
 * 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. 

 
 
 

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 March 5, 2013. 
 
AGENDA ITEMS:                     

 
1. CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE, OPENING CEREMONY, RECOGNITIONS: 

a. Pledge, led by invitation 
b. Justin Best Footing Award 
 

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 be 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: Web Interactive Map – Shawn Beecher 

 
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 19, 2013 
b. * Inspection and Testing Services Agreement 
c. * Golf Cart Lease Agreement 

 
6. PUBLIC HEARING: 

a. * Gary Carter Zone Change – This proposal would change the zoning of approximately two 
acres located at 450 West 100 South from R-1-8 to R-3 

 
7. NEW BUSINESS: 

a. * Adding “Woodhouse Field” to the name of the Spanish Fork/Springville Airport 
 

8. CLOSE SESSION: 
a. Land Acquisition 

 
ADJOURN: 
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Tentative Minutes 1 
Spanish Fork City Council Meeting 2 

February 19, 2013 3 
 4 
Elected Officials Present: Mayor Pro Tem Steve Leifson; Councilmembers Rod Dart, Keir A. 5 
Scoubes, Richard Davis, Brandon Gordon; Absent: Mayor G. Wayne Andersen. 6 
 7 
Staff Present: David Oyler, City Manager; Junior Baker, City Attorney; Seth Perrins, Assistant 8 
City Manager; Dave Anderson; Community Development Director; Chris Thompson, Public 9 
Works Director; Dale Robinson, Parks & Recreation Director; Kent Clark City Recorder/Finance 10 
Director; Steve Adams, Public Safety Director; Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder.  11 
 12 
Citizens Present: R. Jay Irvine, Sharlene Irvine, Loa Schwartz, Lana S. Smith, Thad Jensen, 13 
Robert D. Pagnani, Chelsea Horner, Gary Schwartz, Lana Creer Harris, Cary Hanks, Glen 14 
Bradford, Spencer Wilde, Troy Wilde, David Lee, Justin Lee, Valerie Roberts, Rick McBride, 15 
Kiley Hix, Johnny McCoy, Clint Argyle, Boyd Jacobson, Maxine Jacobson, Gabe Pastrana, 16 
Andrew Gunyan, Daniel Gunyan, Allen Swenson, Carol Swenson, Kelly Butler, Jason Irvine, 17 
Jamie Evans. 18 
 19 
CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE, RECOGNITION: 20 
Mayor Pro Tem Leifson called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 21 
 22 
Justin Lee led in the pledge of allegiance. 23 
 24 
PUBLIC COMMENTS: 25 
Troy Wilde is requesting a yellow yield turn light be implemented at the Center Street and 26 
Highway 6 intersection traffic signal. 27 
 28 
Chris Thompson said city staff will forward Mr. Wilde’s request to UDOT. 29 
 30 
COUNCIL COMMENTS: 31 
Councilman Scoubes gave an update that the solid waste board is still working on the budget.  32 
 33 
CONSENT ITEMS: 34 

a. Minutes of Spanish Fork City Council Meeting – February 5, 2013 35 
b. Williams Purchase Agreement 36 
c. Hansen Purchase Agreement 37 
d. Powerhouse Road Drain Line Bid Award 38 

