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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

NOTICE is hereby given that the CITY COUNCIL of Alpine City, Utah will hold a meeting on Tuesday, January 10, 2017
at 6:00 p.m. at Alpine City Hall, 20 North Main, Alpine, Utah as follows:

. CALL MEETING TO ORDER*

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

1. RETURN TO OPEN MEETING at 7:00 pm.

A. Roll Call:* Mayor Sheldon Wimmer
B. Prayer: Roger Bennett
C. Pledge of Allegiance: By Invitation

1IV. PUBLIC COMMENT: The public may comment on items that are not on the agenda.
V. CONSENT CALENDAR

A pprove minutes of the December 13, ITy Council meetin

B. esolution IND. -03, Dissolution of the Nor ah County AdQuifer Association and terminating
Interlocal Agreement.

C. esolution IND. 04, Authorization 1o execute the Interlocal Agreement creating

County Aquifer Council.

VI. REPORTS AND PRESENTATION
A. Financial Report — Alice Winberg

VII.  ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. [Creekside Estates, Plat A MInor subdivision, Final Approval — Tom & shelby Andraj The Council will
consider final approval to the proposed two-lot subdivision located on Matisse Lane in the CR-20,000 zone.

B. Bummit Pointe Concept and Preliminary Plans — IVlark WEells & Taylor smith] The Council will review the
proposed four-lot subdivision located on 32.93 acres in the CR-40,000 zone to be accessed by Lakeview Drive.

C. [Parks Maintenance Building Site Plan][The City Council will provide their input for the conceptual site plan
of the proposed parks maintenance building located at 545 East 300 North in preparation for a public hearing.

D. rdinance NO. UL, Amendments 1o the Fence Ordinance (section 3.21.6]] The proposed amendment
will require a distance of four feet between the backside of a retaining wall and a fence and not allow a fence on
top of a wall on the same plane to exceed nine feet.

E. [rdinance No. 2017-0Z, Amendment to the Financial Responsibility Ordinance (Article 4.10]] The
proposed amendment will reduce the amount of a performance bond for a subdivision from 120% to 110%.
F. esolution INO. UL, Murdock Connector Road to provide east/west access by Developmental Center
G. [Resolution No. -0Z, Authorizing Application Tor Pressurized Irrigation IMeter Gran
VIIl. STAFF REPORTS
IX. COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
X. EXECUTIVE SESSION: Discuss litigation, property acquisition, the profession character, conduct or competency

of personnel.
ADJOURN
*Council Members may participate electronically by phone.

Sheldon Wimmer
January 6, 2017

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) 756-6347 x 4.

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING. The undersigned duly appointed recorder does hereby certify that the above agenda notice was
on the bulletin board located inside City Hall at 20 North Main and 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.
e All comments must be recognized by the Chairperson and addressed through the microphone.

e 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.

o  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.

e  Keep comments constructive and not disruptive.

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

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

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

e 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.

e 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
Alpine City Hall, 20 N. Main, Alpine, UT
December 13, 2016
I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER: The meeting was called to order at 5:15 pm by Mayor Sheldon Wimmer.

A. Roll Call: The following were present:

Mayor Sheldon Wimmer
Council Members: Lon Lott, Roger Bennett, Ramon Beck

I1. EXECUTIVE SESSION: Discuss the professional character, conduct, or competency of personnel.

MOTION: Ramon Beck moved to go to Executive Session for the purpose of discussing personnel. Lon Lott
seconded. Ayes: 3 Nays: 0. Motion passed. Ramon Beck, Lon Lott, Roger Bennett voted aye. Motion passed.

Kimberly Bryant and Troy Stout arrived later during the Executive Session.
I11. OPEN SESSION: The Council returned to open session at 7:15 pm.
A. Roll Call: The following Councilmembers were present and constituted a quorum:
Mayor Sheldon Wimmer
Council Members: Lon Lott, Kimberly Bryant, Roger Bennett, Ramon Beck, Troy Stout
Staff: Shane Sorensen, Charmayne Warnock, Jason Bond, Alice Winberg
Others: Greg Ogden, Carla Merrill, Paul Kroff, Loraine Lott, Sylvia Christiansen, Wade Budge, Mike Russon,

Courtney Heirtzlet

B. Prayer: Kimberly Bryant
C. Pledge of Allegiance: Carla Merrill

1V. PUBLIC COMMENT
Loraine Lott thanked the City Council and the City staff for the great job they had done all year.
V. CONSENT CALENDAR

A. Approve minutes of November 9, 2016 City Council meeting

B. Clarification on minutes of September 13, 2016

C. Purchase of Hooklift Truck - $73,099.80

D. Bond Release — Three Falls Phase | water tank - $121,562.00

The Council reviewed the proposed correction to a motion made by Troy Stout at the meeting of September 13,

2016 regarding the Alpine Ridge PRD. The motion was clarified to state that the soccer field would be built before
the first lot was built out in the phase in which the soccer field would be located, not in the first phase of the entire

development. Troy Stout said he agreed with the clarification to his motion.

