
 
 
 

AMENDED CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the City Council of Spanish Fork, Utah, will hold a work session 
at 5:15 p.m., preceding its 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 May 6, 2014. 
 
5:15pm WORK SESSION: 

1. Historic Preservation – Dave Anderson 
 
6:00pm AGENDA ITEMS: 

1. CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE, OPENING CEREMONY, RECOGNITIONS: 
a. Motivational/Inspirational Message 
b. Pledge, led by invitation 
c. Miss Pleasant Grove – Strawberry Days 
d. Miss Spanish Fork Royalty 
e. Fiesta Days Rodeo Royalty 
 

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: Library Summer Reading Program – Pam Jackson   

 
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 – April 15, 2014 
b. * Malcomb Springs Diversion 2014 Change Order 1 
c. * Airport Hangar Lease Amendment 

 
6. PUBLIC HEARING: 

a. * Ordinance #06-14 Vacating a Portion of Cal Pac Avenue 
b. * Proposed General Plan and Zoning Map Amendments for properties found in the vicinity of 

2550 East Canyon Road intersection.  The proposed General Plan Amendment would change 
Low and Medium Density Residential designations to Mixed Use and High Density 
Residential.  The proposed Zone Change would change the zoning from R-1-6 to R-3. 

 
7. NEW BUSINESS: 

a. * Recommended Changes to the Personnel Policy Manual 
b. * Ordinance #07-14 Amending the Parking Requirements on Main Street 
c. * Ordinance #08-14 Amending Business License Revocations 
d. * Resolution #14-07 Approving an Interlocal Agreement with other Government 

Entities in Utah County Creating a Municipal Ethics Commission, and Authorizing the 
Mayor to Execute the Agreement 

* 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 804-4531. 

http://www.spanishfork.org/
http://www.spanishfork.org/


e. * Resolution #14-08 Approving an Interlocal Agreement with other Government 
Entities in Utah County Concerning Utah Lake, Its Uses and Preservation, and 
Authorizing the Mayor to Execute the Agreement 

f. * Proposed Preliminary Plat for the Ridge, a 166-unit Master Planned Development to 
be located at approximately 2700 East Canyon Road. 

g. FY 2015 Tentative City Budget 
 

8. *ADJOURN TO REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY: 
 

9. CLOSED SESSION: 
a. Legal Issues 
 The Spanish Fork City Council may temporarily recess the regular meeting and convene in a closed 
session to discuss pending or reasonably imminent litigation, and the purchase, exchange, or lease of real 
property, as provided by Utah Code Annotated §52-4-205 

 
ADJOURN: 
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5:15pm WORK SESSION: 5 
Elected Officials Present: Mayor Steve Leifson, Councilmembers Rod Dart, Richard Davis, 6 
Brandon Gordon, Mike Mendenhall. Absent: Councilmember Keir Scoubes. 7 
 8 
Staff Present: David Oyler, City Manager; Junior Baker, City Attorney; Seth Perrins, Assistant 9 
City Manager; Dave Anderson; Community Development Director; Chris Thompson, Public 10 
Works Director; Dale Robinson, Parks & Recreation Director; Kent Clark City Recorder/Finance 11 
Director; Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder.  12 
 13 
Citizens Present: None. 14 
 15 
Discussion took place regarding the items listed below, no formal actions are taken in a work 16 
session meeting. 17 

1. Ethics Commission – Junior Baker 18 
Mr. Baker said he will present an interlocal agreement and an ordinance on this item at the next 19 

meeting. 20 
   21 

2. Community Planning Assistance Teams (CPAT) Program – Dave Anderson 22 
 23 
6:00pm CITY COUNCIL MEETING: 24 
Elected Officials Present: Mayor Steve Leifson, Councilmembers Rod Dart, Keir A. Scoubes, 25 
Richard Davis, Brandon Gordon, Mike Mendenhall. 26 
 27 
Staff Present: David Oyler, City Manager; Junior Baker, City Attorney; Seth Perrins, Assistant 28 
City Manager; Dave Anderson; Community Development Director; Chris Thompson, Public 29 
Works Director; Dale Robinson, Parks & Recreation Director; Kent Clark City Recorder/Finance 30 
Director; Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder, John Bowcut, IS Director, Bill Bushman, Buildings & 31 
Grounds Maintenance Supervisor.  32 
 33 
Citizens Present: Jamis Gardner, Jay & Sharla Thomas, Ben Knopp, Leni Bott, Judd Carter, 34 
Chris Salisbury, Roger Knell, Milan Malkovich, Mark Greenwood.  35 
 36 
CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE, OPENING CEREMONY, RECOGNITION: 37 
Mayor Leifson called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 38 
 39 
Motivation/Inspirational Message given by Jamis Gardner. 40 
Benjamin Knopp led in the pledge of allegiance. 41 
 42 
PUBLIC COMMENTS: 43 
None. 44 
 45 
COUNCIL COMMENTS: 46 
Councilman Mendenhall invited Cary Hanks Director of the Spanish Fork Salem Chamber of 47 
Commerce to announce some events coming up.   48 
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 49 
Cary Hanks said they received a visit today from the Bridges Program where they donated prizes 50 
that they purchased for the Easter Egg Hunt.  Ms. Hanks reminded the public that the Easter Egg 51 
Hunt will be held this Saturday April 19th at 9:00am at the Sports Complex.  52 
 53 
Councilman Scoubes said the City Council attended the great classes at the ULCT Conference. 54 
Councilman Scoubes reviewed some of the recent uses at the airport. 55 
 56 
Councilman Dart also commented that the ULCT Conference was great. 57 
 58 
Mayor Leifson said that some of the elementary schools received a visit from the Champions 59 
Challenge Rodeo staff presenting a reading challenge for the schools to win tickets to the rodeo.  60 
 61 
SPANISH FORK 101: Cemetery Changes –Bill Bushman 62 
 63 
CONSENT ITEMS: 64 
Department Directors gave a brief summary of their item(s) listed below: 65 

a. Minutes of Spanish Fork City Council Meeting – April 1, 2014 66 
b. Comcast Pole Attachment License Agreement 67 
c. Resolution #14-06 Proclaiming Arbor Day 68 

 69 
Councilman Dart made a Motion to approve the Resolution #14-06 Proclaiming Arbor Day. 70 
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor with a roll call vote. 71 
 72 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to approve the consent items A & B. 73 
Councilman Gordon Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 74 
 75 
PUBLIC HEARING: 76 
Elsie S. Thomas Annexation – This proposed Annexation contains 32 acres located at 100 South 77 
1000 West.  It is proposed that the properties be zoned R-1-12 and Rural Residential. 78 
Dave Anderson explained that this proposal is located approximately 1000 West between Center 79 
Street and 100 South. Development Review Committee and Planning Commission recommend 80 
approval with the following suggestions: 81 

1. The applicant be required to dedicate 30 feet of property to the City on the south side of 82 
the railroad track fence for a trail and public utility easement; as well as on the west end of 83 
the parcel for a public trail. 84 

2. The applicant pay the SESD electric power buyout. 85 
 86 
Councilman Gordon made a Motion to move into Public Hearing.  87 
Councilman Scoubes Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:50 p.m. 88 
 89 
Mayor Leifson welcomed public comment. 90 
 91 
Jay Thomas the property owner, reviewed his concerns listed below:  92 

• They do not have the means to donate the property.  They currently have an agreement 93 
with the LDS Church that will be buying the property.  If the Church wants to buy that 94 
property and donate it they can, but the Mr. Thomas will not. 95 

• Where is the 30 feet for the dedication and is it an easement or right of way? 96 
• There is a billboard sign on the far west parcel and asked that it be grandfathered in. 97 

Spanish Fork City Council Minutes April 15, 2014 2
 



 
• When will the trail be built? 98 
• They currently have the green belt designation and would like to keep that and continue to 99 

farm their property. 100 
 101 
Councilman Davis said that with the R-R zone you will be able to still farm it. 102 
 103 
Councilman Gordon made a Motion to move out of Public Hearing.  104 
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:54 p.m. 105 
 106 
Chris Thompson pointed out the current trail on the map and showed where the trail would go. 107 
 108 
Mr. Baker said zoning makes no difference for the green belt, but there needs to be 5 acres to 109 
farm. 110 
 111 
Mr. Thompson said that the Thomas’ will need to ask the county what all the requirements are to 112 
remain in the green belt. 113 
 114 
Mr. Thompson said that dedicate means to deed over.  If the church is willing to pay the price for 115 
the property for the dedication then Mr. Thomas would agree to dedicate the property. 116 
 117 
Mr. Thompson said that the time frame to build the trail would depend on the City receiving a 118 
grant or funding and Mr. Thompson would guess maybe about 3 years. 119 
 120 
Mr. Baker said that the billboard sign will be fine. 121 
 122 
Mr. Thomas asked about the fence with the trail. 123 
 124 
Mr. Thompson said the fence by the trail will be installed when the trail is installed. 125 
 126 
Mr. Thomas asked what he would need to do about their business that is run out of their home. 127 
 128 
Mr. Baker said they will need to apply for a home occupation business license with the City. 129 
 130 
Roger Knell with Knell Architects & Milan Malkovich with the LDS Church 131 
Mr. Malkovich said they are currently under a purchase agreement with the Thomas Family and 132 
are trying to address the issues.  The first part is getting this annexation approved. The Church 133 
headquarters is aware of the concern of the dedication for the trail and are still discussing that. 134 
The second part is submitting a site plan that will help with some of the issues.  The Church 135 
headquarters is also aware that they need to front the money for the trail and receive a 136 
connector’s agreement for repayment.  Mr. Malkovich said that it will probably take a couple of 137 
months and it is their intention to get the proper approvals.  Mr. Malkovich expressed that there 138 
are a lot of details and items to go through this process. 139 
 140 
Councilman Davis asked which road the church will front. 141 
 142 
Mr. Malkovich said 100 South.  143 
 144 
Junior Baker suggested to the City Council the items to address in the motion:  145 
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1. The trail on the south side of railroad fence line and the west side of the property be 146 

dedicated to the City. 147 
2. SESD power buyout be made by the applicant. 148 
3. D and D Land dedicate the trail when that property is developed. 149 