 39 
Councilman Dart made a Motion to approve the consent items. 40 
Councilman Scoubes Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 41 
 42 
PUBLIC HEARING: 43 
Ordinance #03-13 Vacating a Portion of Williams Lane 44 
Junior Baker explained that this request came from the Precorp business so they can expand 45 
their facility. Mr. Baker pointed out on the map the section of William’s Lane that would be 46 
vacated. 47 
 48 
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Councilman Davis made a Motion to move into Public Hearing.  49 
Councilman Gordon Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:09 p.m. 50 
 51 
Mayor Pro Tem Leifson welcomed any public comment. 52 
 53 
There was none.  54 
 55 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to move out of Public Hearing.  56 
Councilman Gordon Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:09 p.m. 57 
 58 
Councilman Dart made a Motion to approve the Ordinance #03-13 Vacating a Portion of 59 
Williams Lane. 60 
Councilman Scoubes Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor with a roll call vote. 61 
 62 
Donation to Rotary Club in the form of a fee waiver for rental of the Ponderosa Building for a 63 
fundraiser event 64 
Robert Pagnani, chairman of the Utah Elks Club, clarified that the donation request is for the 65 
Utah Elks Club and not the Rotary Club and if the fee is waived, that is more money that will go 66 
to the veteran’s hospital. 67 
 68 
Junior Baker explained that anytime the City is asked to make a donation, even if it is to waive a 69 
fee, it’s required to hold a public hearing. 70 
 71 
Councilman Scoubes made a Motion to move into Public Hearing.  72 
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:12 p.m. 73 
 74 
Mayor Pro Tem Leifson welcomed any public comment.  75 
 76 
Thad Jensen commented that the veteran’s hospital is a great new thing. The cost of the 77 
construction for the building is $13 million. The funds that are donated from the fundraiser will 78 
help furnish the rooms. 79 
 80 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to move out of Public Hearing.  81 
Councilman Gordon Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:14 p.m. 82 
 83 
Councilman Dart made a Motion to approve the donation to the Utah Elks Club in the form of a 84 
fee waiver for rental of the Ponderosa Building for a fundraiser event. 85 
Councilman Gordon Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 86 
 87 
Airport Expansion General Plan Amendment & Zone Change 88 
Dave Anderson said it has been proposed to amend the General Plan and make a zone change 89 
from agricultural to industrial 1 at the northeast end of the runway to help facilitate the airport.  90 
City Staff, Development Review Committee and the Planning Commission recommend approval 91 
of the change. 92 
 93 
Councilman Scoubes made a Motion to move into Public Hearing.  94 
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:20 p.m. 95 
 96 
Mayor Pro Tem Leifson welcomed any public comment. 97 
 98 
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There was none.  99 
 100 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to move out of Public Hearing.  101 
Councilman Gordon Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:21 p.m. 102 
 103 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to approve the Airport Expansion General Plan Amendment 104 
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 105 
 106 
Councilman Gordon made a Motion to approve the Airport Expansion Zone Change from 107 
Agricultural to Industrial 1. 108 
Councilman Scoubes Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 109 
 110 
NEW BUSINESS: 111 
Amendment to the Fritzi Site Plan Phasing Agreement 112 
Junior Baker explained that approximately 3 years ago there was a phasing agreement done to 113 
improve the Fritzi building.  The phasing plan required improvements based on rental of square 114 
footage.  Fritzi is asking to amend the agreement to increase the square footage.  Mr. Baker said 115 
a second request is to waive the masonry wall required on the south side of the property.  Mr. 116 
Baker explained the purpose of this request is because Fritzi has a tentative agreement with 117 
Habitat for Humanity to rent square footage in the building, which would cause the next phase of 118 
improvements to be due.  119 
 120 
Mayor Pro Tem Leifson asked if there was a representative present for Fritzi. 121 
 122 
There was no one present. 123 
 124 
Kylee Hix with Habitat for Humanity explained that they have been looking for a location to put a 125 
ReStore facility.  At this location the public can purchase building materials at a discounted rate.  126 
They receive mostly donations to fill the store and doing this helps keep a lot of items out of the 127 
transfer stations.  If the city does not approve the amendment to the agreement, then habitat 128 
would have to look for a different location.   129 
 130 
Councilman Davis commented that there are already two businesses renting square footage in 131 
the Fritzi building and by the phasing agreement the masonry wall should have already been put 132 
in. 133 
 134 
Dave Anderson commented that the City does not have any information on the businesses in the 135 
Fritzi building.  136 
 137 
Clint Argyle lives on Cal Pac Avenue, commented that he would like Habitat for Humanity to 138 
come but he would also like the improvements done to the facility.  If the masonry wall is waived 139 
then the cost for the fence should be put towards other improvements.  Mr. Argyle also asked 140 
what inspections are required for the improvements.   141 
 142 
Councilman Gordon asked what are the triggers.  143 
 144 
Dave Anderson reviewed a few of the phases and what they include. 145 
 146 
Councilman Scoubes clarified that decisions made tonight need to be made with the Fritzi 147 
agreement.  Councilman Scoubes would like Habitat for Humanity to come to Spanish Fork, but 148 
we need to follow agreements already made. 149 
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 150 
Rick McBride with Habitat for Humanity explained some their communications with Mr. Tandler.  151 
 152 
Mayor Pro Tem Leifson would like to table this item until the city can speak with Mr. Tandler, the 153 
owner of Fritzi. 154 
 155 
Kelly Butler asked what road would be improved first Arrowhead or Cal Pac Avenue. 156 
 157 
Dave Anderson said Arrowhead would be first, then Cal Pac Avenue. 158 
 159 
Councilman Scoubes made a Motion to Table the Amendment to the Fritzi Site Plan Phasing 160 
Agreement for up to 60 days until Mr. Tandler can be present. 161 
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 162 
 163 
Adoption of Spanish Fork Springville Airport Layout Plan Update 164 
Chris Thompson said the city received a grant from the FAA to update the airport plan.  A few 165 
changes are the extension of the runway, the weight limit on the runway and working with 166 
wetland issues.  The airport board and city staff recommend approval. 167 
 168 
Councilman Scoubes asked if this changes the class of planes that can come in.  169 
 170 
Chris Thompson said it will.  171 
 172 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to approve the Adoption of the Spanish Fork Springville Airport 173 
Layout Plan Update. 174 
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 175 
 176 
Ordinance #04-13 Food Vendor Business License 177 
Junior Baker explained that at the last meeting the City Council requested to have a committee 178 
meet and come to a decision for the fee.  Mr. Baker added the residential home deliveries to the 179 
ordinance and then the decision on the fee was $120.00 per year.  180 
 181 
Councilman Scoubes clarified that the itinerant merchant fee is one fee, the food mobile vendor 182 
fee is different & separate.  Councilman Scoubes asked what gain does the city and the citizens 183 
get with the lowered fee.   184 
 185 
Councilman Dart commented that it could draw citizen’s downtown and hopefully, visit other 186 
businesses.  187 
 188 
Councilman Davis agrees with the changes to the ordinance. 189 
 190 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to approve the Ordinance #04-13 Food Vendor Business 191 
License. 192 
Councilman Scoubes Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor with a roll call vote. 193 
 194 
ADJOURN: 195 
Councilman Dart made a Motion to adjourn to Closed Session to discuss Land Acquisition. 196 
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 7:07 p.m. 197 
 198 
ADOPTED:     199 
             200 
      Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder 201 



 
 
 
 

 

Memo 
To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Chris Thompson, Public Works Director/City Engineer 

Date: February 28, 2013 

Re: Inspection and Testing Contract 

Staff Report 
 

The city recently sent out requests for proposals for inspection and testing services.  This is for a 
contract to inspect the construction work for projects and development in the city.  It is used when city 
staff does not have time to provide these services.  We currently have two inspectors but one has 
recently been called up to active military duty. 

This contract is also to conduct all the testing for construction work for projects and development in the 
city.  After proposals were received and evaluated the city engineering staff recommended that Epic 
Engineering, Sunrise Engineering/Utah Testing and Raba Kistner be interviewed.  This interview was 
conducted by a selection committee comprised of city staff, Councilman Leifson and Councilman 
Gordon. 

It is the recommendation of the selection committee that the contract be awarded again to Epic 
Engineering.  Epic Engineering is the most cost effective option but has also done an excellent job of 
providing these services to the city for some time.  A tabulation of the estimated annual cost of each 
consultant is attached. 

 

Attached: tabulation, contract 

 

 

40 South Main • Spanish fork, Utah 84660 • (801) 804-4500 • Fax (801) 804-4510 •www.spanishfork.org 
 



Company Inspections Total Testing Total Total
Epic 84,833.33$            26,520.00$    111,353.33$ 
Raba Kistner 70,833.33$            40,950.00$    111,783.33$ 
Consolidated 75,833.33$            39,460.00$    115,293.33$ 
Stanley 86,083.33$            39,500.00$    125,583.33$ 
Horrocks 84,083.33$            45,947.50$    130,030.83$ 
Sunrise/Utah Testing 97,833.33$            38,880.00$    136,713.33$ 
GeoStrata/Gilson 108,750.00$          29,000.00$    137,750.00$ 
CRS/Strata 109,250.00$          48,935.00$    158,185.00$ 

Inspection and Testing Comparison
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MASTER AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
EPIC ENGINEERING 

 
 
This AGREEMENT, dated ________________, is made and entered into between 
Spanish Fork City (herein called OWNER) and Epic Engineering, a Utah Corporation 
(herein called ENGINEER).  From time to time OWNER may request that ENGINEER 
provide professional services for Specific Projects.  Each work engagement will be 
documented by an individual Task Order.  This AGREEMENT sets forth the general 
terms and conditions that will apply to all Task Orders duly executed under this 
AGREEMENT. 
 
