEST: UTAH COUNTY, a municipal corporation of
the State of Utah

By: By:

Title: Title:

Date: Date:

*hkkkhkhkkkkhkhhkhkhkkhkhhkhkhkhkhhkhkhkkhkhhkhkhkkhhhkhkhkhhhkhkhkhhhkhkhhrhkhkhkhihkhkhhhhkhkhhrhkhkhhrhkhkhhiihkhhiiikkikx

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL.: UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
By: By:

Region 3 Utility and Railroad Coordinator Region Director
Date: Date:

COMPTROLLER OFFICE

By

Contract Administrator

Date:
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To: Mayor & City Council
From: Chris Thompson, Public Works Director/City Engineer
Date: February 9, 2011
Re: Contract Amendment to Add Full Build-out Scenario to the Travel Demand Model

in the Transportation Masterplan

Staff Report

Horrocks Engineering has competed the 2040 Traffic Model according to MAG’s growth patterns
based on 2010 Census data. Horrocks Engineering has an on going traffic engineering consulting
contract with the city. This is helpful in predicting incremental traffic needs but often when growth
occurs in an area the area becomes completely built out. This has led us to realize that a model is
needed for complete build out of the whole city. This model combined with the previous model will
help us predict immediate needs but also plan for the future and preserve required corridors. It will
also allow us to make immediate plans for areas that are being completely built out where the MAG
model only shows them to be built out incrementally.

We recommend that the $4,800 contract with Horrocks Engineering be approved to complete this
model. The cost of this contract and the amendment will be added in the next budget revision.

Attached: Contract Amendment to Add Full Build-out Scenario to the Travel Demand Model in the
Transportation Masterplan
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To: Chris Thompson, P.E. HORROCKS

Public Works Director

Spanish Fork City E N G I N E E R S

From: Ron Mortimer, T.E., Principal
John Dorny, P.E.

Date: February 7, 2011 PN10.040

Subject: 2040 Travel Demand Model and TAZ Update (modification 1)

Thank you for allowing Horrocks to submit this proposal to perform additional work on the 2040 Travel
Demand Model update. The need for this contract modification is to modify the Mountainland
Association of Governments (MAG) travel demand model to accurately represent the future land use for
Spanish Fork. The newly released 2040 MAG travel model considers a growth rate of around 2-3% for
the next 20 years and then nearly no growth after that. This might be fine in establishing a 5 to 20 year
planning horizon but what this fails to do is establish a full-build condition for Spanish Fork and future
annexations. Without a full-build condition that matches the future zoning and land-use of Spanish
Fork, it is impossible to estimate how much right-of-way to reserve for future roadways or expansions.

New roadways built today may accommodate a single subdivision or a few subdivisions, but by looking
at full-build out of Spanish Fork, the City can preserve right-of-way now without the cost of purchasing
right-of-way at a later date when more growth continues.

The scope of work presented here will take the MAG model, which is meant to be used for regional
planning that doesn’t include a build-out condition, and match it to Spanish Fork’s General Plan and
future land use planning efforts.

Scope of Work

1. Travel Demand Modeling: Establishing a Full-Build Condition

Horrocks will compare the City’s General Plan data to the 2040 travel-demand model and adjust
the travel-demand model to represent a full-build out condition for Spanish Fork City. This will
be done by assigning traffic to large areas of relatively vacant land throughout the City and
surrounding future annexation areas (based on the General and Master Plan). Smaller in-fill
parcels will not be reviewed unless directed by the City to include some lots that will contain a
significant traffic generator.

This full-build condition will not have a horizon year attached to it. This scenario will be based
on the complete build-out of the current Spanish Fork City boundaries and future expansion
based on the established current planning efforts of Spanish Fork City.

We will include adjacent municipalities in the model using the 2040 scenario provided by MAG.

2162 W. Grove Parkway, Suite 400 Tel: 801.763.5100
Pleasant Grove, UT 84062 Fax: 801.763.5101
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2. Documentation
The documentation will be in the form of the travel-demand model itself, Excel spreadsheets,
and maps depicting a Full-Build out of the Spanish Fork Area. This will include maps that show
level of service (A-F), daily traffic volumes, roadway deficiencies, future intersection signal
locations, and recommended full-build out roadway classifications.

3. Meetings

Horrocks will present the data to Spanish Fork City in a meeting that is included in the proposal cost.

All other meetings will be on an as-needed basis and will be billed on a time and materials basis.

The cost to complete the work described is $4,800 including all direct costs such as travel, phone,
fax, computer, etc. Additional work due to site plan changes and/or additional project meetings will
be performed/attended only at your request per our hourly rate schedule.

We can complete the work described in approximately 10 working days from receiving authorization
to proceed.

We look forward to performing this work and can begin immediately at your request. If you have
any questions, please feel free to contact Horrocks.

