
 

 
ALPINE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 

 

NOTICE is hereby given that the CITY COUNCIL of Alpine City, Utah will hold a meeting on Tuesday, January 13, 2015 at 7:00 pm at Alpine 

City Hall, 20 North Main, Alpine, Utah as follows: 

 

I.   CALL MEETING TO ORDER*  

   A.  Roll Call:      Mayor Don Watkins             

 B.  Prayer:      Troy Stout 

C.   Pledge of Allegiance:          By Invitation  

 

II.  PUBLIC COMMENT:  The public may comment on items that are not on the agenda.  

      

III.    CONSENT CALENDAR 

 

A. Approve the minutes of December 9, 2014 

 

IV.     REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS  

 

V.      ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS    

 

 A.    Independent Audit Report – Greg Ogden, CPA:  Greg Ogden will present the audit report for Alpine City. 
     

B. Acceptance of the Independent Audit Report: The City Council will consider accepting the independent audit report.  

 

C. Annexation Statement – Intent of the City Council to Allow Only CE-50 Zone (County CE-1 Zone) Annexations in the 

Comprehensive Annexation Study Area:  The City Council will consider making a statement that the City will only annex 

properties currently in the County CE-1 Zone (one home per 50 acres) into Alpine's CE-50 zone (one home per 50 acres).  

 

D. Alpine City Support of the Citizen Efforts for a Referendum on the County Pine Grove Zoning Decision. The Council will 

consider supporting the petition to repeal Utah County's rezoning of the Pine Grove property located northeast of Alpine city limits. 

 

E. ULCT’s Transportation Resolution. The Council will consider approving a resolution to encourage the state of Utah to address 

comprehensive transportation funding 

 

F. Moderate Income Housing Report. Jason Bond will present a report on Alpine City's moderate income housing plan. 

 

G. Questar/Burgess Park Natural Gas Line Route. The City Council will consider rerouting the natural gas line in Burgess Park.  

 

H. FY 2014-2015 Budget Development Process and Discussion. Rich Nelson will introduce the budget process for the next fiscal year. 

 

I. Lambert Park South Trailhead Discussion. The Council will discuss building a trailhead on the south end of Lambert Park.  

 

 

VI. STAFF REPORTS 

  

VII. COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

  

VIII. EXECUTIVE SESSION: Discuss litigation, property acquisition or the professional character, conduct or competency of personnel.    

 ADJOURN   

 

*Council Members may participate electronically by phone. 

 

              Don Watkins, Mayor 

January 9, 2015 

 

THE PUBLIC IS INVITED TO PARTICIPATE IN ALL CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS.  If you need a special accommodation to 

participate, please call the City Recorder’s Office at (801) 756-6241. 

 

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING.  The undersigned duly appointed recorder does hereby certify that the above agenda notice was 

posted in three public places within Alpine City limits. These public places being the bulletin board located inside City Hall at 20 

North Main and located in the lobby of  the Bank of American Fork, Alpine Branch, 133 S. Main, Alpine, UT; and the bulletin board 

located at The Junction, 400 S. Main, Alpine, UT. The above agenda notice was sent by e-mail to The Daily Herald located in Provo, 

UT, a local newspaper circulated in Alpine, UT. This agenda is also available on our web site at www.alpinecity.org and on the Utah 

Public Meeting Notices website at www.utah.gov/pmn/index.html 

http://www.alpinecity.org/


 

 

 

PUBLIC MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARING ETIQUETTE 
 

 

 

Please remember all public meetings and public hearings are now recorded.  

 

 All comments must be recognized by the Chairperson and addressed through the microphone.  

 

 When speaking to the Planning Commission, please stand, speak slowly and clearly into the microphone, and state your name 

and address for the recorded record.  

 

 Be respectful to others and refrain from disruptions during the meeting. Please refrain from conversation with others in the 

audience as the microphones are very sensitive and can pick up whispers in the back of the room.  

 

 Keep comments constructive and not disruptive.  

 

 Avoid verbal approval or dissatisfaction of the ongoing discussion (i.e., booing or applauding).  

 

 Exhibits (photos, petitions, etc.) given to the City become the property of the City.  

 

 Please silence all cellular phones, beepers, pagers or other noise making devices.  

 

 Be considerate of others who wish to speak by limiting your comments to a reasonable length, and avoiding repetition of 

what has already been said. Individuals may be limited to two minutes and group representatives may be limited to five 

minutes. 

 

 Refrain from congregating near the doors or in the lobby area outside the council room to talk as it can be very noisy and 

disruptive. If you must carry on conversation in this area, please be as quiet as possible. (The doors must remain open during 

a public meeting/hearing.) 

 

Public Hearing v. Public Meeting 

 

If the meeting is a public hearing, the public may participate during that time and may present opinions and evidence for the issue for 

which the hearing is being held. In a public hearing there may be some restrictions on participation such as time limits.  

 

Anyone can observe a public meeting, but there is no right to speak or be heard there - the public participates in presenting opinions 

and evidence at the pleasure of the body conducting the meeting.  
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 1 
Alpine City Hall, 20 N. Main, Alpine, UT 2 