In consideration of the mutual promises herein contained, ENGINEER and OWNER 
agree as follows: 
 
1. TERM AND AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED 
 

A. This Agreement shall be effective and applicable to Task Orders issued 
hereunder for 8 years from the Effective Date of the AGREEMENT. 

 
B. This AGREEMENT may be extended or renewed by the Parties, with or 

without changes, by written instrument. 
 
C.  Execution of individual Task Orders by OWNER will be authorization for 

the ENGINEER to proceed with the authorized work associated with the 
Specific Projects (PROJECT), pursuant to the terms and conditions of this 
AGREEMENT. 

 
2. ENGINEER’S SERVICES 

 
A. The ENGINEER agrees to provide engineering services to the OWNER 

on an as needed basis.  The scope of services, period of performance, and 
basis of ENGINEER’s compensation are to be defined in individual Task 
Orders.  Each duly executed Task Order shall be subject to the terms and 
conditions of this AGREEMENT.  A standard task order form is included 
as Attachment A.  The ENGINEER will perform the defined services in a 
professional manner using the degree of care and skill that is normally 
employed by professional engineers or consultants on similar projects of 
equal complexity.   

 
B. The relationship of the ENGINEER to the OWNER is that of an 

independent contractor and nothing in this AGREEMENT or the 
attachments hereto, creates any other relationship.  As an independent 
contractor, the ENGINEER shall have the sole responsibility for paying 
taxes, workers compensation, employee benefits (if any), and all similar 
obligations. 
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C. This AGREEMENT is not a commitment by Owner to Engineer to issue 

any Task Orders. 
 
3. COMPENSATION AND PAYMENT 
 

A. OWNER and ENGINEER shall agree on the basis of compensation for 
each Task Order.  If hourly rates are to be used as the basis of 
compensation, those rates will be defined in each Task Order.  Hourly 
rates are updated on January 1 of each calendar year by the ENGINEER.  
Updated hourly rates will be used for all task orders.  Additionally, 
ENGINEER will be reimbursed for actual costs and expenses incurred in 
performance of the PROJECT. 

 
B. Invoicing will occur following the last Friday of each month.   

Payments shall be due within 30 days of receipt of the invoice.   
 
C. A service charge of 10 percent will be applied to expenses incurred in 

performance of the PROJECT.  All sales, use, value added, business 
transfer, gross receipts, or other similar taxes will be reimbursed to 
ENGINEER. 

 
D. An interest rate of 1.5% per month will be applied to all invoices that are 

not paid in full after 30 days following the invoice date.  Payments will be 
applied to the outstanding interest first and then to the principal. 

 
E. The ENGINEER may discontinue work on the PROJECT by issuing the 

OWNER a written seven-day notice if full payment for an invoice is not 
received within 60 days of the date of the invoice.  Suspension of work 
will continue until full payment is made for all outstanding invoices 
including interest.  The ENGINEER accepts no liability for damages or 
delays that result from its suspension of work.  The OWNER may not use 
information or work product provided by the ENGINEER until full 
payment is made including applicable interest. 

 
4. INSURANCE 
 

A. The ENGINEER will maintain insurance coverage throughout the term of 
the AGREEMENT.  Insurance coverage will include: 

 
1) Worker’s Compensation 

State       Statutory 
Employer’s Liability     $100,000 

 
2) Comprehensive General Liability 
  Bodily Injury and Property Damage   $1,000,000 
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  Combined Single Limit    $1,000,000 
 
3) Automobile Liability 

   Combined Single Limit    $1,000,000 
 
 4) Professional Liability     $1,000,000. 
 
5. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY 
 

A. The ENGINEER shall not be liable for damages or delays resulting from 
actions or inaction of a third party that is not under the direct control of the 
ENGINEER, such as government agencies that have review and permit 
authority.   

 
B. The OWNER shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the ENGINEER, 

its subcontractors, agents and employees for all liability, other than that 
caused by the negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the ENGINEER. 

 
C. The OWNER shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the ENGINEER, 

its subcontractors, agents and employees for all liability resulting from 
construction of the PROJECT, if the ENGINEER is not retained to 
perform construction phase services on the PROJECT. 

 
D. To the fullest extent permitted by law, and not withstanding any other 

provision of this AGREEMENT, the total liability, in the aggregate, of the 
ENGINEER and the ENGINEER’s officers, directors, partners, employees 
and subconsultants, and any of them, to OWNER, for any and all claims, 
losses, costs, or damages, including attorneys’ fees and costs and expert-
witness fees and costs of any nature whatsoever or claims expenses 
resulting from or in any way related to a Specific Project or Task Order, or 
this AGREEMENT, from any cause or causes shall not exceed the total 
compensation received by the ENGINEER under this AGREEMENT, or 
the total amount of $1,000,000, whichever is greater.  It is intended that 
this limitation apply to any and all liability or cause of action however 
alleged or arising, unless otherwise prohibited by law. 

 
E. The ENGINEER is not responsible for delays or damages caused by acts 

of God such as floods or earthquakes, or other circumstances beyond 
control of ENGINEER. 

 
F. The ENGINEER, its subcontractors, agents and employees shall not be 

liable for consequential damages or indirect liability from a third party.  
The OWNER will defend, indemnify and hold harmless the ENGINEER, 
its subcontractors and agents from such an occurrence. 
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6. TERMINATION 
 

A. This AGREEMENT may be terminated by either party in the event that 
the other party has not performed any material covenant or has otherwise 
breached any material term of this AGREEMENT (i) upon receipt of 
written notice thereof if the nonperformance or breach is incapable of 
cure, or (ii) upon the expiration of ten (10) calendar days (or such 
additional cure period as the non-defaulting party may authorize) after 
receipt of written notice thereof if the nonperformance or breach is 
capable of cure and has not been cured. 

 
B. Upon termination, ENGINEER is entitled to full compensation as 

computed under this AGREEMENT for the work completed 
 
C. Either party may terminate this AGREEMENT without cause at any time 

upon thirty (30) days prior written notice to the other party. 
 
7. ASSIGNMENT 
 

This AGREEMENT shall be binding on the heirs, successors and assignees of the 
parties.  This AGREEMENT may not be assigned, transferred, conveyed, or 
encumbered, whether voluntarily or by operation of law, by either party without 
the prior written consent of the other party.  Unauthorized assignment is void and 
nonbinding. 