Sincerely,

Ron Mortimer

Cost of Tasks 1-3 $4,800

Authorization to Proceed

Approved by: Date:

Signature

Please Print
2162 W. Grove Parkway, Suite 400 Tel: 801.763.5100
Pleasant Grove, UT 84062 Fax: 801.763.5101

Page 2 of 2



ORDINANCE NO. 02 -11

ROLL CALL
VOTING YES | NO

G. WAYNE ANDERSEN
Mayor
(votes only in case of tie)

ROD DART
Council member

RICHARD M. DAVIS
Counci Imember

STEVE LEIFSON
Council member

JENS P. NIELSEN
Council member

KEIR A. SCOUBES
Council member

| MOVE this ordinance be adopted:__Council member
SECOND the foregoing motion:__Council member

ORDINANCE NO. 02-11
ORDINANCE AMENDING TELECOMMUNICATIONS MEETINGS

WHEREAS, Spanish Fork has an ordinance which allows for electronic meetings by
following the requirements of Utah Code Annotated §52-4-7.8 (1953 as amended); and

WHEREAS, Spanish Fork City has held meetings using telecommunications
technologies, finds them beneficial, and plans on continuing their use; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the City to allow telecommunications
meetings when a council member or staff is out of town, ill, or otherwise able to attend at
the regular location; and

WHEREAS, the telecommunications industry is changing rapidly, with
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technological advances, which necessitate changes to the ordinance from time to time;
WHEREAS, the advance notice required to be prepared for a telecommunications
meeting is now much shorter;
NOW THEREFORE, be it ordained and enacted by the Spanish Fork City Council
as follows:
l.
Spanish Fork Municipal Code §2.08.035(B)(iii) is hereby amended as follows:
2.08.035 Telecommunications Meetings.
B. Telecommunications Meetings Authorized
iii. Members who desire to participate in a meeting of the City via
telecommunications should notify the City of their intent far enough in advance of the
meeting so that appropriate arrangements can be made to conduct the meeting via
telecommunications. Notice shall be given to the City Manager’s office, which office shall
determine what is adequate notice.
Il.
This ordinance shall become effective 20 days after passage and publication.

DATED this 15th day of February, 2011.

G. WAYNE ANDERSEN, Mayor
Attest:

KENT R. CLARK, City Recorder
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To: Mayor & City Council

From: Chief Dee Rosenbaum

Date: February 15, 2011

Re: False Alarm Ordinance Amendment

When the False Alarm Ordinance was passed a year ago we
inadvertently left out a paragraph that is an enforcement mechanism.
This amendment will add the enforcement paragraph which states that
if a violator is assessed a fee and fails to pay the fee within 120 days of
notice the violators permit may be suspended. Also that if they have 10
false alarms in a calendar year their alarm system will be deemed
unreliable and their alarm permit may be suspended. If a permit is
suspended, in order to get the permit reinstated the violator will have
to pay the imposed fines plus a $100 fee. Note: the alarm permit
suspension does not apply to fire alarms.
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ORDINANCE NO. 03-11

ROLL CALL

VOTING YES | NO

G. WAYNE ANDERSEN
Mayor (votes only in case of
tie)

ROD DART
Council member

RICHARD M. DAVIS

Council member

STEVE LEIFSON

Council member

JENS P. NIELSON

Council member

KEIR A. SCOUBES

Council member

| MOVE this ordinance be adopted:
| SECOND the foregoing motion

ORDINANCE No. 03-11

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FALSE ALARM
REQUIREMENTS OF SPANISH FORK CITY

WHEREAS, Spanish Fork City adopted a false alarm ordinance in order to
eliminate the number of false alarms and responses thereto within the City, including the
attendant risks; and

WHEREAS, the ordinance has now been in place for a number of months and
several false alarm penalties have been assessed; and

WHEREAS, some of the businesses against who penalties have been assessed
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have not paid the assessment and the City has determined that an adequate enforcement
remedy for collection of the assessments does not exist within the ordinance,
necessitating an amendment thereto;

NOW THEREFORE, be it ordained and enacted by the Spanish Fork City Council
as follows:

l.

Spanish Fork City Municipal Code §9.44.060 is hereby amended by amending the
provisions of paragraph A, changing existing paragraph B to paragraph E, and creating a
new paragraphs B, C & D as follows:

9.44.060 False Alarms
A. For each false alarm to which emergency personnel are dispatched (even if
the call is subsequently cancelled) in any calendar year, the alarm user shall
be issued a warning or shall pay an administrative service fee to the City

according to the following schedule:

First three false alarms Warning
Fourth false alarm Fifty dollars ($50.00)
Fifth false alarm Seventy-five dollars ($75.00)
Sixth through ninth false alarms One hundred dollars ($100.00)
Tenth and subsequent false alarms Two hundred dollars ($200.00)

B. All administrative service fees assessed under this Chapter shall be paid to

the City within (30) days of the date the notice of the assessment of the
service fee is mailed to the alarm user. If any service fee is not paid within
the time set forth above, late penalties shall be assessed against the alarm
user according to the following schedule:
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1-60 days Ten dollars ($10.00)

61-90 days Twenty dollars ($20.00)