December 9, 2014 3 
 4 

I.  CALL MEETING TO ORDER:  Mayor Don Watkins called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm.  5 
 6 
 A.  Roll Call:  The following were present and constituted a quorum:   7 
 8 
Mayor Don Watkins 9 
Council Members:  Lon Lott, Will Jones, Roger Bennett, Kimberly Bryant, Troy Stout 10 
Staff:  Rich Nelson, Charmayne Warnock, David Church, Shane Sorensen, Jason Bond, Chief Brian Gwilliam 11 
Other:  Craig Skidmore, bob Antrim, Paul Kroff, Jeff Call, Steven Day, Bruce Harvey, Jane Griener, Mike Russon, 12 
Darren Kowarn, Michelle Delatorre, Frank Delatorre, Bruce R. Baird, Fraser Bullock, Cedar Jordan, Aaron Russ, 13 
Rick Helstrom, Kevin Mulvey, Ron Madson.  14 
 15 
 B.  Prayer:  Will Jones 16 
 C.  Pledge of Allegiance:  Brian Gwilliam 17 
 18 
II.  PUBLIC COMMENT:  Matt Wang said he was a resident of Alpine and was a member of the UVU Botany 19 
Club. He said he wanted to talk about the proposed rezoning of Pine Grove and the ecological effects it would have 20 
on the declining mule deer population in the state. If the area was rezoned it would be taking habitat from the deer, 21 
not to mention what it would do to the plant community. Disturbances in the land enabled greater seed dispersal of 22 
invasive plants. The area was adjacent to the wilderness and it was important to keep those invasive plants out of the 23 
wilderness.  Invasive plants such as cheat grass were already a problem in Utah. In an area where a lot of water was 24 
coming down, it created a bigger problem. There were a lot of trees like Siberian Elm and Russian Olive popping up 25 
all over. They were a problem around water sources because they used a lot more water. Setting aside science and 26 
ecology, he said believed they had a beautiful gift and they needed to protect it for future generations. He then 27 
quoted Aldo Leopold from the Sand County Almanac. "We abuse land because we believe it is a commodity 28 
belonging to use. When we see land as a community to which we belong, we use it with love and respect." 29 
 30 
Kimberly Bryant asked if there was a way to take these things into consideration when they did go forward on a 31 
development.  32 
 33 
Steven Day said he lived on Pfeifferhorn and he wanted to talk about the Questar issue under public comment 34 
because he was unable to be present later in the meeting. The easement agreement Questar proposed allowed them 35 
to do anything with the property. One of his big concerns was the safety issue. They wanted to put in not just a gas 36 
meter but a gas regulator that would release gas into the air. It was a high pressure gas line which was a significant 37 
safety concern. No one wanted poisonous gas in their neighborhood with the potential for fire or explosion. There 38 
were good alternatives. They didn't have to place it in their neighborhood. He said property values would take a 39 
dramatic hit that wouldn't begin to be offset by the $37,000 Questar was offering for the easement.  40 
 41 
III.  CONSENT CALENDAR 42 
 43 
 A.  Approve minutes of November 11, 2014 44 
 B.  Water Conservation Plan 45 
 C.  Annual Meeting Schedule 46 
 47 
Roger Bennett said he had a comment on the Water Conservation Plan. He had noticed that the residents in Box 48 
Elder subdivision paid a significantly lower water rater during winter months than the other residents in Alpine. He 49 
said he could understand why they got a lower rate in the summer because they didn't have access to pressurized 50 
irrigation and had to use culinary water for outdoor use. But he didn't understand why they got a break during the 51 
winter months. Shane Sorensen said that was the way the original deal was worked out. According to the study, it 52 
was paying for itself. Mr. Bennett said he would like to reconsider the winter rate when they did the next water 53 
study.  54 
 55 
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Will Jones said the report referenced a Water Conservation Committee. Did they have one? Shane Sorensen said it 1 
was basically him. They had to update the report every five years. This was the third plan. The springs that went into 2 
pressurized irrigation were Box Elder Spring, Grove Spring, and Schoolhouse Springs.  3 
 4 
MOTION:  Roger Bennett moved to approve the Consent Calendar. Troy Stout seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Roger 5 
Bennett, Will Jones, Troy Stout, Lon Lott, Kimberly Bryant voted aye. Motion passed.  6 
 7 
IV.  REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS:  None 8 
 9 
V.  ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS 10 
 11 
 A. Questar Property Purchase and Conditional Use Site Plan - approximately 600 N. Pfeifferhorn 12 
Drive:  Mayor Watkins said this item had been on the agenda several times and there was a lot of public comment at 13 
previous meetings. At this meeting, he wanted to give the Council time to discuss the issue.   14 
 15 
Lon Lott said that at the previous meeting, Troy Stout had made a motion to allow a temporary easement, but it 16 
didn't pass. He said it had seemed that a lot of the comments and concerns expressed at the meeting had been based 17 
on old information for an option that was no longer on the table. He said that David Church was to work with 18 
Questar in drawing up a contract that would protect the City from the carte blanche use of the easement. Rick 19 
Helstrom had said they were only going to put in an underground vault. The agreement could reflect that.  20 
 21 
Mr. Lott said he felt it was in the best interest of the City to allow Questar a wider easement and give them room to 22 
put in the new pipeline. They were going to revegetate it so it would look better than it did right now with the debris 23 
and garbage from neighboring construction. Another issue they needed to consider  would be to make it easier for 24 
Questar to go down the street rather than through people's yards. If they altered the easement, it would give the City 25 
an opportunity to square it off.  Mr. Lott suggested the Council also consider asking Questar to put in some plantings 26 
to camouflage the existing equipment.   27 
 28 
Troy Stout asked if the abandoned pipe would remain in the ground. Rick Helstrom said it would emptied and 29 
abandoned but remain in place. He showed a drawing of what would be underground and what the above-ground 30 
electrical cabinet would look like. He didn't have the dimensions on it.  31 
 32 
Troy Stout asked if there  was an option to have the vault located farther up and away from the houses. Mr. 33 
Hellstrom said they were trying to find a place as level as possible. Since it was underground, water was an issue.  34 
 35 
The engineer for Questar said another reason they chose this site was because of the readily available power and it 36 
was closer to the street, which would allow them to work as needed. Also, if it was situated farther up the canyon it 37 
would be sheltered and they wouldn't be able to see if someone was tampering with it. This was in an open location.  38 
 39 
Mr. Hellstrom added that if the City wanted landscaping, there would need to be a water source.  40 
 41 
David Church reminded the Council that there was an existing agreement with Questar that was entered into in 42 
1947. It was very brief and basically gave them full rights to use the easement for whatever purpose they saw fit. A 43 