 150 
Mr. Baker noted that the D& D Land property is being forced into the City with this annexation 151 
so an island is not created, so the City will not require the trail dedication from it at this time. 152 
 153 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to approve the Elsie S. Thomas Annexation with R-R and R-1-154 
12 zoning with the following conditions: 155 

1. The petitioner complete the SESD power buyout 156 
2. The petitioner dedicates land for the trail and public utility easement for the City 157 

recreation master plan and the southern property would have the trail dedication at the 158 
time of zoning. 159 

Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 160 
 161 
Dave Oyler addressed the process and said that the annexation would be recorded once those 162 
conditions are met. 163 
 164 
NEW BUSINESS: 165 
Ordinance #05-14 Prohibiting E-cigarettes in Parks and Recreation Facilities 166 
Mr. Baker said that currently our City Code addresses prohibiting alcohol and tobacco in City 167 
parks and facilities.  This proposal is to include prohibiting e-cigarettes. 168 
 169 
Spanish Fork City Municipal Code §7.24.090 is hereby amended as follows: 170 

7.24.090.  Alcohol and Tobacco. 171 
No alcoholic beverage of any kind is permitted within parks and recreation facilities, whether the 172 
container has been opened or not.  Any such alcohol found on persons or within vehicles or other 173 
forms of personal property at the park is subject to confiscation and destruction.  No tobacco 174 
product of any kind, including e-cigarettes or any variation thereof, is permitted to be used within 175 
parks and recreation facilities.  176 

 177 
 178 
Councilman Scoubes made a Motion to approve the Ordinance #05-14 Prohibiting E-cigarettes 179 
in Parks and Recreation Facilities. 180 
Councilman Dart Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor with a roll call vote. 181 
 182 
Utah County Municipal Recreation Grant Application 183 
Dale Robinson said each year the City has the opportunity to apply for a grant through Utah 184 
County.  Last year, all of the grant money was not used so the remaining will be carried over and 185 
combined with this year.  Mr. Robinson received preapproval that the mountain bike trail project 186 
as well as resurfacing the indoor tennis courts project would qualify.  Staff recommends approval 187 
for the Mayor to sign the grant application.   188 
 189 
Councilman Dart made a Motion Authorizing the Mayor to sign the Utah County Municipal 190 
Recreation Grant Application. 191 
Councilman Gordon Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 192 
 193 
ADJOURN: 194 
Councilman Dart made a Motion to adjourn.  195 
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Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 7:15 p.m. 196 
 197 
ADOPTED:     198 
             199 
      Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder 200 
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Memo 
To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Chris Thompson P.E., Public Works Director/City Engineer 

Date: April 29, 2014 

Re: Malcomb Springs Diversion 2014 Change Order 1 

Staff Report 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Approval of the Malcomb Springs Diversion 2014 Change Order 1. 

BACKGROUND 

The city has contracted for the diversion of the Malcomb Springs trunklines so that Cold Springs and 
Malcomb Springs can gravity feed into the lower zones of the city.  Part of this project included lining an 
old concrete pipe between the Malcomb Springs Tanks and Canyon Road.  We needed to line this pipe 
because the water in it would have a higher pressure and after televising the line we found several leaks 
accounting for about a third of our water losses. 

DISCUSSION 

While lining the pipe we found a long section of the concrete pipe with inconsistencies in the inside 
diameter.  These inconsistencies required the subcontractor which specializes in lining to stay 2 
additional days on the job at $9,195.20 a day.  We were careful to verify the additional time and feel 
that this is a very fair accounting of the additional time taken. 

 

Attached:  change order 
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Change Order Number: 1

Contract for 
Malcomb Springs Diversion 2014

Date
4/17/2014

Owner
Spanish Fork City

To
Condie Construction Company

You are hereby requested to comply with the following changes from the contract plans and specifications:

Decrease Increase

in Contract Price in Contract Price

 $18,390.40 

TOTALS :   $-  $18,390.40 

NET CHANGE IN CONTRACT PRICE :   $18,390.40 
JUSTIFICATION

This caused Condie to have delays in the project, 2 days at $9,195.20 per day.  See attached invoice.

We anticipated that the contractor would be delayed four days so the invoice reflects that but only two days were needed.

Dollars  $18,390.40 

The contract total including this and previous change orders will be :

and 40/100 Dollars Dollars  $311,562.40 

This document will become a supplement to the contract and all provisions will apply herein.

Recommended: Date: 
Engineering Division Manager

Approved: Date: 
Public Works Director

Approved: Date: 
Mayor

Accepted: Date: 
Contractor

Spanish Fork City
Contract Change Order

Description of Changes

(Supplemental Plans and Specifications Attached)

Additional costs for 21" RCP pipe ID inconsistencies 

Three Hundred Eleven Thousand Five Hundred Sixty Two

There were inconsistencies with the inside diameter of the pipe the contractor was inserting the HDPE through.

The amount of the contract will be increased by the sum of : Eighteen Thousand Three Hundred Ninety and 40/100 Dollars





MEMO 
 
 
To: Mayor and Council 
From: Jason Sant, Assistant City Attorney 
Date: 25 April 2014 
Re: Airport Hangar Lease Amendment 
 
 On the City Council agenda, for May 6, is an item to approve an amendment to Section 

XIV of the standard airport hangar lease.  From time to time staff reviews the standard airport 

hangar lease to determine if any changes need to be made.  The latest change is to Section XIV, 

titled RIGHT OF ENTRY AND INSPECTION.  The old hangar lease allowed for entry to be 

made into any hangar without prior notice to the hangar owner.  This amendment simply brings 

the lease in line with the law.  The change takes out the words without notice and adds a seven 

(7) day notice requirement and allows the hangar owner to be present for the entry and 

inspection.  During the April 3, 2014, board meeting the Airport Board voted on the change and 

unanimously recommended approval of the change to the City Councils. The minutes from the 

board meeting, the Letter of Recommendation from the Airport Board and the updated portion of 

the hangar lease are attached.   

Staff also recommends this change.   

 Since this is a minor amendment, it is on the consent agenda. 
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this agreement on the part of the Lessee to be performed, provided such proposed assignee shall

expressly assume said obligations in writing.

XIV  RIGHT OF ENTRY AND INSPECTION.  Lessor hereby reserves the right to

enter into and upon the leased premises and any improvements thereon at all reasonable times and

for all reasonable purposes with seven (7) days prior notice to the Lessee.  Lessor will also provide

the Lessee with the opportunity to be present when entry is made upon the leased premises.  The

airport manager or his designated representative shall exercise this right.

XV  RULES AND REGULATIONS.  The Lessor shall have the right to adopt and

enforce reasonable rules and regulations with respect to the use of the airport and the public terminal

building and appurtenances, provided that such rules and regulations shall not be inconsistent with

safety and with rules and regulations of the Federal Aviation Administration with respect to aircraft

operations at the airport.

XVI  GOVERNMENTAL RESERVATIONS AND RESTRICTIONS.

A. During the time of war or national emergency, the Lessor shall have

the right to lease the landing area, or any part thereof, to the United States Government for military

or naval use, and if such lease is executed, the provisions of this instrument, insofar as they are

inconsistent with the provisions of the lease to the government, shall be suspended.

B. The Lessor reserves the right to further develop or improve the airport

as it sees fit, regardless of the desires or views of the Lessee and without interference or hindrance

from Lessee.