91-120 days Thirty dollars ($30.00)
The City may use all available legal remedies to collect delinquent service
fees and late penalties. If a delinquent service fee is owed by a business,
payment of the fee and late penalties is required prior to the renewal of the
alarm user’s business license.
An alarm permit shall be suspended for any failure by the alarm user to pay
any administrative service fee and applicable late penalties imposed
pursuant to this Chapter within (120) days of the date that notice of the
assessment of the service fee is mailed to the alarm user. The Public Safety
Director may also suspend any alarm permit if the Director determines that
the alarm system in question has a history of unreliability, which unreliability
shall be presumed upon the occurrence of ten false alarms in any calendar
year. A suspension for unreliability may be lifted upon a showing that the
conditions which caused the false alarms have been corrected. An alarm
user whose alarm permit is suspended from the City shall pay a
reinstatement fee of one hundred dollars ($100.00) to the City before such
permit shall be reinstated. Notwithstanding the above, a fire alarm permit
shall not be suspended if such an alarm is required by the building code or
any statute, law, or other ordinance.
[formally paragraph B-no change]
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This ordinance shall become effective 20 days after passage and publication.

DATED this 15" day of February, 2011.

G. WAYNE ANDERSEN, Mayor
Attest:

Kent R. Clark, City Recorder
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STAFF REPORT

DATE: 2/8/2011
TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: Cris Child/Airport Manager

SUBJECT: ROCKY MOUNTAIN COMPOSITES LEASE ASSIGNMENT

RECOMMENDED MOTION

Motion to Approve Assignment

BACKGROUND Rocky Mountain Composites currently operates a manufacturing facility on land
leased from the Airport. At the last Airport Board Meeting, Jason Sant the Spanish Fork City Assistant
Attorney reported to the board that he has reviewed a request from Rocky Mountain Composites to
assign the current Airport Ground Lease from 303 West Corporation to San Miguel Valley
Corporation as a sale is pending. A motion was made by John Hafen to recommend to the City
Councils that the assignment be approved, secondeded by Clair Anderson, vote unanimous.

DISCUSSION The current economic downturn has created a difficult economic environment for
Rocky Mountain Composites to meet their obligations. The pending sale and assignment of the lease
agreement is seen by the Airport Board as a positive step in enabling Rocky Mountain Composites to
improve their economic viability.

ALTERNATIVES BLOCK THE ASSIGNMENT. MOST LIKELY NOT IN THE BEST
INTEREST OF ANYONE INVOLVED IN THE ISSUE.

FISCAL IMPACT SUPPORT OF THE ASSIGNMENT WILL LIKELY HELP ROCKY
MOUNTAIN COMPOSITES TO MEET THEIR GROUND LEASE PAYMENT
REQUIREMENTS.

Name Cris Child
Title Airport Manager

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
February ]5, 2011 staff report form.doc



PRELIMINARY PLAT

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL
KIRBY LANE BUSINESS COMPLEX PRELIMINARY PLAT

5 “LL -
Opan ish _f:%r-“'_f(,

Agenda Date: February 15, 2011.
Staff Contacts: Dave Anderson, Community
Development Director.

Reviewed By: Development Review
Committee, Planning Commission.

Request: Duane Koyle is requesting
Preliminary Plat approval to subdivide an existing
building into three separate units that could then
be individually conveyed.

Zoning: Commercial 2.
General Commercial.

General Plan:

Project Size:
feet.

Approximately 32,000 square

Number of lots: 3.

Location:
Lane.

Approximately 600 East Kirby

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

Background Discussion

At present, Mr. Duane Koyle owns a building that
is situated between the Wingers building and
Kirby Lane. The building has three separate units
that house three separate businesses. At
present, the building and all of the improvements
on the 32,000 square-foot property constitute
one lot. As such, that lot can only be bought and
sold in mass, it cannot be parceled out in any
fashion.

Mr. Koyle has proposed to file a condominium
plat that would allow each of the three units to be
conveyed individually. The parking area would be
owned by an owners association and would be
maintained jointly by owners of the three
individual units. The initial step in this process is
to have a Preliminary Plat approved. The
applicant would then need to have a Final Plat
approved before being able to have a plat
recorded.

The City's standards with respect to applications
of this nature are limited to provisions in the
City's Construction and Development Standards
and the Condominium Act as found in Utah State
Code. Staff and the Planning Commission have
recommended that the proposed plat be
approved subject to several conditions that
involve meeting code requirements and
addressing the need to provide pressurized
irrigation service to the area.

Development Review Committee

The Development Review Committee
recommended that this request be approved.
Draft minutes from the February 2, 2011 meeting
read as follows:

Kirby Lane Business Complex

Applicant: Duane Koyle
General Plan: General Commercial
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Zoning: Commercial 2
Location: 600 East Kirby Lane

Mr. Johnson explained that it was an existing
building that they wanted to turn into condos and
explained Engineering redlines which were as
follows:

1. A 10’ Public Utility Easement shall be
required along Kirby Lane.

2. Condominium Plat should show Units
instead of Lots.

3. Address Units: Unit 1 — 642 East, Unit 2
— 644 East, Unit 3 — 646 East.

4. Unit 2 has some errors in its dimensions.
East corner should have a distance of
7.42" instead of 7.00’. South corner
should have a distance of 7.00" instead
of 6.82".