new agreement would supercede it and could impose more restrictions on what could be done in the easement. He 44 
said the issue the City Council was deciding was whether or not to sell Questar some additional easement. Questar 45 
would be putting in their improvements whether or not the City sold them the additional easement. 46 
 47 
Jeff Call said the City had fought diligently to protect open space over which they had no control. This was one open 48 
space the City did control. He said he had built a brand new home up there worth a lot of money. He had several 49 
special needs children. He asked the Council to put themselves in his spot. He didn't care about landscaping. What 50 
concerned him was the legal document. He was afraid that as the easement got larger, they may put more structures 51 
on it. He said he'd like to review the legal agreement to make sure it protected the people so nothing more could be 52 
built up there.  53 
 54 
Kimberly Bryant said she agreed with Troy Stout. She didn't see why they couldn't move it farther up the canyon 55 
where there weren't any houses.  56 
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 1 
Roger Bennett said he supported allowing a wider easement to prevent someone from building a structure right next 2 
to the pipeline.  3 
 4 
 MOTION:  Lon Lott moved to accept the proposal from Questar and expand the easement to 30 feet and reroute 5 
the easement to square with Pfeifferhorn rather than diagonally, and abandon the diagonal easement. An easement 6 
agreement would be negotiated with Questar in which no facility would be built above ground. They would also 7 
request that Questar provide a landscaping plan to hide the above-ground electrical box.  Roger Bennett seconded. 8 
Ayes: 3 Nays: 2.  Lon Lott, Roger Bennett, Will Jones voted aye. Kimberly Bryant and Troy Stout voted nay. 9 
Motion passed 10 
 11 
 B.  Oberee Annexation Petition:  David Church said the City had received a petition to annex 12 
approximately 190 acres into Alpine City limits. It was the old Pack property at the north end of Grove Drive.  13 
Shane Sorensen showed where it was located on the map. Mr. Church said the property was in Alpine City's 14 
Annexation Declaration Area and was contiguous to the City. The Council could vote to either accept or reject the 15 
petition. If they voted to accept the petition, it did not mean the property would be automatically annexed. They 16 
were only voting to begin the process. If they accepted the petition, it would need to be checked by the county and 17 
certified by the City Recorder. If it was certified, there would begin a 30-day protest period where it would be 18 
advertised in the newspaper for several weeks. At the end of the protest period, the City Council would have a 19 
public hearing and would vote to either accept the annexation or reject it.  20 
 21 
Mr. Church said that in the past when a property was in the annexation area, they would run the development plan 22 
through the Planning Commission process at the same time. If the City and the developer couldn't agree on the 23 
development plan, the City Council could vote against the annexation. He said the same property had come to the 24 
City years earlier and run through a long process, but the Council and the developer couldn't agree on a development 25 
plan. At that time the landowner withdrew the application. He said these were new owners who were petitioning for 26 
annexation.  27 
 28 
Will Jones recused himself from the issued because he was representing the landowner.  29 
 30 
Troy Stout asked what the options were. If the City did not want to annex it, it could go to the County and be subject 31 
to their zoning and possibly become a detriment to the City.  32 
 33 
Kimberly Bryant said she felt they should at least begin the process and study it. 34 
 35 
MOTION:  Lon Lott moved to accept the Oberee Annexation Petition to begin the process. Roger Bennett 36 
seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0.  Lon Lott, Roger Bennett, Kimberly Bryant, Troy Stout voted aye.  Will Jones abstained. 37 
Motion passed.  38 
 39 
 C.  Possible Annexation of Alpine Cove and surrounding properties:  David Church said this area was 40 
not in Alpine City's Annexation Declaration Area. They would first have to amend the Annexation Policy Plan to 41 
include it in the Declaration Area. That would be a two-step process. It would first go through the Planning 42 
Commission and the City Council to amend the Plan, and then they would solicit a petition from the landowners. 43 
The owners of a majority of the land would have to petition for annexation.  44 
 45 
Rich Nelson suggested that before they took any formal action, they should form a committee and approach the 46 
landowners to see if there was an interest in annexing into Alpine.  47 
 48 
Will Jones asked who put this item on the agenda? Mayor Watkins said it was a request from the president of the 49 
Alpine Cove Homeowners Association.    50 
 51 
Ron Madson passed out a letter that the Alpine Cove Homeowners Association sent to the County Commission 52 
stating that Alpine City was considering a comprehensive annexation plan that would include the Pack properties, 53 
Alpine Cove, the Melby properties, and Pine Grove. They requested the County approve a 60-day continuance on 54 
any decision on the rezone request made by Patterson Construction for the Pine Grove property to allow Alpine City 55 
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to consider a comprehensive plan. He said the people who were primarily impacted by a rezoning should be the ones 1 
to make a decision.  2 
 3 
The Council discussed the proposal and made a motion.  4 
 5 
MOTION:  Kimberly Bryant moved to instruct the Planning Commission to amend Alpine City's Annexation 6 
Policy plan to include Alpine Cove, the Melby properties and Pine Grove, and instruct David Church to write a letter 7 
to the County Commissioners saying that Alpine City was considering annexing the aforementioned land. Troy 8 
Stout seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0.  Kimberly Bryant, Roger Bennett, Lon Lott, Troy Stout voted aye. Will Jones 9 
abstained stating he had  a conflict of interest. Motion passed.  10 
 11 
 D.  Demolition of abandoned home:  The home on the corner of Canyon Crest and Healey (811 S. 12 
Canyon Crest Road) had been abandoned a number of years ago. Since that time it had been vandalized and turned 13 
into a place where people used drugs. David Church said the owner of the home had been contacted and sent a 14 
Notice of Dangerous Structure and Order to Repair or Demolish by certified mail The owner was going to demolish 15 
the home until he found out what the cost would be. It was proposed that the City demolish the home and recover 16 
the cost with a lien on the property when it was sold. The estimated cost to demolish the home along with removal 17 
of asbestos was about $25,000.  David Church said it was an appropriate use of  government power.  18 
 19 
Mayor Watkins said he felt the City had an excellent chance of getting their cost back. It was a home on a three-acre 20 
parcel.  21 
 22 
MOTION:  Kimberly Bryant moved to demolish the abandoned house located at 811 S. Canyon Crest Road based 23 
on the finding that there were issues with vandalism and drugs. Troy Stout seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Kimberly 24 