 
8. OPINION OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COST 

 
Opinions of probable construction cost prepared by the ENGINEER are based on 
its experience with past projects of similar construction.  It is understood that the 
ENGINEER has no control over economical factors or unknown conditions that 
may have a significant impact on actual PROJECT cost.  The ENGINEER does 
not guarantee its cost estimates and accepts no liability for problems created by 
the difference in actual costs and opinions of probable construction cost. 

 
9. DOCUMENTS 
 

Contract documents, calculations, electronic information and survey information 
created by the ENGINEER as “instruments of service” are the property of the 
ENGINEER.  OWNER’s use of the documents and other “instruments of service” 
on any other project is prohibited and the ENGINEER accepts no liability for 
such action.  
 

10. CONSTRUCTION PHASE SERVICES 
 

A. The ENGINEER has based its cost to provide construction phase services, 
on the ENGINEER, its employees, subcontractors and agents being named 
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as additional insured under any construction contractor(s) (herein 
CONTRACTOR) General Liability and Builder’s All Risk Insurance.   
The OWNER shall include in any contract with the CONTRACTOR a 
statement to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the ENGINEER; its 
employees, subcontractors and agents for any and all action resulting from 
construction activity. 

 
B. Observations performed by the ENGINEER or its agents are intended to 

assist the OWNER to obtain the best project possible and not to assume 
the CONTRACTOR’s responsibility to comply with the requirements of 
any contract documents.  The parties to this AGREEMENT recognize that 
the CONTRACTOR has sole responsibility to ensure that any contract 
requirements are met.  The CONTRACTOR is responsible for all methods 
used to complete the PROJECT and is responsible to follow all applicable 
safety procedures. 

 
C. “Record” documents prepared by the ENGINEER are based on 

information supplied by the CONTRACTOR and its agents and are only 
as accurate as the information provided by the CONTRACTOR.   
The ENGINEER does not assume responsibility for the accuracy of the 
“record” documents. 

 
11. ADHERENCE TO APPLICABLE LAWS 
 

A. The laws of the State of Utah shall govern all aspects of this 
AGREEMENT. 

 
B. The ENGINEER shall comply with the applicable requirements of the 

Equal Employment Opportunity Laws, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964, as amended, and with the provisions contained in 49 CFR 21 
through Appendix C and 23 CFR 710.450(b), and the Fair Labor 
Standards Act.  

 
12. HAZARDOUS WASTE 
 

OWNER will indemnify ENGINEER from all claims, damages, losses, and costs, 
including attorney's fees, arising out of or relating to the presence, discharge, 
release, or escape of hazardous substances or contaminants from the PROJECT. 
OWNER recognizes that ENGINEER assumes no risk and/or liability for waste or 
the waste site. 

 
13. ATTORNEY’S FEES 
 

In the event any action or proceeding is brought by any party against any other 
party under this AGREEMENT, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover 
attorney’s fees and costs in such amount as the court may adjudge reasonable. 
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14. SEVERABILITY 
 

The provisions of this AGREEMENT are severable, and should any provision 
hereof be void, overly broad or unenforceable, such void, overly broad or 
unenforceable provision shall not affect any other portion or provision of this 
AGREEMENT. 

 
15. WAIVER 
 

Any waiver by any party hereto of any breach of any kind or character whatsoever 
by any other party, whether such waiver be direct or implied, shall not be 
construed as a continuing waiver of or consent to any subsequent breach of this 
AGREEMENT on the part of the other party. 

 
16. NOTICES 
 

All notices, demands, and requests required or permitted to be given hereunder 
shall be in writing and shall be deemed duly given if delivered or if mailed by 
registered or certified mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the following: 
 

ENGINEER: Joe Santos, P.E. 
 Epic Engineering 
 50 East 100 South 
 Heber, Utah 84032 
 
OWNER:  Chris Thompson, P.E. 
   Public Works Director/City Engineer 
   Spanish Fork City 

40 South Main Street 
Spanish Fork, Utah 84660 

 
   Either party shall have the right to specify in writing another address to 

which subsequent notices to such party shall be given.  Any notice given 
hereunder shall be deemed to have been given as of the date delivered or 
mailed to the other party.  
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17. ATTACHMENTS 
 

 The following attachments are included as part of the AGREEMENT: 
 
 Attachment A – Standard Task Order Form 
 Task Orders, as awarded. 
 

This AGREEMENT constitutes the entire understanding and AGREEMENT between the parties 
and supersedes all prior AGREEMENTS and understandings, whether written or oral, and may 
only be changed by written amendment executed by both parties. 

Approved for OWNER  Accepted for EPIC ENGINEERING 

By   By  

Title   Title  

Date   Date  
 



 
TASK ORDER NO. 1 

TO 
ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT 

 
OWNER: SpanishForkCity 
Effective Date of Master Agreement for Professional Services: _________________  
 

THIS TASK ORDER NO. 1 TO ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT (this “TASK ORDER”) is 
made and entered into as of the ____ day of ______________, 20___, by and between OWNER and EPIC 
ENGINEERING, a Utah Corporation (herein called ENGINEER) who agree as follows: 
 
1. PROJECT. The PROJECT associated with this TASK ORDER is described as follows: Material Testing 

and Inspection Services.  The PROJECT SITE is located within Spanish Fork City. 
2. SCOPE OF SERVICES. The SCOPE OF SERVICES associated with this TASK ORDER is attached 

hereto as Exhibit A. 
3. FEES.  OWNER shall reimburse for services provided under this AGREEMENT on a time and expense 

basis not to exceed amount in accordance with the Standard Fee Schedule (“FEE SCHEDULE”) attached 
hereto as Exhibit B.  OWNER hereby agrees that all fees and charges set forth in the FEE SCHEDULE are 
acceptable to OWNER, and OWNER further agrees to pay all fees and charges to ENGINEER in 
accordance with the ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT and FEE SCHEDULE. 

4. ATTACHMENTS AND EXHIBITS.  All attachments and exhibits referenced in or attached to this TASK 
ORDER are incorporated herein and are made a part of the ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT. 

5. OWNER has read and understood all ATTACHMENTS and EXHIBITS and agrees that such items are 
hereby incorporated into and made a part of the ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, OWNER and ENGINEER have executed this TASK ORDER as of the date first above 
written. 
 