5. Existing building has a single utility
service for water and sewer. Separating
existing building into individual units shall
require each individual unit to have its
own separate utility service or an
agreement between unit owners sharing
the use of the single utility service. This
agreement shall satisfy Spanish Fork
City that all utility services shall be paid
for and maintained properly by the
owners.

6. Developer shall be required to pay to the
City the costs associated with installing
the Pressurized Irrigation in Kirby Lane.

Discussion was held regarding the redlines.

Mr. Baker asked Mr. Swenson if he had looked at
the proposal. Mr. Swenson explained that he
was aware of the proposal but that he had not
inspected the building for years.

Mr. Baker moved to continue the project. He
later withdrew his motion.

Mr. Anderson disagreed with Mr. Baker’'s motion
and discussion was held regarding approving the
proposal contingent upon the applicant
addressing any building code issues.

Mr. Swenson said he was not aware of what the
attic separation was in the building and that the
applicant would need to submit that information
from a licensed architect.

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

Mr. Anderson asked what the City’s policy was
with the approach that we take in turning existing
buildings into condominiums. He said that Mr.
Peterson had made it clear that there would need
to be separate power meters.

Mr. Oyler said that he felt if they were not going
to have separate sewer and water lines that they
would need to have an association legally
responsible for the utilities.

Discussion was held regarding what the City's
policy is regarding laterals, metering and meeting
the International Building Code for residential
versus commercial condominiums.

Mr. Thompson explained that the City would not
get involved in civil matters as to who pays the
bill if some sort of an association was established
for sharing lines.

Mr. Swenson explained that in the industrial part
of town a water line may not be able to be
shared. Mr. Oyler said he felt condominium
proposals would need to be looked at on a case
by case basis.

Mr. Anderson recapped the discussion by stating
that there was an understanding for a need to
have some type of owners association involved to
maintain common area and that the association
would also be responsible for common water and
sewer lines to the building and that the
association would then be responsible to divvy up
water and sewer bills amongst the owners and
that it was not an issue that the City would get
involved with. That the Building Department
would need to inspect the building and there may
be a need for the applicant to provide
architectural plans showing how the building is
going to be brought into conformity with the
current building code as it would apply to
individually conveyed units. We understand that
today there is a separate power meter to each
unit but that the Power Department would want
to confirm that.

Mr. Oyler moved to approve the Preliminary Plat
subject to the following conditions:

Conditions
1. The issues as stated by Dave Anderson

above be addressed.
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2. That the applicant pays for the
pressurized irrigation line that will be
installed in Kirby Lane before a final plat
is accepted.

Mr. Anderson seconded and the motion passed
all in favor.

Mr. Thompson asked if the pressurized irrigation
should be triggered on this proposal. Mr. Baker
said he felt it did. Mr. Thompson explained that
the applicant would pay the amount that it would
cost to construct 2 the line and the condition
was placed with the motion.

Planning Commission

The Planning Commission reviewed this request
in their February 2 meeting and recommended
that it be approved. Draft minutes from that
meeting read as follows:

Kirby Lane Business Complex

Applicant: Duane Koyle

General Plan: General Commercial

Zoning: Commercial 2

Location: approximately 600 East Kirby Lane

Mr. Anderson explained that the parcel that the
building sits on was owned by one owner who
was simply proposing that the individual units of
the building be divided in order to be sold
individually. He further explained that the parking
lot would be common area and the process at
Utah County was to record a Condominium Plat.
He explained that the City looks at commercial
condominiums differently than residential with
regard to utilities. Each unit would need a
separate meter for power but that the other
services could be owned commonly. He
explained the conditions of the DRC approval.

Commissioner Stroud asked if the City would
make sure that all Building Code requirements
are met before recording a Final Plat. Mr.
Anderson said that City staff would.

Commissioner Gonzales asked what the building
would be using pressurized irrigation for as they
did not have any landscape. Mr. Anderson
explained that there was a little bit of landscape
and that staff believed there would be a need for
pressurized irrigation service down Kirby lane.

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

Mr. Anderson gave background on the discussion
about a pressurized irrigation line and Taco Time.

Commissioner Evans asked if the City had looked
at other proposals similar to this one. Mr.
Anderson said that the City had only looked at
one other in the time that he had worked for the
City; that it did not happen very often.

** Commissioner Cope arrived at 6:27p.m.

Commissioner Gonzales moved to approve the
Kirby Lane Business Complex Preliminary Plat
subject to the following conditions:

Conditions

1. That the applicant has a licensed
architect submit plans that identify what
improvements need to be made to
conform to the Building Code.

2. That they will have some type of Owner’s
Association responsible for common
improvements.

3. That the applicant will be responsible to
bring the building to current
Building Code.

4. That the separate power meters are
required.

5. That the developer shall be required to
pay to the City the proportionate cost
associated with installing the pressurized
irrigation in Kirby Lane.

Commissioner Marshall seconded and the motion
passed all in favor.