C. There is hereby reserved to the Lessor, its successors and assigns, for

the use and benefit of the public, a right of flight for the passage of aircraft in the airspace above the





Spanish Fork/Springville Airport Board Meeting Minutes 
Held Springville City Council Work Room  

April 3, 2014 4:00 pm 
 

 
Board Members in Attendance: Staff: 
Doug Ford - Spanish Fork Cris Child – Airport Manager 
Matt Taylor – Chairman - Spanish Fork Bruce Riddle – Springville City Finance 
Keir Scoubes – Spanish Fork Councilman Dave Bradford - Airport Facilities Manager  
Dean Olsen - Springville Councilman Cory Pierce – SF City Engineering Dept. 
Clair Anderson – Springville Jason Sant - SF City Assistant Attorney 

Dave Anderson – SF City Planner  
Absent/Excused:  
Brian Park - Springville 
 
Public Attendees: 
Ed Helmick - Diamond Flight Center Jim Mellor Steve Wilson - Utah Aviation Services  
Gordon Jacobs - ImSar 
 
Item 1.  Minutes from the March meeting.   A motion to approve the minutes was made by Clair Anderson and 
seconded by Doug Ford.  The vote was unanimous.  
 
Item 2.  Facilities Report.  Cris Child reviewed with the Board several of the projects undertaken at the Airport over 
the past several years. 
 
Item 3. Financial Report.  The attached Financial Report was presented by Bruce Riddle. A motion to approve the 
financial report was made by Dean Olsen and seconded by Clair Anderson.  The vote was unanimous in favor.  
  
Item 4.  Progress Report Land Acquisition and Runway Shift. Cory Pierce reported that Goran will be starting  Phase 
2 construction on April 14th and construction will continue through mid July. Phase 3 will begin in the next annual 
FAA grant cycle. 
 
Item 5. Airport Development Requests for Proposals. The area along Main Street as well as the 10 Acre pasture 
South of the Airport are potential sites for development of Airport Hangars and Commercial space. Requests for 
proposals from interested developers will be prepared over the next few weeks and will be distributed to the Board 
members for comments and review. 
 
Item 6. Trapnell Hangar 73 Entrance Proposal. Continued to the May Board Meeting. 
 
Item 7. Ground Lease Agreement modification.  The attached modification to section “XIV RIGHT OF ENTRY AND 
INSPECTION” in the Hangar Ground Lease was presented to the board by Jason Sant.  A motion was made to 
recommend the change to the City Councils by Doug Ford and seconded by Clair Anderson. The vote was 
unanimous in favor 
 
Other Items: 
1- The board was informed of plans to hold the Fall Utah Airport Operators Conference at our Airport in September.  
2- Jim Mellor requested that the approval of his Hangar Construction site be expanded to include a 2nd option to 
locate the Hangars across the ditch to the South if he is unsuccessful in getting approvals to move the ditch. A 
motion was made to approve the request by Clair Anderson and seconded by Doug Ford.  The vote was unanimous 
in favor 
 
Meeting was adjourned at 5:57 pm.  Next meeting will be held at 4pm May 1, 2014. 



Modification to Hangar Ground Lease Agreement 

 

Existing Paragraph: 

XIV RIGHT OF ENTRY AND INSPECTION.   

Lessor hereby reserves the right to enter into and upon the leased premises and any improvements 
thereon at all reasonable times and for all reasonable purposes without prior notice.  The airport 
manager or his designated representative shall exercise this right. 

 

 

 

Proposed Paragraph: 

XIV RIGHT OF ENTRY AND INSPECTION.  

Lessor hereby reserves the right to enter into and upon the leased premises and any improvements 
thereon at all reasonable times and for all reasonable purposes with seven (7) days prior notice to the 
Lessee. Lessor will also provide the Lessee with the opportunity to be present when entry is made upon 
the leased premises. The airport manager or his designated representative shall exercise this right. 

















 ORDINANCE NO. 06-14  
 
ROLL CALL 

VOTING YES NO 

STEVE LEIFSON 
Mayor (votes only in case of tie)   

ROD DART 
Council member   

RICHARD M. DAVIS 
Council member     

BRANDON B. GORDON 
Council member   

MIKE MENDENHALL 
Council member   

KEIR A. SCOUBES 
Council member   

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

ORDINANCE 06-14 
 

AN ORDINANCE VACATING A PORTION OF CALPAC AVENUE 
 

 WHEREAS, Calpac Avenue begins at the intersection with Arrowhead Trail and 

proceeds south; and 

 WHEREAS, the City has recently realigned Calpac Avenue to intersect with Arrowhead 

Trail at a ninety degree angle for safety purposes; and 

 WHEREAS, the realignment has caused the City to obtain, from the adjacent property 

owner, a portion of property and proposes to convey to the same property owner a similar 

amount of property which used to be part of Calpac Avenue prior to the realignment; and 

 WHEREAS, a public hearing to vacate a street was held on Tuesday, the 6th day of May, 

2014, with notice given in accordance with Utah Code Annotated §10-9a-208; and 



 

 WHEREAS, the Council finds it is in the best interest of the City and its residents to 

vacate a portion of Calpac Avenue in order to realign it for safety purposes; 

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

I. 
 

The portion of Calpac Avenue, as shown on the attached Exhibit A, and more particularly 
described as follows:   
 

A portion of the Southeast Quarter and the Northeast Quarter of 
Section 25, Township 8 South, Range 2 East, Salt Lake Base and 
Meridian, described as follows: 
Beginning on the Easterly right-of-way line of Calpac Avenue 
being located S0°12’25”E along the Section Line 160.71 Feet and 
West 763.70 feet from the East 1/4 Corner of Section 25, 
Township 8 South, Range 2 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian; 
thence northwesterly along the arc of a 266.00 foot radius non-
tangent curve to the left (radius bears: S83°30’54”W) 164.74 feet 
through a central angle of 35°29’05” (chord: N24°13’38”W 162.12 
feet); thence N41°58’11”W 27.07 feet; thence N6°11’57”W 48.13 
feet to the southerly right-of-way line of Arrowhead Trail (SR-
164); thence along said right-of-way the following (2) courses: 
N48°01’49”E 7.88 feet; thence N43°54’36”E 77.68 feet to the 
easterly right-of-way line of Calpac Avenue; thence S6°11’57”E 
along said right-of-way 278.68 feet to the point of beginning.   
Contains: ±0.20 Acres  

 
is hereby vacated. 

II. 
  

The vacated street shall revert to the ownership of the adjacent property owner. 
 

III. 
 

 This ordinance is effective upon the completion upon enactment, the realignment 
already having taken place. 
 

DATED this 6th day of May, 2014. 
_____________________________                                                        

        STEVE LEIFSON, Mayor   
Attest: 
 
________________________________                                                                   
KENT R. CLARK, City Recorder 
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Exhibit A
SFC to Fritzi
CalPac Rd

Dis cla ime r:  Spa nish  For k City  ma ke s n o wa rr an ty  with  
re spec t to  th e  acc ur ac y, comp let en e ss, o r u se fu ln es s 
of t he se  ma ps.  Spa nish  Fo r k City  a ss um es  no  liab i li ty  
for  d ir ec t, in d ir ec t, spe cia l , o r  c on se que n tial  da m age s 
re su ltin g f rom t he  us e o r m is use  o f th e se m aps o r a n y 
of t he  info r ma tion  cont ain ed  h er ein .  P or tion s m ay  be  

cop ied  fo r  in cide n ta l u se s, bu t m ay  no t be  re so ld .

Spanish Fork City GIS40 South Main St
Spanish Fork, UT 84660GIS Phone Numbers;(801) 804-4571 (Administrator)
(801) 804-4570 (Intern)(801) 804-4572 (Intern)

1 " = 100 Ft

Legend
ROW-SFC To Fritzi-CalPac Rd 2014

Roads
Paved
County SF Parcels
Spanish Fork Boundary

Print Date:  3/18/2014

Document Path: Q:\Engineer ing\Property\Right of Way\Calpac Road-ROW to be Vacated to Fritzi-2014\Exhibi t A-Calpac Road-ROW to be Vacated to  Fr itzi 2014.m xd



  GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS 
 

REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 
THE RIDGE GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS 

 
 
Agenda Date: May 6, 2014. 
 
Staff Contacts: Dave Anderson, Community 
 Development Director. 
 
Reviewed By: the Development Review 
 Committee, Planning 
 Commission. 
 
Request:   the applicant has proposed a 
 townhome development on a 14-
 acre site and needs to have both 
 the General Plan and Zoning 
 Maps amended in order to 
 facilitate the project’s approval. 
 
Zoning: R-1-6 existing, R-3 proposed. 
 
General Plan: Medium and Low Density 
 Residential existing, Mixed Use 
 and High Density Residential 
 proposed. 
 
Project Size:   14 acres for the proposed 
 Zoning Map Amendment. 
 
Number of lots:  not applicable. 
 
Location: approximately 2700 East 
 Canyon Road. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Background Discussion 
 
Over the course of the past several months, the 
Planning Commission discussed various concepts 
for the development of the subject property.  Most 
recently, the applicant approached the City with a 
concept plan for a townhome development.  At this 
time, the applicant is requesting that City approve 
General Plan and Zoning Map Amendments that 
would allow for the approval of The Ridge, a 
proposed Master Planned Development. 
 
 
General Plan Amendment 
 
When the idea of amending the General Plan was 
discussed with the Commission, staff believes the 
Commission made it clear that they felt we should 
look at the area from a comprehensive perspective, 
rather than to just focus on the properties involved 
in the proposed development.  Staff has prepared 
the attached General Plan Map Amendment 
proposal with that perspective in mind.   
 