 
Dated this                day of                                                            , 2013 

 
OWNER:      ENGINEER: 
 
 
       By:       
CITY ENGINEER 
 
 
 
       Its:  __________     
ENGINEERING DIVISION MANAGER 
 
 
 
       Attest:       
FINANCE DIRECTOR 
 
 
       Its:       



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

40 South Main • Spanish fork, Utah 84660 • (801) 804-4500 • Fax (801) 804-4510 •www.spanshfork.org 

Spanish Fork City 
 
Request for Proposals: Inspection and Testing Services 
 
Date:    January 22, 2013 
 
Reply to:   Jered Johnson 

Engineering Division Manager 
40 South Main Street 
Spanish Fork, UT  84660 

 
Pre-RFP Meeting:  Thursday, January 31, 2013 at 2:00 PM, MST 
    City Office, 40 South Main Street, Spanish Fork 
 
Proposal Deadline:  Thursday, February 14, 2013 at 2:00 PM, MST 
 
Duration of Contract: Maximum of 3 Years, This contract shall be continuously 

renewed automatically annually for a period of one year, unless 
one month written notice is given by either party to the other. 

 
 
Spanish Fork City is accepting proposals from engineering firms and certified labs 
interested in submitting qualifications and proposals for inspection and testing for 
developments and construction within Spanish Fork City.  Only professional civil 
engineering firms or certified labs may submit proposals for one or both schedules.  It is 
Mandatory that all interested parties attend the Pre-RFP Meeting described above.  Please 
submit questions for discussion at the Pre-RFP Meeting to Jered Johnson at 
jjohnson@spanishfork.org  by Wednesday, January 23rd.   All other questions after the Pre-
RFP Meeting shall be submitted through BidSync. 
 
The City of Spanish Fork will make the Request for Proposals (RFP) available to any 
interested parties from BidSync: 
 
www.bidsync.com 
 
Interested parties are responsible for monitoring the website for information concerning 
the RFP and any addendum issued. 
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A copy of the RFP is also available to any interested parties from the City Engineering 
Office: 
 
40 South Main Street 
Spanish Fork, UT 84660 
Office 210 
 
Spanish Fork City will not accept any proposal submitted by facsimile, electronic 
transmission or any method other than that stated in the RFP. 
 
Spanish Fork City reserves the right to cancel or modify this solicitation at any time it 
deems necessary, in its sole discretion that such measures are in the City’s best interest. 
 
A few proposals will be selected based on cost, quality and experience.  Those who have 
submitted these proposals may be interviewed for final selection.  The engineering firm(s) 
or lab selected will be expected to begin work by April 1, 2013. 
 
All questions concerning this RFP shall be asked on bidsync.com.  Under no circumstance 
shall the engineering firms or the certified labs contact the City. 
 
 
SCHEDULE 1, INSPECTION 
 

1.01 General.  Spanish Fork City will contract with a professional engineering firm to 
provide inspection and quality assurance services.  Generally work will be related to 
subdivision construction and will occur during the construction season.  Typically 2 to 8 
developments will be assigned to the firm depending on the work load of the city.  
Inspectors will be required to enforce the current City Standards.  The work shall be 
coordinated in a weekly progress meeting with the developer, contractor, engineering firm 
and the city.  Detailed daily reports shall be kept for quality assurance for time billed for 
each development.  Reports shall include dates, details, and pictures of developments and 
construction.  These reports shall be submitted at the weekly progress meeting for review. 
 
Please provide 5 written proposals for Schedule 1 of not more than 10 pages in length 
(excluding covers, introductory letters, and resumes in an attached appendix) on 8-1/2 x 11 
sheets with text no smaller than 10 pt. font.  Proposals should outline the proposed project 
team, management structure, equipment to be applied to the project, and the management 
philosophy for subdivision construction. 
 
1.02 Compensation.  Payments for inspection work will be made monthly on the 10th of 
each month.  Payments will be for all approved invoices submitted by the 25th of the 
previous month.  It is MANDATORY that all invoices be submitted within 31 days of the 
date of service.   
 
 
 



 

The following is a history of city expenditures for testing work by year: 
 

HISTORY OF CITY EXPENDITURES FOR INSPECTION AND TESTING WORK 
 

Calendar Year Total Expenditure 
2012 $108,000 
2011 $64,000 
2010 $50,000 
2009 $124,000 
2008 $336,000 
2007 $267,000 
2006 $371,000 
2005 $251,000 
2004 $93,000 
2003 $71,000 
2002 $207,000 
2001 $94,000 
2000 $50,000 

 
It is anticipated that about 20% of expenditures will be for project engineering and 80% for 
inspections.  Spanish Fork City is expecting a lot of subdivision work in 2013 as several 
subdivisions have completed the review process in 2012. It should also be noted that one of 
the city inspectors has been called to active duty from March 2013 to March 2014. 
 
1.03 Conflict of Interest.  Professional engineering services and inspections may not be 
performed for the city when there is a conflict of interest.  Conflicts of interest include but 
are not limited to: 
  

1.  Inspecting work performed by a contractor or developer which is currently 
employing the inspection company. 

 
2.  Inspecting work performed for a contractor or developer directly related to the 
inspector or one who supervises the inspector. 
 
3.  Any situation that does not comply with the state’s Anti-Nepotism Clause as 
stated in Utah Code §52-3-1, as amended. 
 

Proposals should include a list of contractors and developers currently employing your firm 
that are known to be involved in subdivision work in Spanish Fork City.  Include contractors 
and developers that are employing your firm for projects outside Spanish Fork City.   
 
Once an engineering firm is selected, that firm shall report any future conflicts of interest it 
finds to exist or expects will exist.  These reports shall be made in writing within 5 business 
days of their discoveries. 
 



 

1.04 Inspector Training.  Inspectors must have experience and training related to the 
APWA Utah Chapter’s Manual of Standard Specifications, 2012 Edition.  Inspectors must 
also have experience and training in Trimble Survey Grade GPS equipment compatible with 
City GPS Base Station and surveying process.  The selected firm must provide GPS 
equipment necessary to survey as-builts compatible with the City’s mapping system.  
Contact Chad Hill PLS at chill@spanishfork.org (801) 804-4557 to verify compatibility of 
survey equipment.  All survey data required to be survey grade accuracy, Utah State Plane 
Coordinate System Central Zone NAD83/NAVD88/Geoid03. 
 