Budgetary Impact

There is no anticipated budget impact with this
proposed subdivision.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the proposed Preliminary
Plat be approved.
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Proposed Kirby Ln
Business Complex
Plat A

Proposed Kirby Ln
Business Complex
Plat A
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TO: Spanish Fork City Mayor and City Council
FROM: Dave Anderson, Community Development Director
DATE: February 8, 2011
RE: Bella Vista Reapproval

Accompanying this memorandum is a copy of the staff report that was presented to the City Council when
the Bella Vista development was approved in 2009. The attached staff report was presented when both
Zone Change and Preliminary Plat approvals were sought. At this time, the Council is only being asked to
act on the proposed Preliminary Plat. The zoning was changed in 2009 making that a moot issue relative to
the project’s entitlements today.

In short, the developer failed to maintain the Preliminary Plat approval by recording a plat within a year of
the original November 4, 2009 approval date. The applicant has applied to have the project reapproved
with the same lot configuration and street layout — in the same form as the original approval.

The DRC reviewed this proposal on January 26 and recommended that it be approved. The DRC
recommended that it be approved with the original conditions and one new condition. The additional
condition pertains to a park that is planned for the north end of the development. The City has recently
changed its approach to designing parks in new developments. In the past, parks have typically been
designed by developers. The City has now contracted with a park designer to design City parks, including
parks that are to be constructed by private developers. City staff has recommended that the City's
consultant redesign the improvements in the park that is planned for this development.

The Planning Commission also reviewed this request and has recommended that it be approved. Draft
minutes from the Commission’s February 2, 2011 meeting read as follows:

Bella Vista

Applicant: Lou Bankhead

General Plan: Residential 5.5 to 8 units per acre
Zoning: R-1-6

Location: 800 North State Road 51

Mr. Anderson gave background on the proposal and explained that a Preliminary Plat approval expires
one year from the date it is approved by the City, unless a Final Plat is recorded. He further explained
that a Final Plat was not recorded for Bella Vista and that the Preliminary Plat had expired and needed
re-approval. The only change to the proposal is that the City's Parks & Recreation Department requires
all parks to be designed by the City’s consultant.

Chairman Christiansen asked Mr. Anderson to give him background on what the history was with
Expressway Lane. Mr. Anderson explained that the City’s transportation plan had changed and that a

big road would no longer tie in through this development to Expressway Lane.

Commissioner Marshall asked if the applicant would be contributing the same dollar amount of money
towards the park cost projection. Mr. Anderson said that was the expectation.
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Commissioner Gonzales asked if some of the open space was for parks and, if so, could they be moved
away from the highway? Mr. Anderson explained that it was open area and not useable park space.
Commissioner Marshall said that it was never discussed as park space. The applicant said it was for
detention.

Steve Maddox
Mr. Maddox thanked the Commission for re-hearing the proposal. He said that nothing had changed

and explained that the open space was not park space but detention.

Commissioner Evans moved to re-approve the Bella Vista Preliminary Plat subject to the following
conditions:

Conditions

1. That the applicant meets any conditions of the original approval
2. That the applicant designs the park as specified by the City’s Parks & Recreation Department.

Commissioner Marshall seconded and the motion passed all in favor.

Staff therefore recommends that the proposed Preliminary Plat be approved based on the following finding
and subject to the following conditions:

Finding

1.

That the proposed Preliminary Plat conforms to the City’s requirements for Master Planned
Developments in the R-1-6 zone.

Conditions

1.

N

That a design of the park be completed as part of the final plat review process on the project’s first
phase.

That the applicant dedicate the park land with the first phase.

That the applicant bond for a proportionate share of the park construction with the second and third
phases.

That the park be constructed with the public improvements in the third phase.

That all of the landscaping that is visible from a public right-of-way be installed at the time of
development or when the time homes are constructed.

That the City redesign the proposed park improvements and that the improvements be constructed
according to the City’s approved plan.
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PRELIMINARY PLAT

BELLA VISTA ZONE CHANGE AND PRELIMINARY PLAT

Agenda Date: November 4, 2009

Staff Contacts: Dave Anderson, Community
Development Director

Reviewed By: Development Review Committee
Request: Steve Maddox is requesting a

Zone Change and Preliminary Plat approval for a
100-lot Master Planned Development.

Zoning: R-1-6

General Plan: Residential 5.5 to 8 units per acre
Project Size: 26.14 acres

Number of lots: N/A

Location: approximately 900 North State
Road 51

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

Background Discussion

The City has fielded a number of development
proposals in recent years for the properties that are
now included in the proposed Bella Vista
Preliminary Plat. The current proposal involves the
development of single-family homes whereas other
submitted versions have included townhomes.

Three different zoning districts are found within
the proposed development area. R-3, Rural
Residential and R-1-6 zoning currently exist. R-1-
6 zoning is proposed for the entire development.
The proposed R-1-6 zone is consistent with the
Residential 5.5 to 8 units per acre General Plan
designation. The proposed development is
presented as a Master Planned Development with
a total of 100 building lots. One of the building lots,
lot 100, currently houses a Residential Treatment
Facility. The other 99 lots are designed to
accommodate single-family dwellings.