In staff’s view, more than one approach could be 
employed to amend the Map in a functional 
manner.  Some of the changes that staff is 
proposing are based on the ideas that the 2550 
East Canyon Road intersection will become a very 
significant and highly utilized intersection and that 
non-residential development will occur to the west 
on the other side of 2550 East. 
 
The 2550 East intersection will be changed 
significantly when it is realigned to the east and a 
traffic control light is installed.  Given that fact and 
the idea that high density residential development 
may exist with The Ridge project to the east, staff 
believes the property on the northeast corner of the 
2550 East intersection may become well suited for 
some type of non-residential development.  For that 
reason, staff has suggested that this corner be 
designated Mixed Use on the General Plan Map. 
 
Relative to the area on the southeast corner of the 
US 6 and 2550 East intersection, staff believes 
there is some reason to plan for a transition 
between what may be fairly intense commercial 
development and the existing subdivision to the 
south.  Staff has proposed the addition of a Mixed 
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Use area to promote the concept of needing a land-
use transition between the Commercial area and 
the existing subdivision. 
 
The only other significant change involves the 
property included in The Ridge and the homes 
between The Ridge and Somerset Village.  Staff 
believes there are a few locations in the City that 
are appropriate for higher density residential 
development than what is commonly found 
elsewhere in the community.  Staff believes these 
properties are among those that are appropriate for 
higher density like what is proposed with The 
Ridge.  Staff feels this way for several reasons 
including the following: 
 
1. Access to the subject properties can be 
provided directly to one of two arterial class roads, 
2550 East or Canyon Road. 
2. The properties’ proximity to arterial and 
collector class roads make them less well suited for 
other types of residential development. 
3. That the higher density residential development 
would support the development of the Urban 
Village area to the west. 
4. That the higher density residential development 
in close proximity to the Urban Village area would 
help create a more pedestrian friendly community 
where active transportation would function well. 
 
For those reasons, staff has proposed that the 
properties included in The Ridge and those between 
The Ridge and Somerset Village be designated 
High Density Residential on the General Plan Map. 
 
 
Zoning Map Amendment 
 
In short, staff believes the proposed Zone Change 
is pretty easy to act on, either to approve or deny, 
depending on how the Commission and Council 
view the proposed General Plan Map amendment.  
Staff notes that the only properties included in the 
proposed Zone Change are those included in The 
Ridge Development.  The attached proposed 
Zoning Map identifies the properties included in the 
proposed Zone Change. 
 
 
Development Review Committee 
 
The Development Review Committee reviewed this 
request in their March 12, 2014 meeting and 
recommended that it be approved. 
 
 
Planning Commission 

 
The Planning Commission recommended in their 
April 30, 2014 meeting that the proposed General 
Plan and Zoning Map Amendments be approved. 
 
 
Budgetary Impact 
 
No budgetary impact is anticipated with this 
proposal. 
 
 
Recommendation 
 
Staff recommends that the proposed General Plan 
and Zoning Map Amendments be approved based 
on the following findings: 
 
1. That access to the subject properties can be 

provided directly to one of two arterial class 
roads, 2550 East or Canyon Road. 

2. That the properties’ proximity to arterial and 
collector class roads make them less well 
suited for other types of residential 
development. 

3. That the higher density residential development 
would support the development of the Urban 
Village area to the west. 

4. That the higher density residential development 
in close proximity to the Urban Village area 
would help create a more pedestrian friendly 
community where active transportation would 
function well. 
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Current General Plan Map for the project area: 
 

 
 
 

Proposed General Plan Map (the orange color is High Density Residential and the blue is Mixed Use): 
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Proposed Zone Change: 
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SPANISH FORK CITY  
Staff Report to City Council 

 
 
Agenda Date: May 6, 2014 
 
Staff Contacts:  Seth Perrins, Assistant City Manager 
  
Reviewed By: Dave Oyler, City Manager 
 Kent Clark, Finance Director 
 Tyler Jacobson, City Treasurer 
 Junior Baker, City Attorney 
  
Subject: Recommended changes to the personnel policy manual 
   
 
 
Background 
 
Staff has reviewed several policies in the past months as the city has learned of new state and federal 
audit practices.  In order to keep our policies in line with how we understand those practices, staff 
recommends the following changes to Conferences and Seminars section and to the City Vehicle Use 
as follows:  
 
1.20.55.020 Conferences, Seminars and Conventions 

A. Employees or volunteers desiring to participatinge in a job or city-related conference, seminar 
or convention, must complete a “Request for Training/Education” form and submit it to their 
supervisor and the finance office for approval. 
B. Payment and Reimbursement. Travel expenditures will be paid or reimbursed as follows: 

1. Meals. Paid at the prevailing federal per diem rate (M&IE). Per diem for breakfast, 
lunch or dinner will only be paid for overnight training. No per diem will be paid if meals 
are included with training registration.  Employees, volunteers or elected officials should 
include a schedule of the conference so that included meals can be excluded from the 
per diem. 
 
2 Lodging. Paid at actual room rate. In extenuating circumstances, if an employee, 
volunteer, or elected official places room rental on their personal charge card, approved 
reimbursement will take place upon presentation of receipt. Employees should always 
attempt to use direct pay or a city credit card or check so that Utah State taxes can be 
recovered by the City 
 
Cost and convenience should be considered when selecting hotels for travel.  If an 
employee chooses to stay at another hotel for personal reasons, the city will reimburse 
the employee for the actual cost of the hotel and taxes, not to exceed the cost of the 
conference hotel(s). 
 



The employee or volunteer shall reimburse the city for the cost of additional night stays 
beyond the necessary nights for the city business. 
 
3 Travel/Mileage Reimbursement. Reimbursed at the prevailing federal rate. When an 
employee, volunteer or elected official must fly to a travel destination, the city shall pay 
for the plane ticket in whole. If the option is given to fly or to drive, the employee, 
volunteer or elected official  will be reimbursed a mileage amount not to exceed the cost 
of air travel to the same destination. The human resource or finance office will assist in 
calculating the reasonable reimbursed amount. 

 
C. Registration. Paid at rate noted on registration form.  Non-essential activities that are not 
included with the regular cost of registration shall be paid for by the employee. When a 
volunteer or elected official, serving on behalf of the city, attends a conference that has a 
spouse agenda, the city may pay the cost of the spouse’s registration. 
 
D. Books/Materials. Paid at rate noted on registration form.  

 
1.20.55.040. City Vehicle Use. 

A. Some Spanish Fork City employees are permitted and/or required to drive a city-owned 
vehicle to and from their homes due to the nature of employment responsibilities. This option is 
designed The on-call employee in the water, streets, electric and SFCN divisions are required to 
take a city vehicle home.  This is to allow employees to respond more readily and to address 
emergency situations with proper equipment and tools during non-working hours. All 
vehicles/employees in this category shall be authorized by the city manager upon 
recommendation of the department director. 

 
 

B. City- owned vehicles that are taken home are to be used only for commuting to and from 
work or when performing official city duty. City-owned vehicles are not to be used for personal 
purposes of any kind. When going to lunch, employees should use their personal vehicle, unless 
traveling to change vehicles is out of the way. 
 
 

Budget Impact 
The recommended changes to the conferences policy simply put our current practices into policy.  No 
additional funds will be expended with these clarifying changes. 
 
The proposed changes to the City Vehicle use policy also only change words but not practice.  IRS rules 
for taking an employer’s vehicle home say that the employer must require the vehicle go home.  If the 
choice to take a vehicle home is optional, the employee could be responsible for taxes on the vehicle’s 
lease value that they take home.  No new vehicles or expenses will be incurred with these changes. 
 
Recommendation 
Staff recommends the council adopts these changes.  If there are other changes the council wishes to 
make to the personnel policy manual, those can be reviewed and changed as well. 
 
Attachments: 
A Resolution will be available to the council on Monday, May 5.  The changes presented in this staff 
report will be same as on the resolution.  The Whereas clauses will be similar to my short opening 
paragraph. 



 ORDINANCE No. 07-14 
 
 
ROLL CALL 

 
VOTING 

 
YES 

 
NO 

 
STEVE LEIFSON 
Mayor (votes only in case of tie) 

 
 

 
 

 
ROD DART 
Council member 

 
 

 
 

 
RICHARD M. DAVIS 
Council member 

 
 

 
 

 
BRANDON B. GORDON 
Council member 

 
 

 
 

 
MIKE MENDENHALL 
Council member 

 
 

 
 

 
KEIR A. SCOUBES 
Council member 

 
 

 
 

 
I MOVE this ordinance be adopted: 
I SECOND the foregoing motion: 
 
 ORDINANCE 07-14       
 
 AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE PARKING  
 REQUIREMENTS ON MAIN STREET 

 
WHEREAS, Spanish Fork City has prohibited overnight parking and adopted a three hour 

parking limit on a portion of Main Street; and 

WHEREAS, the Main Street parking regulations have been effective in assisting Main 

Street businesses and in creating a more open and safe traffic corridor; and 

WHEREAS, as the City has grown, there is a need to extend the parking regulations to 

cover more of Main Street;  

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

follows: 



 SECTION I 

Spanish Fork City Municipal Code '10.16.010(A) and (B) is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

 
10.16.010 Parking Prohibited. 

A. It shall be unlawful for any person to park any vehicle on either side of Main Street 
south of I-15 or north of the Spanish Fork River between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 
5:00 a.m.  It shall also be unlawful for any person to park a vehicle on either side of 
the street between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 5:00 a.m. on Center Street between 
Main Street and 100 East, on 100 East between Center Street and 100 South, and 
on 100 South between 100 East and Main Street. 