Proposals shall include a resume of each inspector or engineer that will or may be assigned 
to work in the city.  Include the following information in each resume: 

 
1.  Training 
2.  Education 
3.  Equivalent Experience (See Section 1.05) 
4.  Previous Employers 
5.  Certifications and Licenses 
6.  Specific Experience with GPS 
7.  Specific Experience with APWA Specifications 

 
Indicate in proposal which inspector and project engineer will primarily be assigned to the 
City. 
 
1.05 Billing Rate Schedule.  The RFP shall include the following: 
 

BILLING RATE SCHEDULE 
 

Employee Trip Charge Hourly Billing Rate 
Inspector:  2 to 4 years experience $28 / $14  
Inspector:  4 to 6 years experience $30 / $15  
Inspector:  6 to 8 years experience $32 / $16  
Inspector:  10 to 15 years experience $34 / $17  
Inspector:  15 to 20 years experience $36 / $18  
Inspector:  20 + years experience $38 / $19  
Project Engineer $40 / $20  

 
Inspectors may apply half of any construction experience provided construction work 
includes a wide variety of mainline work on sewer, water and storm drain systems, 
concrete work and road construction.  At least one year of experience must be as a public 
works inspector working under the direction of a professional engineer.  Only professional 
engineers licensed in the state of Utah may be project engineers assigned to a project in 
the city.  Supportive engineering or drafting will be provided by the city. 
 
 
 



 

All travel time, secretarial, administrative, vehicle, equipment and GPS/ survey equipment 
or any other overhead costs shall be included in the hourly billing rate of the inspectors or 
engineers.  For work that requires travel to the city, the engineering firm may only bill for 
actual time spent in the city limits, although trip charges may apply. 
 
Trip charges shall be billed on 2 tier levels at the predetermined rates listed in the above 
table.  When a trip involves only one development, the higher tier trip charge shall be 
applied.  For trips that involve more than one development, the lower tier trip charge shall 
be charged to each development.  A development may not be billed for more than one trip 
charge per day.  All morning inspections shall be included in a single trip.  All afternoon 
inspections shall be included in a single trip. 
 
All inspections shall be scheduled one business day in advance.  Cancellations shall be 
allowed up to 2 hours before the scheduled inspection.  If a scheduled inspection is not 
cancelled and the contractor is not ready for the inspection then an additional trip charge 
may be applied. 
 
SCHEDULE 2, TESTING 
 

2.01 General.  Spanish Fork City will contract with an ASTM certified testing lab to 
perform testing and quality assurance services.  Services will be required for construction 
work related to development and city projects.  Testing will primarily be needed during the 
construction season.   Lab will be required to enforce the current city standards.   
 
Development work shall be coordinated in a weekly meeting with the developer, contractor, 
field technician supervisor and the City.  The project engineer, whether it be the City or a 
private engineering firm shall be responsible for the overall quality assurance.  Any 
indications that work is not being constructed to City Standards shall be made known to 
the project engineer immediately. 
 
Please provide 5 written proposals for Schedule 2 of not more than 10 pages in length 
(excluding covers, introductory letters, and resumes in an attached appendix) on 8-1/2 x 11 
sheets with text no smaller than 10 pt. font.  Proposals should outline the proposed project 
team, management structure, equipment to be applied to the project, and the management 
philosophy for subdivision construction. 
 
2.02 Compensation.  Payments for testing work will be made monthly on the 10th of each 
month.  Payment will be made for all inspection invoices submitted by the 25th of the 
previous month.  It is MANDATORY that all invoices be submitted within 31 days of the 
date of service. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

The following is a history of city expenditures for testing work by year: 
 
 

HISTORY OF CITY EXPENDITURES FOR INSPECTING AND TESTING WORK 
 

Calendar Year Total Expenditure 
2012 $108,000 
2011 $64,000 
2010 $50,000 
2009 $124,000 
2008 $336,000 
2007 $267,000 
2006 $371,000 
2005 $251,000 
2004 $93,000 
2003 $71,000 
2002 $207,000 
2001 $94,000 
2000 $50,000 

 
It is anticipated that about 10% of expenditures will be for geotechnical engineering, 15% 
for tests and 75% for technician work.  Spanish Fork City is expecting a lot of 
developments in 2013 as several subdivisions have completed the review process in 2012.  
It should also be noted that one of the city inspectors has been called to active duty from 
March 2013 to March 2014. 
 
2.03 Conflict of Interest.  Testing may not be performed when there is a conflict of interest.  
Conflicts of interest include but are not limited to: 
 

1.  Testing work performed by a contractor or developer which is currently 
employing the testing company. 

 
2.  Testing work performed by a person directly related to the field technician.  
 
3.  Any situation that does not comply with the states Anti-Nepotism Clause as 
stated in Utah Code §52-3-1, as amended. 
 

Proposals should include a list of contractors and developers currently employing your firm 
that are known to be involved in subdivision work in Spanish Fork City.  Include contractors 
and developers that are employing your firm for projects outside Spanish Fork City.  Once 
an engineering firm is selected that firm shall report any future conflicts of interest it finds 
to exist or expects will exist.  These reports shall be made in writing within 5 business days 
of the discovery of any conflict of interest. 
 
 



 

 
2.04 Billing Rate Schedule.  Requests for proposals shall include the following items: 
 

BILLING RATE SCHEDULE 
 

Test Unit Billing Rate 
Proctor Tests (AASHTO T-180) EACH  
Nuclear Density Tests N/A N/A * 
Set of Concrete Cylinder Tests (3 Cylinders / 
Set) also includes Slump & Air Entrainment 
Tests 

EACH  

Sieve Analysis EACH  
California Bearing Analysis (CBR) EACH  
Concrete Core and Compressive Strength 
Tests 

EACH  

Asphalt Core and Density Tests EACH  
Field Marshall Tests EACH  

 
Employee Trip Charge Hourly Billing Rate 

Geotechnical Engineer $50 / $25  
Lab Technician N/A  
Field Technician Supervisor $34 / $17  
Field Technician $24 / $12  

 
*Nuclear Density Tests will be billed as part of the field technician time. 

 
 
Only professional engineers licensed in the state of Utah may be geotechnical engineers 
assigned to City work.  Any other supportive engineering or drafting will be provided by the 
city. 
 
All travel time, secretarial, administrative, vehicle, equipment or any other overhead costs 
shall be included in the hourly billing rate of the technicians or engineers.  For work that 
requires travel to the City, the lab may only bill for actual time spent within the City limits 
although trip charges may apply. 
 