One of the more unique factors of the proposal is
the inclusion of lots that have as little as 40 feet of
frontage and 4,000 square feet in area. The Master
Planned Development section of Title 15 permits
lots of this nature so long as the City

Council makes specific findings relative to such lots
being an enhancement from other development
types. The specific language from

Title 15 reads as follows:

Single family lots shall be a minimum of 6,000
square feet, with a minimum of 50 feet of frontage;
twin home lots shall be a minimum of 4,000 square
feet each, with a minimum of 40 feet of frontage
each. The Council may grant a waiver of this
requirement based on superior design. The Council
has the absolute discretion in approving a request
for such a waiver. In this case, this City Council
entertained the concept of granting this waiver in a
meeting last month. In that meeting, the City
Council indicated a willingness to approve the
development with lots that may be as small as
4,000 square feet as long as no other issues
surface as concerns relative to the proposed
development.
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Staff’s main concerns with the proposal have
involved the quality of construction and the
functionality of providing basics utility services to
lots with 40 feet of frontage. Accompanying this
report is a package of information for the
development that identifies what the elevation of
homes constructed in the project are proposed to
be. Additionally, the applicant has proffered the
following standards relative to homes that would be
constructed:

Home Size

R-1-6 Zone — Home size shall be no less than
1,550 finished square feet. Developer is
proposing homes ranging from 1,700-2,400
square feet with many of the homes having
basements.

Exterior Materials

Exterior material types — Exteriors shall be limited
to brick, stone, hard board siding or stucco. A
minimum of 50% of the homes constructed on
project shall include a brick and / or stone
architectural element on a portion of the front
elevation of the home.

Home Plotting Restriction

Home plotting criteria — no identical home (i.e.
the same floor plan and exterior elevation) shall
be plotted within 200 feet of each other.
Exterior color schemes — no exterior color
schemes may be plotted next to a home with the
same scheme.

A schematic of homes will be on the final plat
showing drive approaches / utility crossing to
allow utilities / livability.

Home Design Elements

Garages — each home will have a minimum two
(2) car garage and a three (3) car garage offered
where lot permits.

Exterior Elevation — a minimum of three (3)
exterior elevations per plan shall be provided.
Variation in window, roof design, exterior relief
and window treatments will be provided

Roof Pitch —a minimum roof pitch of 6:12 will be
constructed.

Subdivision Facts

Each home will have full front yard landscaping
provided by developer. (See CC&R's section
10.09)

A 3+ acre “Public” park will be provided as open
space providing entertainment and enjoyment of
community.

Each yard will be fenced for the privacy and
livability for all. Restrictive CC&R’s will be
recorded and enforced.

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

Relative to the provision of utilities to each lot, the
proposed solution for staff's concerns is to design
the location of each driveway and all lateral
locations with the construction plans that are
submitted with Final Plat applications. Our staff
seems to agree that by designing to this higher
level of detail we can avoid problems that have
been experienced in other projects where space is
limited. A three-acre park is proposed as part of
this development. The applicant has offered to
improve the park as part of the amenity package
for the overall project. In fact, the applicant has
provided conceptual renditions to illustrate the
types of improvements that they propose to make
in the park.

Relative to a design for the park and the
improvements that would be constructed therein,
staff feels strongly that, as this would be a City
park, City staff should be very involved in the
design of the park. To that end, City staff met
earlier this week with the applicant to discuss the
basic design philosophy and level of improvement
that the City expects to see within the park. The
applicant has agreed to prepare a final design for
the park that will be approved by the City with the
approval of the Final Plat for the first phase of the
development.

Also related to the design of the park are several
images that the applicant included in the
accompanying package of information that pertains
to park improvements. Staff wishes to make clear
that the examples of benches, playground
equipment and other exhibited items do not
necessarily conform to the City's expectations for
that type of equipment in City parks. The applicant
has been advised that different items will likely be
required for the park and they have offered to work
with staff to make sure that improvements
designed for the park meet the City's standards.

The last park related issue involves the timing of its
construction. City staff is very concerned about
making sure that any facility proffered at the time
that a development is approved is ultimately
constructed in the manner described. Staff also
understands some of the basic realities of financing
a development and how potentially impractical it
might be to require all amenities with a
development’s initial phase. In the hope of
balancing the City’s needs and the developer’s
ability, staff has proposed that the land for the park
be dedicated with the initial phase, that the
applicant bond for 50% of the cost to construct the
park with the second phase and that the applicant
bond for the remaining cost to construct the park
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and then construct the park with the other public

improvements in the third phase. Staff believes that

this program ensures that the park will be
constructed as approved.