Bryant, Troy Stout, Lon Lott, Roger Bennett, Will Jones voted aye. Motion passed.  25 
 26 
David Church said staff would call the homeowner and tell him that the City  Council had voted to demolish the 27 
home and place a line on the property.  28 
 29 
 E.  Utah County Dispatch Special Service District Contract: Rich Nelson said the Utah County 30 
Dispatch District proposed construction of a new Dispatch Center, and had developed a plan for the new center. 31 
Alpine City was a member of the Utah Valley Dispatch Special Service District. The City's share of the cost would 32 
be $95,074 33 
 34 
Rich Nelson said the Council had already discussed the proposal for a new Dispatch Center at the their meeting of  35 
September 23, 2014 and approved the expenditure. The contract was on the agenda for approval that evening.  36 
 37 
MOTION:   Kimberly Bryant moved to approve the Dispatch Building Contract with Utah County Dispatch Special 38 
Service District. Troy Stout seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Kimberly Bryant, Troy Stout, Will Jones, Lon Lott, Roger 39 
Bennett voted aye. Motion passed unanimously.  40 
 41 
 F.  Election by Mail:  In the previous election, several counties and cities in Utah implemented an Election 42 
by Mail rather than having registered voters vote at the polls. City Recorder Charmayne Warnock said more and 43 
more registered voters were opting to vote by absentee ballot or were voting early. Fewer people were showing up at 44 
the polls on election day. The cost of a vote-by- mail election was greater than the traditional practice of voting at 45 
the polls. However, the turnout was higher when registered voters voted by mail. In the last election the percentage 46 
of residents who voted by mail was 68%.  The percentage of the remaining registered voter who voted early or at the 47 
polls on election day was 30%.  48 
 49 
MOTION:  Troy Stout moved to preserve the current way of voting. Kimberly Bryant seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. 50 
Troy Stout, Kimberly Bryant, Lon Lott, Roger Bennett, Will Jones voted aye. Motion passed unanimously.  51 
 52 
 G.  Planning Commission Appointments:  Mayor Watkins said the terms of Planning Commission 53 
Members Steve Cosper and Steve Swanson were expiring in January 2015. He said he had spoken with them and 54 
they were both willing to continue to serve. He recommended that the Council reappoint them to the Planning 55 
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Commission since there were critical issues coming up in the next few years and he felt their experience would be 1 
needed.  2 
 3 
MOTION:  Troy Stout moved to reappoint Steve Cosper and Steve Swanson to the Planning Commission for a 4 
term of four years. Kimberly Bryant seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Troy Stout, Kimberly Bryant, Lon Lott, Roger 5 
Bennett, Will Jones voted aye. Motion passed unanimously.  6 
 7 
 H.  Ilangeni Plat Amendment:  Will Jones had declared a conflict of interest, recused himself, and sat in 8 
the audience.  9 
 10 
Mayor Watkins said the main focus would be on City Council discussion. The public hearing where they received 11 
comments was held at the previous meeting. The history of Ilangeni Estates and Three Falls had been reviewed at 12 
the previous meeting.  13 
 14 
David Church had prepared a Resolution approving the amendment of the Ilangeni Estates subdivision plat, which 15 
the Council could approve or deny. Mr. Church reviewed the Resolution, which included Exhibit A showing the 16 
amended plat. 17 
 18 
Relative to the Fort Canyon Road, Mr. Church said the Resolution would enable the developer to connect the road in 19 
Ilangeni Estates to the Fort Canyon right-of-way. The water, sewer and road would be upgraded at minimal cost or 20 
no cost to the City. The off-site Fort Canyon Road was substandard but the Resolution included a proposal to 21 
resolve that issue.  22 
 23 
There was no second access out of the subdivision; the proposed amendment provided a secondary access road 24 
through Alpine Cove. Mr. Church said the next significant change was with the open space. The recorded Ilangeni 25 
plat showed all the open space as private property. The amendment plat dedicated a significant amount of the open 26 
space as public with public trails. In exchange for the public open space, etc. the developer was entitled to an 27 
increased number of lots provided the lots met the required slope and frontage. The proposed plat showed 54 lots.  28 
 29 
Mr. Church said that one goal the City had asked the developer to accomplish was access to the Beck property 30 
which was 80 acres on the northwest corner of the development. It had been landlocked by the Ilangeni 31 
development. The amended plat provided a right-of-way to the Beck property.   32 
 33 
Mr. Church said the petition to amend the Ilangeni plat met all City ordinances and the state law for amendments, 34 
and moved them forward on the derelict parcel. Without the amendment, he didn't know how they would get 35 
services to the 37 lots in the Ilangeni development, which had been on hold since 1984 when the developer went 36 
broke.  The Resolution presented a series of  findings necessary for the plat amendment. The developer would 37 
submit a final plat in the configuration of Exhibit A, which would be submitted to the County. There would be up to 38 
54 lots, possibly less depending on whether or not the lots met the slope and frontage requirements. There would 39 
458 acres of open space, some of which would be improved, and 103 acres of private open space with a 40 
conservation easement. The private open space would provide a buffer between the lots and the public open space. 41 
There would be an agreement that a building permit for a lot could not be issued until the lot was fully improved 42 
with services and frontage on an improved road.  43 
 44 
Mr. Church said there would be fairly complicated improvement agreement that would need to be approved by 45 
February 15, 205. If there was no agreement reached, the Resolution would be void.  46 
 47 
Regarding the Beck interest, David Church said Alpine City's ordinance required a stub road to be built to an 48 
adjacent property unless the developer could show that is would be unfair for the developer to pay for it. The 49 
proposed road would cost three million dollars and that did not include extending water and sewer to the property. 50 
He said he could not see how that road would benefit the owners of Ilangeni Estates. The developer did not create 51 
the need for the road, nor did the proposed development impact the Beck property because it had previously been 52 
landlocked. It was his finding that it would be unfair to require the developers of Three Falls to build the road to the 53 
Beck property. However they were dedicating sufficient open space that the Becks could build the road. The 54 
petitioners had suggested a location for the road, but the Becks had identified a place that they believed would be a 55 
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better location for the road. The owners of Ilangeni were opposed to it because it went through a drainage area and 1 
would destroy a number of lots.   2 
 3 
The improvement agreement would require the developers to mark the boundaries between private and public open 4 