Trip charges shall be billed on 2 tier levels at the predetermined rates listed in the above 
table.  When a trip involves only one development, the higher tier trip charge shall be 
applied.  For trips that involve more than one development, the lower tier trip charge shall 
be charged to each development.  A development may not be billed for more than one trip 
charge in a given day.  All morning testing shall be included in a single trip.  All afternoon 
inspections shall be included in a single trip.  
 
 
 



 

All inspections shall be scheduled one business day in advance.  Cancellations shall be 
allowed up to 2 hours before the scheduled inspection.  If a scheduled inspection is not 
cancelled and the contractor is not ready for the inspection then an additional trip charge 
may be applied. 
 
The City of Spanish Fork looks forward to reviewing your proposal and to working with the 
selected team in a successful development of projects. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Jered Johnson 
Engineering Division Manager 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

EPIC ENGINEERING BILLING RATE SCHEDULE 2013 
 

Employee Trip Charge Hourly Billing Rate 
Inspector:  2 to 4 years experience $28 / $14 $48 
Inspector:  4 to 6 years experience $30 / $15 $53 
Inspector:  6 to 8 years experience $32 / $16 $58 
Inspector:  10 to 15 years experience $34 / $17 $63 
Inspector:  15 to 20 years experience $36 / $18 $72 
Inspector:  20 + years experience $38 / $19 $77 
Project Engineer $40 / $20 $92 

 
 
 
 

EPIC ENGINEERING BILLING RATE SCHEDULE 2013 
 

Test Unit Billing Rate 
Proctor Tests (AASHTO T-180) EACH $110 
Nuclear Density Tests N/A N/A * 
Set of Concrete Cylinder Tests (3 Cylinders / 
Set) also includes Slump & Air Entrainment 
Tests 

EACH $35 

Sieve Analysis EACH $50 
California Bearing Analysis (CBR) EACH $150 
Concrete Core and Compressive Strength 
Tests 

EACH $13 

Asphalt Core and Density Tests EACH $57 
Field Marshall Tests EACH $90 

 
Employee Trip Charge Hourly Billing Rate 

Geotechnical Engineer $50 / $25 $96 
Lab Technician N/A  

*$50 
Field Technician Supervisor $34 / $17 $63 
Field Technician $24 / $12 $48 

 
*Nuclear Density Tests will be billed as part of the field technician time. 

 



       
       

 
 

 
Staff Report to City Council 
 
Agenda Date: March 5, 2013  
 
Staff Contacts:  Dale Robinson, Ryan Rhees 
 
Reviewed By: Kent Clark, Junior Baker 
 
Subject:  Golf Cart Lease   
   
 
 
Background Discussion:  
The Intermountain Golf Cars representative came and offered to renew our contract a 
year prior to the expiration date and take all existing carts back in their current condition 
without penalty (which can cost up to $5,000).  We negotiated a new lease agreement 
which will save the city $5,370.00 per year and also include the following additional 
benefits; a single point watering system (valued at $10,000) which will reduce 
maintenance costs and improve battery life, a $2,000 parts credit, new chargers, new 
beige cars equipped with all the options we have had plus information holders and sand 
& seed bottles.  With new cars we will also eliminate any costs associated with 
maintaining an aging fleet for the final year of our existing lease.  We have done our due 
diligence and researched the market to make sure that this offer is competitive.         
 
Budgetary Impact:  
Current lease is $59,953.00 annually.  The new lease will cost $54,583.00 per year which 
will save the city $21,480.00 over the term of the lease. 
 
Recommendation:  
Staff recommends that the council accept the terms of the offer and authorizes the Mayor 
to sign a new lease agreement with Intermountain Golf Cars.  
 
Attachments: None  
There were some corrections being made to the actual agreement at the time this staff 
report had to be submitted.  It will be available in time for council meeting and reviewed 
by Junior and Kent prior to the Mayor signing. The language is identical to the last 
agreement with the exception of the new terms and conditions stated in this report. 
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        MAP AMENDMENT 
  REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 
  GARY CARTER ZONING MAP AMENDMENT APPROVAL REQUEST 

 
 
Agenda Date: March 5, 2013. 
 
Staff Contacts: Dave Anderson, Community 
Development Director. 
 
Reviewed By: Development Review 
Committee. 
 
Request:   To change the zoning 
designation from R-1-8 to R-3 for a 2-acre parcel 
located at 475 West 100 South. 
 
Zoning: R-1-8 existing, R-3 proposed. 
 
General Plan: Mixed Use. 
 
Location: 475 West 100 South.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
Background Discussion 
 
The applicant has proposed to change the zoning 
for a 2-acre parcel located at 475 West 100 South 
from R-1-8 to R-3.  The applicant’s ultimate goal is 
to develop duplexes on the subject property.  One 
depiction of how the property would perhaps be 
developed is represented on the attached concept 
plan. 
 
The General Plan identifies the subject property as 
Mixed Use.  The following is an excerpt from the 
General Plan about the Mixed Use designation: 
 

Mixed Use:  These areas provide for a mix of 
limited residential, retail, personal services, 
business services and office uses.  Residential 
uses may be permitted when integrated into 
developments that also contain non-residential 
uses or at locations where the City has 
determined it is unfeasible to operate non-
residential uses.  Mixed Use developments 
typically serve as a transition between more 
intense commercial areas and residential land 
uses.  They can also be used in certain areas to 
allow residential conversions to office use, 
subject to site and architectural review criteria.  
Parts are intended to promote and maintain the 
character of a pedestrian-oriented retail 
district.  Building orientation should strongly 
encourage pedestrian use by having buildings 
close to the street.  The architectural style of 
new or remodeled buildings shall be consistent 
with the area. 

 
Staff does not believe the subject property is 
situated such that it might ever support 
nonresidential uses, whether those uses are mixed 
with residential uses or not.  As such, staff believes 
a proposal that would accommodate the 
development of the property residentially is 
appropriate to approve. 
 
Should this request be granted, the applicant would 
then apply to have a Preliminary Plat approved as 
an Infill Overlay project.  Both the Planning 
Commission and City Council would then have an 
opportunity to review that Preliminary Plat. 
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Development Review Committee 
 
The Development Review Committee reviewed this 
proposal in their January 23, 2013 meeting and 
recommended that it be approved.  Draft minutes 
from that meeting read as follows: 
 
Gary Carter 
Applicant:  Gary Carter  
General Plan:  Medium Density Residential 
Zoning:  R-3 proposed, R-1-8 existing 
Location:  approximately 475 West 100 South 
 
Mr. Anderson explained that the current zone on 
the property was R-1-8.  He indicated an R-1-6 
zoning designation on the agenda but that he felt 
the best zoning designation for the property would 
be R-3 because the applicant would like to build a 
total of either 10 or 12 units on the property.   
 