B. It shall be unlawful for any person to park any vehicle on either side of Main Street, 
between 5:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m., south of I-15 or north of the Spanish Fork River 
for a period of time longer than three consecutive hours. 
 

 SECTION II 

This Ordinance shall become effective 20 days after passage and publication.   

 
PASSED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SPANISH 

FORK, UTAH, this 6th day of May, 2014. 

 
 

                                           
STEVE LEIFSON, Mayor 

 
Attest: 
 
                                       
KENT R. CLARK, City Recorder 



 

ORDINANCE No. 08-14 
 
ROLL CALL 

VOTING YES NO 

STEVE LEIFSON 
Mayor (votes only in case of tie)   

ROD DART 
Council member   

RICHARD M. DAVIS 
Council member   

BRANDON B. GORDON 
Council member   

MIKE MENDENHALL 
Council member   

KEIR A. SCOUBES 
Council member   

 
I MOVE this ordinance be adopted:                                                     
I SECOND the foregoing motion:                                                         
 
 ORDINANCE No. 08-14 
  

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING BUSINESS LICENSE REVOCATIONS  
 
 WHEREAS, Spanish Fork City has adopted an ordinance regulating businesses and 

requiring business licenses; and 

 WHEREAS, the ordinance addresses revocations of business licenses; and 

 WHEREAS, the current ordinance requires a hearing before the city council to revoke a 

business license; and 

 WHEREAS, as the City has grown, it has become cumbersome for the Council to hold 

revocation hearings, which can more efficiently be handled administratively, based on criteria 

established by the Council;  
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 NOW THEREFORE, be it ordained and enacted by the Spanish Fork City Council 

as follows: 

 I. 

 Spanish Fork City Municipal Code §5.04.100 “Revocation” is hereby amended as 

follows: 

 5.04.100 Revocation 
A. The issuance of a license under this Title grants only a revocable privilege to 

engage in business and confers no vested rights of any kind upon a licensee.  The 
licensee agrees, as a condition of license issuance, to operate the licensed 
business or activity in conformity with the ordinances of the City and other 
applicable laws. 

B. Licenses issued under the provisions of this Title may be revoked for failure upon 
the part of the licensee to comply with the conditions and requirements under 
which said license is granted, because of illegal activities thereunder, or for the 
following causes: 

1. The violation of any provision in this Title; 
2. The failure to pay, when due, any license fee (including renewal fee), tax, 

charge, or penalty provided for by City ordinance or State statute; 
3. Any fraud or misrepresentation of a material fact in the procurement of the 

license, including falsification of any information or supporting 
documentation provided by the licensee with the license application; 

4. Noncompliance with building, fire, or health codes; 
5. Any conduct at the licensed premises tending to render the premises a 

private or public nuisance, as defined in the Spanish Fork Municipal Code, 
or a menace to the health, peace, or general welfare of the City or its 
residents; 

6. Activities, under the guise of conducting a business, that are fraudulent, 
deceptive, or constituting a violation of City ordinances or other applicable 
law; 

7. Failure of the licensee to retain the legal qualifications necessary for the 
license; 

8. Violation of the zoning ordinances governing the licensed business or 
activity, including, but not limited to, parking and landscaping requirements; 

9. Conviction of any crime related to the licensed business, after the issuance 
of the license; 

10. Refusal to allow City employees to make inspection of the licensed 
premises during the business’ operating hours. 
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C. No license shall be revoked under the provisions of this Title except after notice 
and hearing.  The hearing shall be conducted by the Community Development 
Director.  The decision of the Director is final and non-appealable.  Notice shall be 
given by sending a copy of the notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, to 
the applicant at the address shown on the applicant's last application for a 
business license.  The notice shall specify the date, time, and place of the hearing 
and contain a brief description of the reasons why the license is subject to 
revocation.  It is the applicant's duty to maintain a current address at all times with 
the city business license administrator.  Notice is deemed received if notice is sent 
to the last address on file with the City and is returned unclaimed, unknown, 
moved, or for any other reason identified by the postal service. The hearing shall 
be held within twenty (20) days after mailing of the notice. The applicant may 
appear in person or may send a representative.  The applicant has a right to be 
represented by counsel, but has no right to be appointed counsel. 

D. Licenses revoked shall be for a period of one year, unless they are for violations of 
numbers 2, 4, 7, 8, or 10 of the causes set forth in paragraph B, in which event the 
licensee may reapply when compliance with those provisions has been met. 

E. For purposes of revoking a business license, the licensee is responsible for the 
acts of their employees, agents, or others acting under the license issued. 

 
II. 

 
 This Ordinance shall become effective 20 days after passage and publication. 
  
 PASSED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SPANISH 
FORK, UTAH, this 6th day of May, 2014. 
 
 
 
       __________________________________                                                                         
       STEVE LEIFSON, Mayor 
Attest: 
 
___________________________________                                                                   
Kent R. Clark, City Recorder 
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RESOLUTION 14-07 
 
ROLL CALL                                                                                           

VOTING  YES NO 

STEVE LEIFSON 
Mayor (votes only  in case of tie) 

  

ROD DART 
City Council member 

  

RICHARD M. DAVIS 
City Council member 

  

BRANDON B. GORDON 
City Council member 

  

MIKE MENDENHALL 
City Council member 

  

KEIR A. SCOUBES 
City Council member 

  

 
I MOVE this resolution be adopted:       
I SECOND the foregoing motion:                             
    

RESOLUTION No. 14-07 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE SPANISH FORK CITY COUNCIL APPROVING AN 
INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH OTHER GOVERNMENT ENTITIES IN UTAH 

COUNTY CREATING A MUNICIPAL ETHICS COMMISSION, AND 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT 

 
WHEREAS, the Utah State Legislature has enacted a State law establishing a Political 

Subdivision Ethics Commission to review complaints regarding the activities of certain elected 

and appointed officials; and 

WHEREAS, the State law permits a municipality to establish its own ethics commission 

to address complaints of violations of the Municipal Officers’ and Empolyees’ Ethics Act; and 
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WHEREAS, in reviewing this option, the City  has determined that it is in the best 

interest of its citizens to have its own commission as established by Interlocal Agreement, 

being under local control and more convenient, responsive, and accessible to the citizens; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to that determination, the City Council finds that it is in the best 

interest of the City and its citizens to establish an ethics commission with other cities in Utah 

County; 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Spanish Fork City Council as follows: 
 

1. Spanish Fork City hereby approves the interlocal agreement with other Utah County 
cities, as attached hereto, to create a Municipal Ethics Commission, and hereby 
authorizes the mayor of Spanish Fork City to execute the same. 

2. The purposes, powers, duties, and functions of the Municipal Ethics Commission are set 
forth in the interlocal agreement, as attached hereto, and which purposes, powers, 
duties, and functions the Council hereby approves. 

3. This Resolution shall become effective upon adoption and execution. 
 
DATED this 6th day of May, 2014. 
 
 
        
       ___________________________________ 
        STEVE LEIFSON, Mayor  
Attest: 

______________________________ 
Kent R. Clark, City Recorder 
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
PAYSON CITY, PLEASANT GROVE CITY, SPANISH FORK CITY, 

AND SPRINGVILLE CITY 
FOR THE CREATION OF AN 

ETHICS COMMISSION AS PROVIDED FOR BY STATE LAW 
 

  
 WHEREAS, Payson City, Pleasant Grove City, Spanish Fork City, and Springville 
City (Participating Cities) are all public agencies within the State of Utah and may enter 
into interlocal cooperation agreements pursuant to the Interlocal Cooperation Act, Title 
11, Chapter 13 of the Utah Code; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Participating Cities desire to jointly exercise their authority in a 
manner that is mutually beneficial and economical for each entity and its citizenry; and 
 
 WHEREAS, State law provides for the creation of a local ethics commission to 
review any complaints regarding the actions of a local entity's elected officials and any 
appointed executive officer; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the creation of this commission will provide for independent and 
knowledgeable individuals with an understanding of the Municipal Officers’ and 
Employees’ Ethics Act, the laws regarding conflict of interest, and the applicable 
administrative processes; and 
 
 WHEREAS, this agreement provides for the creation of the local ethics 
commission, its processes, and provides for a term of the agreement as well as the 
termination of this agreement; and 
 
 WHEREAS, this agreement is to be approved by the governing body of the 
Participating  Cities and their legal counsel; and 
 
 WHEREAS the matter having been submitted and the City Council having fully 
considered the request as it relates to the health, safety, and general welfare of the City. 
 