space.  5 
 6 
Troy Stout said he liked the agreement. The language about Sliding Rock would be tough on the community. He 7 
said he wished there was a way that Sliding Rock would not be destroyed.  8 
 9 
David Church said Sliding Rock had always been on private property and was currently on private property. Under 10 
the proposal, it would remain as private open space in a conservation area. It would not be dedicated to the public. 11 
He said that the letter from Bruce Baird pointed out that when the HOA was established, he expected them to be 12 
even more protective of private property rights.  13 
 14 
Kimberly Bryant said that several years ago there had been proposal on the ballot that Alpine City bond and 15 
purchase the Sliding Rock area. The citizen voted against the bond. The City didn't buy it and it wasn't their 16 
property. She said she had grown up going down Sliding Rock. It was a wonderful place. She loved it and the kids 17 
loved, but it did not belong to the public and never had. She said her mother had commented that it was great when 18 
just people from Alpine were using it, but now half the state was using it. People up Fort Canyon had hundreds of 19 
people driving up there. As emotional as the situation was, Sliding Rock did not belong to them. She said the 20 
amended plan was so much better than the original Ilangeni Estates because it provided public open space and trails. 21 
She hoped that they would not destroy Sliding Rock. It would be okay if they could alter it enough that people 22 
couldn't slide down it, but not destroy the beauty of the place.  23 
 24 
Troy Stout said he concurred with Kimberly Bryant. He'd like to see them refrain from destroying it.  25 
 26 
Lon Lott asked what the legal ramification might be for stating that it would be unfair to require the petitioners to 27 
pay the cost of an extended roadway. David Church said the Beck family could appeal the decision of the City 28 
Council through the land use authority and through district court. He said Alpine City's name would be on the 29 
Appeal but they would tender the defense to the owners of Three Falls.  30 
 31 
Mr. Lott said he'd received emails that Alpine was going to destroy Sliding Rock tonight. During the public hearing 32 
at the previous Council meeting, there was little mention of Sliding Rock. Most of the people present were from Fort 33 
Canyon and were concerned about the traffic and number of lots. They weren't opposed to the development. They 34 
just wanted to know how the City was going to handle traffic issues. There was already a bottleneck down by the 35 
roundabout when the school was in session. This subdivision would further increase traffic. What was the City going 36 
to do about that? 37 
 38 
Roger Bennett said he was comfortable with the proposed Resolution. He felt it was a win/win situation.  39 
 40 
MOTION:  Troy Stout moved to support and pass Resolution No. 2014-11 approving the petition to amend and add 41 
to the Ilangeni Estates subdivision plat as written. Roger Bennett seconded. Ayes:  4 Nays: 0. Troy Stout, Roger 42 
Bennett, Kimberly Bryant, Lon Lott voted aye. Will Jones abstained. Motion passed.   43 
 44 
Mayor Watkins invited Bryce Higbee to speak. Mr. Higbee was a member of the Planning Commission and was 45 
unable to be present at the public hearing held by the City Council on November 11th. He said he wanted to talk 46 
about Sliding Rock. When the Ilangeni plat amendment came to the Planning Commission, they made a 47 
recommendation that Sliding Rock be public open space. They were completely taken aback when it was proposed 48 
that it be private open space and they were going to destroy it. He said decisions had been made really quickly 49 
relative to Sliding Rock, and he felt it should have been discussed more thoroughly. There should have been more 50 
public input.  51 
 52 
David Church said that if the City did own it, they would still put up No Trespassing signs. They would never open 53 
it and encourage people to slide down it.  54 
 55 
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Troy Stout said one of the issues was the traffic and trying to control what was happening up there. The nearby 1 
landowners had become frustrated with it.  2 
 3 
Kimberly Bryant said they had posted No Parking signs along the road and people parked along the narrow road 4 
anyway. Perhaps if the public had shown more respect it would be different.  5 
 6 
Bryce Higbee said there were more injuries at the pond and the pond would still be there. The landowner would 7 
have to come up with a comprehensive way to control what went on up there.  8 
 9 
 Annual Meeting Schedule:  Regarding the Annual Meeting schedule that was passed under the Consent 10 
Calendar, Will Jones asked if Alpine Days would be the on the first week of August and if that would conflict with 11 
Highland City's celebration. He suggested eliminating the City Council meeting scheduled for August 11th. 12 
 13 
MOTION:  Troy Stout moved to eliminate the City Council meeting scheduled for August 11, 2015. Will Jones 14 
seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Motion passed.  15 
 16 
VI.  STAFF REPORTS  17 
 18 
Rich Nelson thanked the Youth Council for decorating the doors of City Hall for Christmas. He said the City would 19 
start enforcing the landlord utility billing requirement as set up in the ordinance. They had several instances where 20 
renters left without paying utility bills and the landlord wouldn't cover it. In some cases there were hefty utility bills 21 
that were left unpaid and the City had to absorb the loss. They would start requiring the landlord to be responsible.  22 
 23 
Jason Bond said that at the last Planning Commission meeting they made a recommendation to adopt the Moyle 24 
Park Master Plan. If Council members were interested in seeing the plan before it was an agenda item, he would go 25 
over it with them. Rich Nelson said they would just email it out to them. 26 
 27 
Shane Sorensen reported that the warm weather had been great for finishing up a lot of projects, but he hoped it 28 
snowed so they would have the needed water.  29 
 30 
David Church said that if they were going to prepare an Annexation Declaration Policy in a timely way, they needed 31 
to take it to the Planning Commission as soon as possible. It was a complicated and time consuming project. They 32 
had to look at every piece of property and how they would provide services. Rich Nelson suggested they talk to the 33 
property owners first and make sure they wanted to be annexed.  34 
 35 
Regarding the Pine Grove rezoning request, David Church said that if the County approved the rezoning request, it 36 
didn't bind the City in the type of zoning they might offer, but it may not necessarily be what the landowner wanted. 37 
Either way, there would still be traffic issues. If it was in the City, the City would get the impact fees to improve 38 
roads. If it was in the county, they would still have the traffic but no fees.  39 
 40 
VII.  COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 41 
 42 
Troy Stout said he wanted the state to come out and look at the traffic flow problem at the intersection of Canyon 43 
Crest Road and SR-92. They needed to do something to accommodate the right-hand turn lane.  44 
 45 
Will Jones reported on the following items: 46 
 47 