Mr. Baker asked if the R-3 Zone met the City’s 
General Plan.  Mr. Anderson said that it did. 
 
Mr. Anderson explained to the applicant, Gary 
Carter, that his next step would be to apply for a 
Preliminary Plat in conjunction with an In-Fill 
overlay zone. 
 
Mr. Oyler moved to recommend that the Planning 
Commission approve the R-3 zone.  Mr. Anderson 
seconded and the motion passed all in favor. 
 
Mr. Thompson explained that there were some 
connector’s agreements in place for storm drain 
pipe.  He told the applicant to talk to Marlo Smith. 
 
 
Planning Commission 
 
The Planning Commission reviewed this request in 
their February 6, 2013 meeting and recommended 
that it be approved. 
 
Gary Carter 
Applicant:  Gary Carter  
General Plan:  Medium Density Residential 
Zoning:  R-1-6 proposed, R-1-8 existing 
Location:  approximately 475 West 100 South 
 
Mr. Anderson explained that the applicant was 
proposing to change the zone in order to construct 
duplexes.  The General Plan for the property is 
Mixed Use.  The mixed use designation gives the 
City a lot of latitude for the way that properties are 
put to use.  City staff believes building duplexes is 
appropriate for this area.  The City only has one 

zone that permits duplexes which is the R-3 zone 
with an In-Fill Overlay approval.  The In-Fill Overlay 
Zone is a tool that the City has for design criteria 
and site specific mitigation.   
 
Chairman Gonzales asked why the applicant 
requested R-1-6 if they needed R-3 zoning.  Mr. 
Anderson explained that he had given the applicant 
some wrong information relative to zoning and that 
for what the applicant wanted to do he would need 
R-3. 
 
Commissioner Heap asked if 475 West had been 
fully dedicated to the City.  Mr. Johnson said it had 
not. 
 
Discussion was held regarding the zoning on 
adjacent properties and the structures on them. 
 
Chairman Gonzales opened for public comment. 
 
Janae Wilson 
Ms. Wilson explained that there were 10 homes 
along 475 West and that they are all over 2,500 
square feet.  Behind the homes is senior housing.  
She expressed concern about feeling sandwiched 
between senior housing and the transient nature of 
duplexes.  Will they be for sale or for rent?   
 
Mr. Wilson expressed that he would want single-
family homes. 
 
Gary Carter 
Mr. Carter explained that he did plan on putting in a 
senior development.  The square footage would be 
1500-1600 square feet on one level and that it 
would be a quality development. 
 
Chairman Gonzales asked if the duplexes would be 
for rent or purchase. 
 
Mr. Carter said that they would be for sale to 
seniors. 
 
Justin Milstead 
Mr. Milstead expressed concerned with whether or 
not there would be an HOA.  Mr. Carter said that 
there would be. 
 
Frank Kanig 
Mr. Kanig said that he had relatives in the senior 
project and that it is very nice.  He feels the senior 
development is not a transient development. 
 
Discussion was held regarding single-family 
dwellings instead of multi-family. 
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Commissioner Sorenson expressed that he felt that 
it was tough to find the balance for the City and the 
rights of the property owner. 
 
Mr. Kanig explained where he lived and that it used 
to be a farm and that he would love for it to still be 
a farm but that people have to change plans as 
time goes along. 
 
Mr. Anderson said that the applicant would be 
willing to take a few weeks to explore some other 
options. 
 
Chairman Gonzales moved to table the proposal in 
order for the applicant to explore some other 
options.  The motion died for lack of a second.   
 
Mr. Carter explained that he felt that he was 
blessing the surrounding properties with the type of 
development he was proposing.  He said that he 
understood what could be built on the property (but 
would probably not be feasible) and expressed how 
he thought it would affect the neighborhood.  He 
expressed that this plan would still be to build 
single level, rambler, quality, stucco homes for 
seniors.  
 
Discussion was held regarding what the neighbors 
would prefer to see built and what was allowed in 
the R-3 zone. 
  
Commissioner Swenson moved to approve the 
Gary Carter Zone Change.  Commissioner Gull 
seconded and the motion passed by a roll call vote.  
Chairman Gonzales voted nay. 
 
Mr. Anderson explained the process once a Zone 
Change is approved. 
 
Commissioner Fallon suggested that the two twin 
homes on the East end face 475 West.  
 
Mr. Carter explained that it might only be feasible 
to construct four homes and that with duplexes 
there could be more families. 
 
 
Budgetary Impact  
 
Staff does not anticipate any significant budgetary 
impact with either approving or not approving the 
proposed amendment. 
 
 
Recommendation 
 

Staff recommends that the proposed Zone Change 
be approved. 
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Memo 
To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Cris Child, Airport Manager 

Date: February 28, 2013 

Re: Adding Woodhouse Field to the Name of the Airport 

Staff Report 
 

RECOMMENDED MOTION 

Approval 

BACKGROUND 

In addition to the formal Airport name, many airports have an informal name. For Example, San Diego 
International Airport is called Lindbergh Field in honor of Charles Lindbergh’s aviation achievements. In 
honor of the Aviation Legacy at the Spanish Fork/Springville Airport of Ralph Woodhouse and his Sons, 
it is being proposed that the informal name of “Woodhouse Field” be added to the name of the Spanish 
Fork/Springville Airport. 

DISCUSSION 

The Airport Board has unanimously approved the recommendation of this modification to the City 
Councils. The informal name is mostly used by Pilots over the radio when approaching or in the traffic 
pattern and the Formal Name of Spanish Fork/Springville Airport will still be the primary identifier of 
the Airport on FAA Charts and in Airport Facility Directories. 

ALTERNATIVES 

Approve or Deny the modification. 

FISCAL IMPACT 

This change will not incur any additional expense at the Airport. FAA Charts and Directories are 
updated on a regular basis and once the change is made the modification would be made to future 
Charts and Directories when published. 

 

 

40 South Main • Spanish fork, Utah 84660 • (801) 804-4500 • Fax (801) 804-4510 •www.spanishfork.org 
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