 WITNESSETH, that the Participating Cities as authorized, enter into this interlocal 
agreement and agree as follows: 
 

I. LOCAL ETHICS COMMISSION 
 

1. Authority to create.  Pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §11-13-101 et seq., these cities 
are authorized to enter into this agreement and to establish this commission. 

2. Membership.  The commission is made of a city attorney from each of the 
Participating Cities. 
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3. Membership of commission when convened.  When the commission has been 
convened upon receiving a complaint, the membership will consist of three city 
attorneys who will be selected as follows: 

a. A commission member may not be from the city where the complaint 
originated; 

b. The city recorder who receives the complaint, will randomly select three of 
the remaining cities to serve on the commission.  The attorneys from the 
three cities selected will serve on the commission until the adjudication of 
the complaint is complete;  

c. After a city attorney has served on a commission, that city will be excluded 
from any subsequent commission selection process until a city attorney 
from each of the remaining cities has served on a commission;  

d. The commission is responsible for tracking the service of each of city 
attorneys so that the city recorders can accurately select the commission; 
and 

e. The term of the commission appointment ends when the adjudication of the 
complaint is complete. 
 

4. No remuneration for service and Governance.  Each member of the commission 
will serve without additional remuneration, and each city agrees not to seek 
reimbursement against the others for the service of its representative and any 
necessary staff support.  As a result, there is no need for additional financing or 
budgeting.  For the purposes of Utah Code §11-13-207, this joint undertaking will 
be administered jointly by the Participating Cities and it is not anticipated that any 
real or personal property will be acquired during this undertaking.  

5. Meetings.  The commission will meet for the purpose of reviewing ethics 
complaints.  At the beginning of each investigation, the commission will elect a 
chairperson.  It will be the responsibility of the chairperson to lead the 
investigation, provide necessary staff support, provide a written conclusion of any 
investigation, and maintain the file for that investigation. 

6. Powers and procedures.  The commission's processes and authority are as follows: 
a. Filing of ethics complaints with commission. 

i. A complaint may only be filed with the commission under the 
following conditions: 

ii. The complaint must be against an elected or appointed official who is 
currently serving in that position and allege a violation of the 
Municipal Officers' and Employees' Ethics Act, Utah Code §10-3-
1301 et seq. or other applicable local ordinance.  

iii. The complaint must be filed with the city recorder of the respective 
city on behalf of the commission; 

iv. The complaint must be made by either: 
1. two or more registered voters who reside within the 

boundaries of the respective city; or  
2. two or more registered voters who pay a fee or tax to the 

respective city; or  
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3. one or more registered voters who reside within the 
boundaries of the respective city plus one or more registered 
voters who pay a fee or tax to the respective city; 

v. The complaint must be based upon direct evidence or sworn 
statements by one or more people with actual knowledge of the facts 
and circumstances supporting the alleged ethics violation; 

vi. The complaint may not be filed during the sixty (60) calendar days 
immediately before a municipal primary election, if the accused 
elected official is a candidate in the primary election; 

vii. The complaint may not be filed during the sixty (60) calendar days 
immediately before a municipal general election in which the accused 
elected official is a candidate, unless the accused elected official is 
unopposed in the election; 

viii. The complaint must be in writing and contain: 
1. the name and position of the elected or appointed official 

alleged to be in violation; 
2. the name, address, and telephone number of each individual 

who is filing the complaint; 
3. a description of each alleged violation of the Municipal 

Officers' and Employees' Ethics Act, including a reference to 
the section of the Act alleged to have been violated; 

4. with reasonable specificity, evidence supporting each 
allegation, which shall be provided by copies of official 
records, documentary evidence, or affidavits that include the 
required information; 

5. a list of witnesses that a complainant wishes to have called or 
interviewed, including for each witness: the name, address, 
and, if available, one or more telephone numbers of the 
witness; a brief summary of the testimony to be provided by 
the witness; a specific description of any documents or 
evidence a complainant desires the witness to produce; 

6. a statement that each complainant:  
a. has reviewed the allegations contained in the complaint 

and the sworn statements and documents attached to 
the complaint;  

b. believes that the complaint is submitted in good faith 
and not for any improper purpose such as harassing 
the named elected or appointed official, causing 
unwarranted harm to the accused elected or appointed 
official's reputation, or causing unnecessary 
expenditure of public funds; and  

c. believes the allegations contained in the complaint to 
be true and accurate. 

7. a statement with the signature of each complainant. 
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ix. Upon receipt of any ethics complaint, the city recorder shall select 
the commission using the procedures set forth in this Agreement, 
inform the city attorneys from the selected cities of their selection, 
then immediately refer the complaint to the commission.  The city 
recorder shall not notify or inform any other person of the filing of 
the complaint. 

x. A person filing a complaint under this process is not entitled to 
reimbursement for attorney fees or costs incurred, regardless of the 
outcome of the proceedings. 

xi. An administrative fee of $50 must be filed with the complaint.  The 
$50 filing fee must be paid to the city where the complaint is filed.  
After the selected commission elects a chairperson, the $50 
administrative fee will be paid to the chairperson’s city to defray the 
costs of administering the complaint.  
 

b. Privacy. 
i. Once an ethics complaint has been filed with the city recorder, 

neither the city recorder, the commission, nor any of the city's 
employees may disclose the existence of the complaint, any 
response to the complaint, or any information concerning the alleged 
ethics violation that is the subject of the complaint, unless otherwise 
provided by law. 

ii. Nothing in the restrictions above may be construed to hinder or 
prevent a person from disclosing the facts or allegations about 
potential criminal violations to a law enforcement authority. 

iii. Nothing in this section may be construed to hinder or prevent the 
named elected or appointed official from preparing a defense to a 
complaint, including contacting witnesses or taking other actions in 
preparation for review by the commission. 

iv. Nothing in this section may be construed to hinder or prevent any 
person from disclosing public records. 

v. If any employee or official of the cities publicly discloses any private 
information, appropriate disciplinary action may be taken against 
such individual. 

vi. If a complainant publicly discloses any private records or information 
obtained from private records, the commission may summarily 
dismiss the complaint without prejudice. 

vii. All records received by or generated by or for the commission are 
private and not subject to disclosure or release, except for the 
commission's summary findings and recommendation for the 
governing body or any document that is classified as public in 
accordance with Utah Code § 63G-2-301.  
 

c. Initial review of complaint. 
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i. Within ten (10) business days after receipt of an ethics complaint, 
the commission shall examine the complaint to determine if it is in 
compliance with the filing requirements of paragraph 6.(a). 

ii. If the commission determines that the complaint does not comply 
with the filing requirements, the commission shall return the 
complaint to the first complainant named on the complaint with a 
statement detailing the reason(s) for non-compliance.  At the same 
time, the commission shall notify the mayor, city manager, and the 
city attorney that a complaint filed against an unidentified elected or 
appointed official has been returned for non-compliance and the fact 
that a complaint was filed and returned shall be kept confidential 
from all others until the commission submits its annual summary 
report to the respective governing bodies and to the city managers.  
If a complaint is returned by the commission, the complainants may 
file another complaint if the new complaint independently meets the 
filing requirements. 

iii. If the commission determines that the complaint complies with the 
filing requirements, the commission shall: 

1. Accept the complaint; 
2. Promptly forward the complaint to the elected or appointed 

official who is named in the complaint, together with 
directions for providing a response to the commission; and 

3. Notify the complainants, the named elected or appointed 
official, the city recorder, and any support staff of the 
commission of the privacy requirements. 

4. At its discretion, the commission may determine whether the 
subject of the complaint should be investigated by a law 
enforcement agency. 

5. If the commission learns that the subject of the complaint is 
under criminal investigation, the commission may suspend its 
review of the complaint pending the resolution of the criminal 
investigation. 

6. The named elected or appointed official shall have the right to 
present an answer to the complaint.  The answer may contain 
statements, arguments, and evidence.  The answer must be 
filed within ten (10) business days from the date the 
complaint was forwarded to the elected or appointed official. 

7. The commission shall dismiss an ethics complaint if: 
a. The named elected or appointed official resigns or is 

removed from office;  
b. The named elected or appointed official is charged with 

a criminal violation of the Municipal Officers' and 
Employees' Ethics Act where the facts and allegations 
presented in the ethics complaint assert substantially 
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similar facts and allegations as those asserted in the 
criminal charges; or 

c. The allegations in the complaint, if assumed to be true, 
do not state a violation of the Municipal Officer's and 
Employees' Ethics Act. 
 

d. Consideration of complaint after acceptance. 
i. After acceptance of a complaint, the commission has the discretion 

to: 
1. Conduct a confidential, independent administrative 

investigation of the complaint; 
2. Refer the matter to an independent non-criminal investigator 

for fact finding and investigation and consider the confidential 
report of the investigator; 

3. Conduct a hearing in accordance with Subsection (2) of this 
Section; or 

4. Any combination of the above. 
ii. If the commission uses a hearing to review the complaint, the 

commission shall: 
1. Assure that the hearing includes opening arguments, 

presentation of evidence, witnesses and rebuttal, 
consideration of motions, and closing arguments; 

2. Close the hearing to the public;  
3. Allow the complainants and the named elected or appointed 

official to retain legal representation, at their discretion; and 
4. Provide administrative subpoenas pursuant to its subpoena 

powers. 
5. For any hearing the commission must provide a notice to the 

first named complainant and the named elected or appointed 
official at least five (5) business days prior to the hearing. 