 Lambert Park: They had done some trail work in Lambert Park and found material in the retention basins 48 
they could use to repair the erosion in the roads. Landon Wallace had helped put in two new bridges and 49 
repaired eroding trails. They needed someone to take over repairing the picnic tables as an Eagle project. 50 
He would like to have a Lambert Park Trail Day to get rid of thistle and other invasive weeds.  51 

 Alpine Recovery Lodge: He would like an annual report from the Alpine Recovery Lodge. That was 52 
supposed to be one of the requirements of the approval.  53 

 Cemetery: He would like to work with the LDS Stakes to spend a day of volunteer work prior to Memorial 54 
Day. The painting and repair work could be Eagle projects.  55 
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CC December 9, 2014 

 They had formed a committee to study commercial uses in Alpine. It was headed by Judi Pickell; David 1 
Adams and Lon Lott would also serve on the committee.  2 

 Trail and Parks Master Plan:  Troy Stout would serve on the Trail and Park Master Plan Committee along 3 
with Dave Fotheringham.  4 

 5 
Kimberly Bryant said the sale of luminaries was coming up. She encouraged the Council and others to tell their 6 
neighbors about this Alpine tradition. She said they also needed to let the police force know they appreciated them. 7 
Law enforcement was taking a hit after recent shootings, and their morale was down.   8 
  9 
Lon Lott said that after he was appointed as the clean air czar, he had attended numerous meetings on the problem. 10 
The state was actively engaged in trying to clean thing ups. One of the things they could do was remind people to 11 
call the health department before burning to make sure it was a burn day. 12 
 13 
VIII.  EXECUTIVE SESSION:  None held.   14 
 15 
MOTION:  Will Jones moved to adjourn. Kimberly Bryant seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Motion passed.  16 
 17 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:45 pm  18 
 19 
 20 
 21 
 22 
  23 
 24 
 25 
 26 
 27 
 28 
 29 



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

 

SUBJECT:  Independent Audit Report 

 

FOR CONSIDERATION ON:  January 13, 2015 

 

PETITIONER:  Richard Nelson, City Administrator, and Alice Winberg, City Financial 

Officer 

 

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER:   

 

INFORMATION:  Each year the City is required to have an outside independent audit 

performed.  This year the City has hired Greg Ogden, CPA to perform the independent 

audit.  A copy of the audit and management letter is attached.  Greg will make the 

presentation of the audit and answer questions.  The Council will need to accept the audit 

after the presentation. 

 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:   The City Council accepts the outside independent audit and 

management letter. 

 





































































































































ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

 

SUBJECT:  Annexation Statement – Intent of the City Council to Allow Only CE-1 Zone 

(County CE-5) Annexations in the Comprehensive Annexation Study Area. 

 

FOR CONSIDERATION ON:  January 13, 2015 

 

PETITIONER:  Mayor Don Watkins 

 

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER:  That the City Council let those landowners in 

the Comprehensive Annexation Study Area know that the City Council will only support 

annexation into the City if the landowners want their land to be brought into the City with 

a CE-1 zone classification.  Otherwise, the City would not approve the annexation petition.  

This is not a change in the Annexation Policy Declaration; this is just a statement of intent.  

If this is approved, staff will begin the process of amending the Annexation Policy 

Declaration to show this. 

 

INFORMATION:  See attached map of the area covered in the Comprehensive Annexation 

Study Area. 

 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:   The Council will need to decide if they want to approve this 

intent language or not. 

 



ANNEX ? 

YES! 

 

CHANGE CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL ZONING? 

NO! 

 
Alpine City would love to annex county property that is zoned critical 

environmental as long as it stays protected CE-1 zone. It is my opinion, 

landowners will only allow us to annex if we change the zoning to allow 

many more homes.  

 

The county must take responsibility when they change CE-1 zoned land 

and allow homes to be built on it.  Especially when that land is in an area 

close to costly mudslides and devastating fires. Alpine City should not take 

on this potential liability.   

 

Alpine is currently being sued by a homeowner who believes Alpine City 

should accept liability for damage to their home from the last fire and 

floods.   

 

I was very disappointed Utah County Commissioners allowed over 50 

potential home sites above Lambert Park near areas hit hard by fires and 

floods just two years ago. While we as citizens will always run to assist 

neighbors in harms way, we cannot be financially liable for decisions 

made by the county.   

 

Loss of property tax and impact fees by not annexing would be minimal 

compared to stated financial liabilities.  In addition, services in this area 

could draw heavily from our Alpine City budget.   For example, our 

snowplows would spend much of their time on the hillsides.  

 

WATER! WATER! WATER! In my opinion we will be stretched in order 

to meet the water demands of future homes already planned in our city. 

Yes, CUP water is an option but it could come at a very high cost to all of 

Alpine citizens.  



 

TRAFFIC! TRAFFIC! TRAFFIC! The brunt of rezoning is often felt most 

by our downtown residents.    

 

Please support me and council members Kimberly Bryant, Troy Stout and 

Lon Lott in supporting the Referendum. We support annexation only if the 

CE-1 stays in place. We do not support zone changes to CE-1 

 

Please join with us and give the vote back to the people. 

 

GO TO WWW.WEDECIDEUTAH.COM 

 

WE NEED YOUR HELP NOW! 

 

 

http://www.wedecideutah.com/




ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

 

SUBJECT:  Alpine City Support of the Citizen Efforts for a Referendum on the County 

Pine Grove Zoning Decision. 

 

FOR CONSIDERATION ON:  January 13, 2015 

 

PETITIONER:  Mayor Don Watkins 

 

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER:  That the City Council approve a motion of 

support for the group trying to put together a referendum on the County Pine Grove 

zoning decision. 

 

INFORMATION:  Last month the County Commission approved a zone change request 

for county land located in what is referred to as the Pine Grove area north of the City 

rodeo grounds.  The County Commission voted to amend the Utah County Zone Map from 

the Critical Environment (CE-1) Zone to the Critical Environment (CE-2) and Transitional 

Residential (TR-5) Zones for property located in Section 8, T4S, R2E.  (See attached map 

of the area).  This would allow for more density in housing if the area were to be developed.  

A group called WEDECIDEUTAH has been organized to see if they can get the required 

signatures to place this issue on the ballot as a referendum.    

 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:   The City Council needs to decide if they want to support this 

group in their efforts to get the required number of signatures to make this referendum. 

 





ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

 

SUBJECT:  ULCT’s Transportation Resolution. 

 

FOR CONSIDERATION ON:  January 13, 2015. 

 

PETITIONER:  Rich Nelson, City Administrator. 

 

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER:  That the City Council support the ULCT’s 

Transportation Resolution. 

 

INFORMATION:  The ULCT would like each city in the state to support a resolution 

asking the State Legislature to consider ways to increase transportation funding for state 

and local government during its next session.  Alpine City is in need of additional 

transportation funding.  Attached is a copy of the proposed resolution. 

 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:   The City Council approve the transportation resolution and let 

our representatives know that the City needs additional transportation funding. 

 



 

 

            RESOLUTION NO. R2015 – 01  

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ALPINE, UTAH, 

ENCOURAGING THE STATE OF UTAH TO ADDRESS COMPREHENSIVE 

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING. 