Development Review Committee

The Development Review Committee reviewed this
request in their October 21, 2009 meeting and
recommended that it be approved. Minutes from
that meeting read as follows:

Bella Vista

Applicant: Steve Maddox

General: Residential 5.5 to 8 units per acre
Zoning: Rural Residential, R-3 and R-1-6 existing,
R-1-6 requested

Location: approximately 900 North State Road 51

Discussion was held between the Committee and
the applicant regarding the size of the park, access
through the park for farm equipment, trails,
stubbing utilities to the east boundary, table on the
cover sheet of the Preliminary Plat needing to be
updated, phasing and improving the park, the park
being constructed with the public utilities in the
third phase, that before the final plat is approved
the park will need to be designed, meandering the
sidewalk on the side of the park, specific language
that refers to exterior materials, power and storm
drain.

Mr. Anderson moved to recommend to the City
Council approval of the Bella Vista Zone change
from Rural Residential, R-2 and R-1-6 to all R-1-6,
based on the following findings:

Findings

1. That the proposed zone is consistent with the
General Plan.

2. That the zone would accommodate the
proposed Bella Vista development which
appears to conform to the City's
requirements for Master Planned
Developments.

Mr. Thompson seconded and the motion passed all
in favor.

Mr. Anderson moved to recommend to the City
Council approval of the Bella Vista Preliminary
Plat located at approximately 900 North State
Road 51 with 100 building lots subject to the
following conditions:

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

Conditions

1. That the applicant update the supportive
materials prior to the project being presented
to the Planning Commission.

2. That the applicant make any necessary
corrections to the plat itself and receive
approval from the City's Engineering
Department prior to the project being
presented to the Planning Commission.

3. That a design of the park be completed as
part of the final plat review process on the
project’s first phase.

4. That the applicant dedicate the park land
with the first phase.

5. That the applicant bond for a proportionate
share of the park construction with the
second and third phases.

6. That the park be constructed with the public
improvements in the third phase.

7. That all of the landscaping that is visible from
a public right-of-way be installed at the time
of development or when the time homes are
constructed.

Mr. Thompson seconded and the motion passed all
in favor.

Planning Commission

The Planning Commission reviewed this request in
their November 4, 2009 meeting and recommended
that it be approved. The following are draft
minutes from that meeting:

Bella Vista Zone Change

Applicant: Steve Maddox

General Plan: Residential 5.5 to 8 units per acre
Zoning: R-3, R-1-6 and Rural Residential
Location: approximately 900 North State Road 51

Mr. Anderson said he would be discussing both the
Zone Change and the Preliminary Plat in tandem.
He explained the current zoning of the property was
R-3, R-1-6 and Rural Residential and the General
Plan designation was 5.5-8 units per acre. He said
that the applicant was requesting R-1-6 zoning, and
that this proposed density was at the low end of
what the General Plan allowed and that due to the
unigue characteristics of the property (the presence
of a substantial gas line, railroad tracks and
highway) City staff felt comfortable approving the
R-1-6 zoning. Mr. Anderson explained the
proposed Preliminary Plat was a Master Planned
Development. The proposed Master Planned
Development would be exclusively single-family
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detached homes and that there would be 100
building lots in all but one lot which already exists
with a residential treatment center. Mr. Anderson
explained that some of the lots would be as little as
4,000 square feet with other lots being much larger
than that. He said that under the Master Planned
Development section of the Municipal Code that a
waiver could be granted for the smaller lot size and
that the City Council would need to approve the
waiver in order for this development to be
approved. Mr. Anderson said he felt that in
canvassing Utah County, you would not find many
developments of this type, but in other states
single family detached homes on smaller lots are
very common. He said he felt that the key to
success for this type of development was the
quality of construction and provisions to ensure that
proper maintenance of landscaping and fencing
occurred. He said City staff’s greatest concerns
were related to maintenance and felt the applicant
had addressed the concerns head on. He said the
exterior product of the homes would be all masonry
and that the applicant was proffering a three-acre
parcel of land to be dedicated to the City for a
park. He said that the applicant would be required
to construct the park to the City's park standards
and that the applicant had met with the City's
Parks and Recreation Department. He explained
the phasing plan of the development and how it
would affect the construction of the park.

Commissioner Marshall asked how enforceable CC
& R’s were and if the City was involved in CC & R's.
Mr. Anderson explained how CC & R'’s work, that
they were a civil issue and that the City did not get
involved in the enforcement of CC & R'’s.

Chairman Christianson asked what the City was
agreeing to pay for the park. Mr. Anderson said
that the applicant was going to pay for 100 percent
of the construction of the park. He said that City
staff understood that there was not a final design
for the park that was acceptable to the City but
that there would need to be a final design before a
Final Plat is approved.

Chairman Christianson asked about the three
detention basins and asked if the maintenance of
the basins would be the City’s responsibility or
common space that would be the responsibility of
the Homeowner's Association (HOA). Mr.
Anderson said it was his understanding that it
would be both. The HOA would maintain the turf
but the City would maintain the storm drain portion
of the retention basin.

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

Chairman Christianson asked what the City’s
setbacks were between the lot that already existed
that the residential treatment center was located
on and the proposed lot that would abut it. Mr.
Maddox said that it was his understanding that the
lots met the City’s setback requirements but that if
for some reason they did not he would rectify the
issue.

Chairman Christianson invited the applicant to
speak.