6. The commission shall determine whether the subject matter of 
the complaint was previously the subject of a filing, public 
disclosure, or a city attorney ethics advisory opinion.  The 
commission shall take into consideration efforts by the named 
elected or appointed official to seek legal direction regarding 
the subject matter of the complaint and any good faith efforts 
by the named elected or appointed official in response to legal 
advice received. 

7. The commission shall ensure that a record of any commission 
meeting or hearing is made, which shall include:  

a. Audio recordings, if any; 
b. Official summaries or minutes taken during the 

meeting or hearing; 
c. Copies of all documents or other items admitted into 

evidence or considered by the commission; 
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d. Copies of a document or written order or ruling issued 
by the commission; and 

e. Any other information the commission deems relevant 
to the findings and recommendation. 
 

e. Contempt powers. 
i. The commission may hold a person in contempt if the person: 

1. Refuses to answer a question, without legal justification, after 
being directed by the commission to answer; or 

2. Fails to comply with a subpoena issued by the commission. 
ii. Upon finding a person in contempt, the commission shall report the 

person to the Fourth District Court and request a warrant of 
attachment or order to show cause, as provided in Utah Code § 78B-
6-313. 
 

f. Request by elected or appointed official for legal representation. 
i. The named elected or appointed official may request that their city 

provide a legal defense if the complaint arises from an act or 
omission during the performance of official duties, within the scope 
of employment, or under the color of authority. 

ii. The respective city may arrange for such legal defense, where 
appropriate. 
 

g. Determination by commission. 
i. After review of the complaint, the commission shall determine 

whether there is clear and convincing evidence supporting a violation 
of the Municipal Officers' and Employees' Act or applicable local 
ordinance by the named elected or appointed official.  If there are 
multiple alleged violations, the commission shall separately 
determine whether clear and convincing evidence supports each 
violation. 

ii. If the commission determines that no allegations in the complaint 
were proved, the commission shall: 

1. Issue an order that the complaint is dismissed because no 
allegations in the complaint were found to have been proven; 

2. Provide notice of the determination of an unidentified subject 
of a complaint (elected or appointed official) at a regular 
public meeting of the respective city's council; and 

3. Provide written notice of the determination to the named 
elected or appointed official and the first named complainant 
on the complaint. 

4. If the commission determines that one or more of the 
allegations in the complaint were proved, the commission 
shall: 
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a. Prepare written summary findings and a 
recommendation for the respective city's council: 

i. Listing the name of each complainant and the 
name of the subject elected or appointed 
official; 

ii. For each allegation that was proven: 
1. Provide the reference to the Municipal 

Officers' and Employees' Act or 
applicable local ordinance; 

2. Summarize the evidence supporting a 
violation by clear and convincing 
evidence; 

3. Make factual findings; and 
4. Recommend appropriate action to the 

respective city's council. 
b. Notify the named elected or appointed official and the 

first complainant on the complaint of the written 
summary findings and recommendation for the 
respective city's council; and 

c. Orally report the summary findings and 
recommendation to the respective city's council in a 
regular meeting of the city council. 

5. If the commission finds a violation of the Municipal Officers' 
and Employees' Ethics Act or applicable local ordinance, the 
commission may recommend to the respective city's council 
any appropriate action or remedy, including but not limited to 
censure, reprimand, additional ethics training, or removal from 
office.  The commission's recommendation may depend on the 
severity of the violation, the elected or appointed official's 
intent, any history or pattern of abuse by the named elected 
or appointed official, and any economic or other benefit 
received by the named elected or appointed official. 
 

h. Annual commission report. 
i. The commission shall prepare, on an annual basis, a summary report 

that contains: 
1. A general description of the activities of the commission 

during the past year; 
2. The number of ethics complaints filed with the commission; 
3. The number of ethics complaints dismissed; and 
4. An executive summary of each complaint where the 

commission found a violation of the Municipal Officers' and 
Employees' Ethics Act or applicable local ordinance. 

ii. The annual report of the commission shall be filed with the governing 
bodies and with the city managers and shall be a public record. 
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II. NO NEW ENTITY  This agreement is not intended to create a new or separate 
entity, as contemplated by the Interlocal Agreement Act. 

 
III. TERMINATION AND ADDITION OF CITIES 

1. Termination.  This agreement shall terminate fifty (50) years from the 
date the last party enters into the agreement.  Any party may withdraw 
from this agreement upon thirty (30) days’ written notice, with or 
without cause. 

2. Addition of Cities.  A city that is not a party to this agreement, may 
become a Participating City if: (1) the city agrees to be bound by the 
terms of this agreement; and (2) a majority of the Participating Cities 
that are bound by this agreement at the time of the request approve of 
the new city’s participation. 

 
This Agreement becomes effect as to each Participating City upon the date each 
Participating City executes the Agreement. 
   
 
       PAYSON CITY 
 
Date:__________________    ____________________________________ 
       Richard D. Moore 
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
__________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Jeanette Wineteer     Mark Sorensen 
City Recorder     City Attorney 
 

 

       PLEASANT GROVE CITY 
 
Date: ___________________   _________________________________ 
       Bruce W. Call 
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
__________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Kathy T. Kresser     Christina Peterson 
City Recorder     City Attorney 
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       SPANISH FORK CITY 
 
Date: ________________    ____________________________________ 
       Steve Leifson 
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
__________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Kent R. Clark      S. Junior Baker 
City Recorder     City Attorney 

 

       SPRINGVILLE CITY 
 
       ____________________________________ 
Date: ________________    Wilford W. Clyde 
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
__________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Venla Gubler      John Penrod 
City Recorder     City Attorney 
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Memo 
To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Chris Thompson P.E., Public Works Director/City Engineer 

Date: May 1, 2014 

Re: Utah Lake Commission Interlocal Agreement 

Staff Report 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Approval of a resolution to join the Utah Lake Commission Interlocal Agreement. 

BACKGROUND 

The state has indicated that the regulations for the treatment of waste water will increase significantly.    
These regulations could cost the city millions of dollars in treatment plant upgrades.  The Utah Lake 
Commission is working with a similar body in Salt Lake County to study these regulations and ensure 
that they are justified. 

DISCUSSION 

Our support and involvement with the Utah Lake Commission will help them to give a united front to 
state agencies and have funding to do the necessary studies to verify regulations are justified.  The cost 
to be a part of the commission is approximately $5,000 a year and study costs divided by benefit. 

 

Attached:  resolution, agreement 
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RESOLUTION 14-08 
 
ROLL CALL                                                                                           

VOTING YES NO 

STEVE LEIFSON 
Mayor (votes only  in case of tie) 

  

ROD DART 
City Council member 

  

RICHARD M. DAVIS 
City Council member 

  

BRANDON B. GORDON 
City Council member 

  

MIKE MENDENHALL 
City Council member 

  

KEIR A. SCOUBES 
City Council member 

  

 
I MOVE this resolution be adopted:   
I SECOND the foregoing motion:  

 
RESOLUTION No. 14-08 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE SPANISH FORK CITY COUNCIL APPROVING AN 
INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH OTHER GOVERNMENT ENTITIES IN 

UTAH COUNTY CONCERNING UTAH LAKE, ITS USES AND 
PRESERVATION, AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE 

AGREEMENT 
 

 WHEREAS, Spanish Fork City recognizes that Utah Lake is a valuable resource 
within Utah County which must be protected and preserved for the betterment of all 
residents; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Spanish Fork City, like other Utah County cities, discharges from its 
sewer plant into Utah Lake, and has a discharge permit issued by the State of Utah which 
mandates environmental standards to protect the water quality of Utah Lake, which 
quality needs to be protected and preserved; and 
 
 WHEREAS, changes to the environmental standards should be based on sound 

 



 
scientific principles in order to protect all residents of Utah County; and 

 
 WHEREAS, Other cities in Utah County share that same vision and concern about 
the importance of Utah Lake and have formed an entity known as The Utah Lake 
Commission to address issues concerning Utah Lake, including environmental, 
recreational, and economical, in order to preserve the quality of the Lake and to make 
decisions based on sound scientific principles and not on conjecture; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the parties have concluded that creating a separate entity under the 
Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act is the best way to unitedly address  concerns about Utah 
Lake; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Spanish Fork City Council as follows: 
 

1. Spanish Fork City hereby approves the interlocal agreement with other Utah 
County cities, as attached hereto, to join a separate legal entity known as The 
Utah Lake Commission, and hereby authorizes the mayor of Spanish Fork City to 
execute the same. 