WHEREAS, a safe and efficient transportation system creates the foundation for 

economic growth and improved quality of life; and 

WHEREAS, the creation and maintenance of transportation infrastructure is a core 

responsibility of State and local government; and 

WHEREAS, Utah’s population is expected to grow by 1 million residents by 2040; and 

WHEREAS, Utah’s residents demand new comprehensive transportation options such as 

bike lanes, multi-use paths, off-road trails and transit in addition to traditional roads; and 

WHEREAS, research from the Utah Department of Transportation indicates that road 

maintenance efforts save cities from road rehabilitation that costs six times as much as 

maintenance, and saves cities from road reconstruction that costs ten times as much as 

maintenance, and 

WHEREAS, investing in transportation results in tremendous economic development 

returns for both municipalities and the state; and 

WHEREAS, improving comprehensive transportation in Utah will reduce private vehicle 

usage which will in turn lead to improved air quality; and 

WHEREAS, poor air quality discourages economic development, business recruitment 

and tourism visits, and contributes to asthma and other health ailments; and 

WHEREAS, nearly 1 in 10 Utah adults suffer from asthma and struggle to breathe 

during poor air quality days; and 

WHEREAS, nearly 57% of Utah adults are overweight, approximately 200,000 Utahns 

have diabetes, and diabetes and obesity related health care costs in Utah exceed $1 billion; and 

WHEREAS, investing in safe and connected trails, bike lanes, sidewalks, and multi-use 

paths will encourage Utahns to be more active, spend more time with their families via active 

transportation, and result in improved personal and community health; and 

WHEREAS, the current motor fuel tax of 24.5 cents and 1% local option sales tax are 

insufficient to satisfy current and future transportation needs; and 

WHEREAS, Utah has led the nation in creating an Unified Transportation Plan to 

address these comprehensive transportation and quality of life issues and the City now asks the 

State and local governments to work together to find comprehensive funding solutions that will 

address transportation, economic development, air quality, and health needs.  

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF ALPINE, UTAH:  

SECTION 1.  Comprehensive Transportation Funding. The City Council supports 



 

 

proposals which meet comprehensive local transportation needs, promote the Unified 

Transportation Plan, and provide for future growth. The City supports studying a transportation 

funding option which would allow for the statewide implementation of a quarter cent ($0.0025) 

local options sales tax to be used for transportation.  The City also supports studying motor fuel 

taxes, “B and C” road funding, and other transportation funding options.  Motor fuel taxes are 

not equitably borne by road users with the advent of higher MPG vehicles, electric and hybrid 

vehicles, and other fuel-saving technologies.  Additionally, since the motor fuel tax has not been 

adjusted since 1997 and is not indexed, the current purchasing power is inadequate. The City 

requests the Utah Legislature to carefully examine all funding options.   

SECTION 2.  Comprehensive Transportation Options.  The City supports the 

expansion of the uses for which transportation funding can be spent to reflect the individual 

needs and discretion of local governments. Transportation, air quality, and public health can be 

enhanced when active transportation and transit are eligible for transportation funding. Examples 

of items that could be eligible may include trails, bike lanes, sidewalks, safety equipment, traffic 

calming, signage, and lighting. Investment in active transportation options will encourage 

residents to travel via walking, biking, and transit, result in a healthier population, reduced car 

emissions, decreased health care costs, and improved quality of life. The City supports additional 

funding mechanisms that will result in expanded active transportation infrastructure.  The City 

also supports continued investment in public transit as outlined in Utah’s Unified Transportation 

Plan. Transit can help relieve traffic, promote walkable communities, and improve air quality. 

SECTION 3.  Coordinating Efforts. The City encourages City staff to work with State 

elected officials, the Utah Transportation Coalition, and the Utah League of Cities and Towns.  

SECTION 4.  Distribution of this Resolution. A copy of this resolution shall be 

sent to the Governor, the President of the Utah State Senate, the Speaker of the Utah House of 

Representatives, the municipality’s State Senators and State House Representatives, and the 

Executive Director of the Utah League of Cities and Towns. 

SECTION 5. Effective Date.This Resolution shall become effective upon passage. 

APPROVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ALPINE, UTAH, ON THIS 

______ DAY OF ________________, 2015 BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 

     YES NO ABSTAIN          ABSENT 

ROGER BENNETT   ____ ____ ____   ____ 

KIMBERLY BRYANT  ____ ____ ____   ____ 

WILL JONES    ____ ____ ____   ____ 

LON LOTT    ____ ____ ____   ____ 

TROY STOUT   ____ ____ ____   ____ 

 

Mayor:        Attest:        

                  Don Watkins Charmayne Warnock, City Recorder 

                            

Approved as to form:   

 

     

City Attorney, David Church 



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

 

SUBJECT:  Alpine City Moderate Income Housing Biennial Review 

 

FOR CONSIDERATION ON:  January 13, 2015 

 

PETITIONER:  Jason Bond, City Planner 

 

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER:  For Council information and discussion 

 

INFORMATION:  Pursuant to Utah Code Section 10-9a-401, Alpine City is required biennially 

review the moderate income housing element of its general plan and its implementation. A report 

setting forth the findings of the review has been prepared and attached for the City Council to 

review and comment on.  If approved, a copy of the report will be sent to the Department of 

Workforce Services and the Mountainland Association of Governments. 

 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:   For Council information and discussion. 

 



 

Alpine City Moderate Income Housing Biennial Review 
January 13, 2015 

 

Introduction 

On September 25, 2007, Alpine City adopted a moderate income housing plan as part of the 

general plan pursuant to Utah Code Section 10-9a-401.  This plan included (1) an estimate of the 

existing supply of moderate income housing, (2) an estimate of the need for moderate income 

housing for the next five years as revised biennially, (3) a survey of the total residential land use, 

(4) an evaluation of how existing land uses and zones affect opportunities for moderate income 

housing, and (5) a description of the city’s program to encourage an adequate supply of moderate 

income housing. 

Alpine City is currently in the process of updating its general plan which will include the update of 

the moderate income housing element. 

This document constitutes the biennial review mandated by Utah Code Section 10-9a-408. 

Legal Authority 

10-9a-408. Biennial review of moderate income housing element of the general plan. 

1) The legislative body of each city shall biennially: 

a) Review the moderate income housing plan element of its general plan and its 

implementation; and 

b) Prepare a report setting forth the findings of the review. 

 

2) Each report under Subsection (1) shall include a description of: 

a) Efforts made by the city to reduce, mitigate, or eliminate local regulatory barriers to 

moderate income housing; 

b) Actions taken by the city to encourage preservation of existing moderate income 

housing and development of new moderate income housing; 

c) Progress made within the city to provide moderate income housing, as measured by 

permits issued for new units of moderate income housing; and 

d) Efforts made by the city to coordinate moderate income housing plans and actions 

with neighboring municipalities. 

 

3) The legislative body of each city shall send a copy of the report under Subsection (1) to the 

Department of Workforce Services and the association of governments in which the city is 

located. 



4) In a civil action seeking enforcement or claiming a violation of this section or of Subsection 

10-9a-404(5)(c), a plaintiff may not recover damages but may be awarded only injunctive or 

other equitable relief. 