Steve Maddox

Mr. Maddox said he would address the park portion
of the development and explained that he had met
with the City Parks and Recreation Department.
Mr. Maddox explained what they had agreed upon.
He said they were still in the stages of designing a
fence because he wanted a more open feel but was
met with opposition from City staff who felt that
people want privacy and did not want an entourage
of fencing. He then explained how he felt about
CC&R's are that the keys to CC & R'’s were setting
the bar high at the beginning, education and
enforcement.

Commissioner Robins asked Mr. Maddox if, in his
experience, maintaining CC&R’s had to be pushed
to the legal limit. Mr. Maddox said he had not had
to go that far. He said that education was key.

Discussion was held regarding HOA's, how they
work and enforcement of CC&R'’s.

Commissioner Robins asked about wetlands. Mr.
Maddox said he will leave it in its natural
vegetation.

Mr. Maddox explained the gas line easement.

Chairman Christianson asked about Residential
Treatment Center and whether it is legal
conforming or non-conforming use. Mr. Anderson
said that the treatment center was already zoned
R-1-6 and was a non-conforming use and the
vested status would not change.

Commissioner Evans asked Mr. Maddox if he was
comfortable with agreeing to construct a park to
the City’s standards without a final design. Mr.
Maddox said that he was because he had met with
the Parks Department. He said the price point was
the playground equipment but felt he was in a
comfort zone. Mr. Maddox asked if he could
construct the park along with the third phase of the
development and not be allowed to pull a building
permit on the fourth phase until the park was
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finished instead of constructing the park before
building permits are issued on the third phase.

Mr. Anderson said that the City would like a clear
trigger for when the park would be constructed and
that was the reason for the condition that the park
be constructed along with the public utilities.

Discussion was held regarding the phasing plan, the
park and whether or not the applicant could take
more time to construct it.

Commissioner Marshall asked about road width and
when the City uses the different widths. Mr.
Anderson explained the streets in the project that
would qualify for certain widths.

Chairman Christianson invited public comment.

Avante Custio

Ms. Custio expressed concern with the lot size.
She said she feels it is too small. She also
expressed concern with maintenance and wetlands.

Commissioner Robins explained the history on the
project.

Mr. Maddox said he had met on site with the Army
Corps of Engineers and that they had discovered
four illegal wells that have since been capped and
the ground is now dry. He then explained that he
had the ability to maintain the project through an
HOA and, if it was done correctly and enforced, he
said it would look better than the traditional
subdivision.

Robert Gowan

Mr. Gowan requested to see the park plans. He
expressed concern with the north edge and the
drop in topography. He asked how it would be
addressed. Chairman Christianson explained that a
survey would be done to know what level of fill
would need to be addressed. Mr. Maddox said that
a six-foot vinyl fence would be installed on the
north end of the project.

Commissioner Robins moved to recommend to the
City Council approval of the R-1-6 Zone Change
based on the following finding:

Finding

1. That the proposed zoning is consistent with
the General Plan.

Commissioner Marshall seconded and the motion
passed all in favor by a roll call vote.

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL

Commissioner Marshall moved to close public
hearing. Commissioner Evans seconded and the
motion passed all in favor at 7:01 p.m.

Commissioner Robins moved to recommend to the
City Council approval of the Bella Vista Preliminary
Plat based on the following finding and subject to
the following conditions:

Finding

1. That the proposed Preliminary Plat
conforms to the City’s requirements for
Master Planned Developments in the R-1-6
zone.

Conditions

1. That a design of the park be completed as
part of the Final Plat review process on the
project’s first phase.

2. That the applicant dedicate the park land
with the first phase.

3. That the applicant bond for a proportionate
share of the park construction with the
second and third phases.

4. That the park be constructed as part of the
third phase.

5. That all of the landscaping that is visible
from a public right-of-way be installed at
the time of development or at the time
homes are constructed.

Commissioner Evans seconded and the motion
passed all in favor by a roll call vote.

Budgetary Impact

There is no immediate budgetary impact anticipated
with the approval of this plat.

Zone Change Recommendation

Staff recommends that the proposed Zone Change,
changing the zoning from R-3, R-1-6 and Rural
Residential to R-1-6 be approved based on the
following finding:

Finding

1. That the proposed zoning is consistent with the
General Plan.

Preliminary Plat Recommendation
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Staff recommends that the proposed Preliminary
Plat be approved based on the following finding and
subject to the following conditions:

Finding

1.

That the proposed Preliminary Plat conforms
to the City's requirements for Master
Planned Developments in the R-1-6 zone.

Conditions

1.

That a design of the park be completed as
part of the final plat review process on the
project’s first phase.

That the applicant dedicate the park land
with the first phase.

That the applicant bond for a proportionate
share of the park construction with the
second and third phases.

That the park be constructed with the public
improvements in the third phase.

That all of the landscaping that is visible from
a public right-of-way be installed at the time
of development or when the time homes are
constructed.

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL
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Proposed Bella Vista
Zone Change B
From: R-R, R-3, and R-1-6 :
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