2. The purposes, powers, duties, and functions of The Utah Lake Commission are set 
forth in the interlocal agreement, as attached hereto, and which purposes, powers, 
duties, and functions the Council hereby approves. 

3. This Resolution shall become effective upon adoption and execution. 
 
DATED this 6th day of May, 2014. 
 
 
        
       ___________________________________ 
        STEVE LEIFSON, Mayor  
Attest: 

______________________________ 
Kent R. Clark, City Recorder 
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        PRELIMINARY PLAT 
  REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL 
  THE RIDGE PRELIMINARY PLAT 

 
 
Agenda Date: May 6, 2014. 
 
Staff Contacts: Dave Anderson, Community 

Development Director. 
 
Reviewed By: Development Review 
 Committee, Planning 
 Commission. 
 
Request:   The applicant, Jesse Brimhall, is 

proposing to develop a 14-acre 
site with 166 townhome units. 

 
Zoning: R-1-6 existing, R-3 proposed. 
 
General Plan: Low and Medium Density  
 Residential existing, High 
 Density proposed. 
 
Project Size:   14 acres. 
 
Number of lots:  166. 
 
Location: 2700 East Canyon Road. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Background Discussion 
 
Accompanying this report is a presentation the 
applicant has prepared to describe the 
development, the proposed Preliminary Plat, a 
Traffic Analysis and notes from the Neighborhood 
Meeting. 
 
The attached Preliminary Plat is an updated 
version of what the applicant first submitted for 
the City to review.  The Planning Commission 
reviewed this proposal in two meetings and a few 
concerns were raised by surrounding property 
owners in the first meeting. 
 
One concern had to do with the proposed height 
of buildings that were planned to be located 
adjacent to Canyon Road.  To address this 
concern, the applicant has modified the proposed 
Plat so that only two-story structures are located 
between the proposed clubhouse and Canyon 
Road (in Phase 2). 
 
Another concern pertained to traffic on Canyon 
Road and 2550 East and whether the proposed 
development would add sufficient traffic to 
worsen the current situation.  To address this 
concern, the applicant retained a transportation 
consultant who prepared the attached Traffic 
Analysis.  In short, staff was not surprised by the 
findings of the analysis and believes the analysis 
indicates that the development will not worsen 
current transportation concerns in any significant 
way. 
 
One of the main concerns relative to traffic 
pertains to the 2550 East Canyon Road 
intersection.  The City understands that this 
intersection does not function the way we believe 
it should and steps have been taken to correct 
that.  The City has obtained Federal funding to 
realign and reconstruct the intersection with a 
signal.  The Traffic Analysis indicates that this 
intersection currently functions at a “failing” level 
of service for one particular movement.  The 
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Analysis also indicates that the anticipated level 
of service for the “failing” movement improves to 
a B, a very functional level of service, once the 
intersection is realigned and the project is 
completely built out.  The analysis also indicates 
that, should The Ridge development be 
completely built out before the intersection is 
realigned, the change to the level of service is 
minimal. 
  
The need for adequate parking has been the topic 
of discussion during several meetings the 
applicant has had with staff.  Staff believes the 
applicant has adequately addressed the concern 
by providing 100 more off-street parking spaces 
than what The City’s ordinance requires.  Staff 
further believes the proposed parking will be 
adequate as on-street parking will be available 
and usable.  The City simply does not allow on-
street parking to be counted towards a 
development’s parking requirement. 
 
The proposed Preliminary Plat is being reviewed 
under the City’s current Master Planned 
Development standards.  As such, the proposed 
density of 11.8 units per acre conforms to the 
City’s ordinance provided that the accompanying 
General Plan and Zoning Map Amendments are 
approved. 
 
As part of the Master Planned Development 
approval, the applicant has requested the 
approval of a modified height requirement to 

allow for the buildings to be as tall as 45 feet.  
Given the nature of the proposed structures and 
their location, staff does not have any concerns 
allowing for the taller heights. 
 
The applicant held a neighborhood meeting for 
the project on February 25. A list of attendees 
and notes from that meeting are attached to this 
report. 
 
The Development Review Committee 
recommended that the proposed Preliminary Plat 
be approved in their April 2 meeting. 
 
The Planning Commission recommended in their 
May 30 meeting that the proposed Preliminary 
Plat be approved. 
  
 
Budgetary Impact 
 
There is no anticipated budget impact with this 
proposed subdivision. 
 
 
Recommendation 
 
Staff Recommends that the proposed Preliminary 
Plat for a Master Planned Development for The 
Ridge be approved with a total of 166 units, a 
maximum building height of 44 feet. 
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The Ridge AT 
Spanish Fork 

Luxury Townhome 
Community 





The Ridge – Home / Community Information 

•  Several Different Floor Plans  

• 3 - 4 Bedroom Plans Ranging From 1700 – 2800 
Square feet 

• Prices From $190’s to mid $200’s 

• Great Amenities (Pool, Clubhouse, Fitness & 
Entertainment areas, Sports Court) 

• Lots of Open Space & Pedestrian Friendly Areas 



The Ridge - Quality Construction  
Throughout     Quality Exterior 

Materials  
 Stone, Stucco, 

Exposed Concrete, 
Brick, Wood & 
Metal Exterior 

Finishes 



Kitchen & Dining Area 

Standards to 
Include: Granite, Tile 

& Wood Surfaces. 
Custom Cabinets, 
High Grade Finish 

Materials  

Quality Custom  
Interiors  













Clubhouse - Fitness and Game Room 



Clubhouse - Pool and Interior 



The Ridge Proposed Clubhouse – Front Elevation  



Proposed Clubhouse – Main Floor  



Proposed Clubhouse – Basement Level 



Indoor / Outdoor Pool 



Proposed Playground Equipment  



Proposed Playground Equipment  



    Sports Court – Multi Use Basketball / Tennis   



The Ridge at Spanish Fork - Summary 

• Luxury Townhome Community  

• Unique, Highest Quality, Adds Value to Area 

• Provides Great Neighborhood & Amenities  

• Low Impact on Surrounding Neighborhoods and 
Local Streets 

• Provides a Very Attractive Low Maintenance Housing 
Option as Spanish Fork Continues to Grow Its 
Business, Commercial and Industrial Sectors.  



REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY MEETING 

PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the Redevelopment Agency of Spanish Fork, Utah, will hold a public 
meeting in the City Council Chambers in the City Office Building, 40 South Main Street, Spanish Fork, Utah, 
commencing at 6:00 p.m. on May 6, 2014. 

AGENDA ITEMS: 

1. CALL TO ORDER:

2. 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 Redevelopment Agency Meeting – February 4, 2014 

3. NEW BUSINESS:
a. FY 2015 Tentative RDA Budget

ADJOURN: 

* 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 

executive meeting for any of the purposes identified in that Chapter. 

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 798-5000. 

http://www.spanishfork.org/


Tentative Minutes 
Redevelopment Agency Meeting 

February 4, 2014 
 

Elected Officials Present: Mayor Steve Leifson, Councilmembers Rod Dart, Keir A. Scoubes, 
Richard Davis, Brandon Gordon, Mike Mendenhall. 
 
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; John Bowcut, IS Director; Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder.  
 
Citizens Present: LaMont Leavitt, Kristine Leavitt, Douglas Bowen, Heath Atwood, Phil 
Nielsen, Kade Nielsen, Chris Sheriff, John Salimbene, Sterling Salimbene, Paul Taylor, John 
Waters, Unknown Ramierez, Kenon Ramirez, Spencer Bailey, Unknown Christensen, Andrew 
Marks, Cameron Jolly, John Jolly, Landen Garner, Bruce H. 
 
ADJOURN TO REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY: 
Councilman Dart made a Motion to adjourn out of City Council Meeting and into 
Redevelopment Agency Meeting.  
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:53 p.m. 
 
CONSENT ITEMS: 

a. Minutes of Redevelopment Agency Meeting – October 15, 2013 
 

Councilman Gordon made a Motion to approve the consent items. 
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING: 
FY2014 Budget Revision 
Kent Clark explained the small increase for improvements to the Kirby Lane RDA and the 
North Industrial RDA.  
 
Councilman Davis made a Motion to move into Public Hearing to discuss the FY2014 Budget 
Revision.  
Councilman Scoubes Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 6:59 p.m. 
 
Mayor Leifson welcomed public comment. 
 
There was none. 
 
Councilman Gordon made a Motion to move out of Public Hearing.  
Councilman Davis Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 7:00 p.m. 
 
Councilman Dart made a Motion to approve the FY2014 Budget Revision. 
Councilman Mendenhall Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor. 
 
ADJOURN: 



Councilman Davis made a Motion to adjourn Redevelopment Agency meeting and reconvene 
back to City Council meeting.  
Councilman Gordon Seconded and the motion Passed all in favor at 7:01 p.m. 
 
 
 
ADOPTED:            
      Angie Warner, Deputy Recorder 
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