 

10-9a-408(2)(a) Efforts made by the city to reduce, mitigate, or eliminate local 

regulatory barriers to moderate income housing 

Alpine City is a unique community.  It is tucked up in the northeast corner of Utah County with 

mountains on practically three sides of the city.  The land is very expensive in Alpine. There is not 

much opportunity for low or moderate-income employment within the city and there is extremely 

limited public transportation opportunities.  There is not a high demand for moderate-income 

housing and providing it will continue to be a challenge.   

However, Alpine is providing the opportunity for every single-family residence to rent out an 

accessory apartment.  An accessory apartment is defined as “A subordinate dwelling unit within 

and part of a principle dwelling and which has its own cooking, sleeping and sanitation facilities.”  

This use is listed as a conditional use within every zone of the City.  The capability of having an 

accessory apartment anywhere in Alpine is something that not many other cities are able to make 

available to its residents. 

Additionally, Alpine has recently lowered sewer impact fees and has worked with low-income 

residents to not require them pay any increases in utility rates. 

10-9a-408(2)(b) Actions taken by the city to encourage preservation of existing 

moderate income housing and development of moderate income housing 

Since January 2014, Alpine City has done extensive work to educate the residents on why it is 

important to register their accessory apartments.  The most important reason is to ensure safety 

through compliance with building codes.  Annual registration keeps track of the amount of units 

located in the city.  If an accessory apartment is not renewed, the building inspector will be 

required to inspect it when it is being used again which will ensure the safety of each individual 

unit.  If an accessory apartment is maintained properly, the existing stock of this type of moderate-

income housing will be preserved and will continue to be an option for low-income residents within 

the city. 

As part of the general plan update, the city has explored the option of detached accessory dwelling 

units.  This would further promote the development of new moderate income housing units and 

provide a more desirable option than an attached accessory apartment. 

10-9a-408(2)(c) Progress made within the city to provide moderate income housing, 

as measured by permits issued for new units of moderate income housing 

At the time the moderate income housing element of the general plan was adopted in 2007, there 

were about 60 accessory apartments registered with the city.  That number has increased to 118 

currently registered accessory apartments.  That is an average of 8.3 additional units per year 

since 2007. 



10-9a-408(2)(d) Efforts made by the city to coordinate moderate income housing 

plans and actions with neighboring municipalities 

Because of Alpine City’s character as a rural bedroom community with little economic development 

bordered mostly by undeveloped and Forest Service land, it has relied heavily on neighboring 

municipalities in both Utah and Salt Lake counties to facilitate the needs of moderate income 

households.  Alpine simply doesn’t have the commercial activity or other features such as colleges 

and universities that generate moderate income jobs and the corresponding need for moderate 

income housing.  It also lacks the infrastructure, such as public transportation, that moderate 

income populations require. 

 



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

SUBJECT:  Questar HP Gas Line Replacement – Alignment through Burgess Park 

FOR CONSIDERATION ON:  January 13, 2015 

PETITIONEER: Questar Gas 

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Approve proposed alignment of HP gas main. 

APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: N/A 

PETITION IN COMPLIANCE WITH ORDINANCE: N/A 

INFORMATION: Questar Gas in finalizing the alignment of the HP gas line replacement throughout 
the City.  The existing HP gas line runs through two of the newer baseball fields and a playground in 
Burgess Park.  City Staff recommends that the alignment be changed to a location around the perimeter of 
the park and outside of the baseball fields.  Either alignment will impact some trees and some trail.  
Questar Gas will restore or replace what is disturbed by the construction. 

 RECOMMENDATION:  Approve the proposed alignment for the HP gas main in Burgess Park. 







ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

 

SUBJECT:  Budget Development Outline for the Fiscal Year 2015-2016 City Budget 

 

FOR CONSIDERATION ON:  January 13, 2015 

 

PETITIONER:  Rich Nelson, City Administrator, and Alice Winberg, City Chief Financial 

Officer 

 

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER:  For Council information and discussion 

 

INFORMATION:  Each year the City Council approves a fiscal year budget for the City.  

The City fiscal years run from July 1
st
 to June 30

th
.  Attached is a sheet outlining the 

monthly steps in the budget development process.  At the January 27
th

 City Council 

meeting a discussion will be held on City Council goals and objectives for the next fiscal 

year.  We will also discuss what Council and staff suggest are both the major and minor 

fiscal issues facing the City, the 5-Year Budget Plan, the assumptions attached to that plan 

and the Fund Balance goals for the Enterprise Funds and the Capital Improvement Fund.  

It has already been suggested by the Council that they would like to go out for bid for the 

outside audit; to go for bid for inspection services; and to have a discussion on the 

allocation of man hours for pressurized irrigation services.  If the Council has other ideas 

they would like to discuss in the budget process this would be a good time to bring them up. 

 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:   For Council information and discussion. 

 



January 

• Review fund balance goals 

• Update 5-year Budget Projections 

• Goals and levels of service identified.  

February 
• Departments create a blanced budget. 

March 

• Individual meetings with Mayor and City Council members to review 
balanced budget 

•  Incorporate Feedback 

April 
• City Council budget work session(s). 

May 

• Tentative Budget is presented to the City Council and public 
hearings take place 

June 
• Final Budget is adopted on or before June 22. 

July 
• New fiscal year starts on July 1 

 



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

SUBJECT:  Lambert Park South Trailhead Discussion 

FOR CONSIDERATION ON:  January 13, 2015 

PETITIONEER: City Staff 

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Discuss potential for construction of a 

trailhead at the south end of Lambert Park. 

APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: N/A 

PETITION IN COMPLIANCE WITH ORDINANCE: N/A 

INFORMATION: With the sewer line under construction through Lambert Park for the Box Elder 

South development, sewer service will soon be available for this area.  The City has discussed in the past 

the idea of constructing a trailhead at the south end of Lambert Park, including a small parking area and 

restroom.  Since a portion of this area will be disturbed with the construction of the sewer line, City Staff 

thought it might be a good time to discuss the trailhead again.  If the City Council is in favor of the idea, 

then details for the proposal can be prepared and sent through the process for approval.  Potential funding 

should also be discussed.   

 RECOMMENDATION:  Discuss the idea of a trailhead at the south end of Lambert Park. 



Lambert Park
South Trailhead/Parking Lot Concept ·

Conceptual Parking Lot

Restroom