MOTION: Lon Lott moved to approve the Consent Calendar. Ramon Beck seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Lon Lott,

Ramon Beck, Troy Stout, Roger Bennett, Kimberly Bryant voted aye. Motion passed.
VI. REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS

A. Utah Lake, Timpanogos Special Service District (TSSD) Report: Mayor Wimmer said the TSSD

Report from Dale Ihrke had been included in the packet for the Council to review and asked if there were comments.

CC December 13, 2016
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Shane Sorensen said that he and Roger Bennett had attended a TSSD meeting in October where they discussed the
algae problem in Utah Lake, and the likelihood of implementing a program to reduce the phosphorus in the lake.
There were some who believed the phosphorus was responsible for the algae problem. It would cost millions of
dollars for waste water treatment plants to build facilities to treat the phosphorus. That cost would be passed on to
the users. Mr. Sorensen said there were other people in the waste industry who felt phosphorous was not the cause of
the algae problem. They were concerned that the treatment plants would be required to spend millions of dollars to
implement a program to treat the phosphorous, and it may not help because it may not be the source of the problem.

Roger Bennett said some of the phosphorus was naturally occurring. Ramon Beck said the water levels were low
and the weather was hot and that could also contribute to the algae growth.

Shane Sorensen said some of the sewer districts had hired lobbyists to work with the state. Whatever they decided to
do, the cost of cleaning up the lake would be passed onto the users.

Sheldon Wimmer said it was estimated that it could cost $18 a month per household to implement the program. He
said there was a chance that he would be on the steering committee. They were concerned that there would be
people on the committee that didn’t represent the public or didn’t take into consideration that the phosphorus was
naturally occurring in the lake. They needed to determine if the phosphorus was really coming from the sewer plants
or if it was naturally occurring.

Shane Sorensen said that if they decided storm water discharge was affecting the lake, the cities may have to sample
and treat the storm water before it was discharged into the lake, which would also be very costly.

Troy Stout asked if this was a federal issue or state issue. Sheldon Wimmer said the lake itself was state owned but
the EPA was involved in water quality.

VIl. ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. Audit Report for Fiscal Year 2015-16 — Independent Auditor Greg Ogden. Mr. Ogden said there
was only one finding this year which was that the street impact fees had not been spent by the end of the fiscal year.
The fees had to be spent within six years after collection or they had to be refunded. He said he had spoken with
Shane Sorensen who said they would take care of it.

Mr. Ogden said the City was doing very well financially. There was only one area of concern and that was in the
water department. The City was spending more than it was taking in but the City had recently raised the water rates
so that may remedy the problem. He noted that even with the deficit in the governmental water activity, there was
enough revenue from the business activities or taxes and interest that they showed a $30,000 profit.

In regard to the unassigned fund balance, which had to be between 5% and 25%, the City was at 19% this year. It
was under the maximum allowed amount of 25% but it was still very good. The City was in very good shape in the
general fund and the capital improvement fund. There was no time frame in which they had to spend that money.

The operating income showed a loss for water and for storm drainage. They would need to keep an eye on those. He
said one really good thing was the City’s long-term debt. They had only one bond which was the water bond for 3.6
million dollars. The payments were $350,000 a year and they had about ten years left on payments. He said it was
impressive for the City to have only one bond with the amount of growth they’d had. He said Alpine was to be
commended for keeping their debt under control.

Mr. Ogden thanked the finance director Alice Winberg and other staff members for their help on the audit.
Lon Lott thanked Alice Winberg for her help in answering his questions on the audit report.
Sheldon Wimmer said that at the beginning of next year they were going to take action on delinquent water bills,

which had been piling up. They would send a notice to the resident when they were 30 days late on their bill then
shut off the water after six days if they didn’t respond. There would be a $70 fee to hook up again and they would
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need to be on direct deposit. He said the amount of delinquent water bills in August was $30,000 and it had climbed
to almost $40,000.

B. Steve White Utility Bill — Request for a reduction due to a water leak. Mr. White was not present so
this item was tabled until the end of the meeting. Sheldon Wimmer said that according to ordinance, the City
Council acted as the board of equalization on these matters.

C. Ordinance No. 2016-21, Changing the composition of the Planning Commission. Mayor Wimmer
said he had proposed changing the quorum for the Planning Commission from four members to three members
because they’d had a problem with attendance. In the last year, they had to cancel three meetings because there
weren’t enough members present to make a quorum. However, the Planning Commission had recommended against
changing the quorum to three members.

Jason Bond said the Planning Commission had discussed it and said they would show up and have better attendance.
They had two new members who replaced one of the members who had difficulty attending, so it should be better.

Sheldon Wimmer said that since the Planning Commission recommended leaving the ordinance as currently written,
they would leave it that way. If attendance became a problem, they would bring it back.

D. PUBLIC HEARINGS

¢ Amendment to the Storm Water Management Article of the Municipal Code, Part 14-405 (5) Clean
Streets.
e Summit Pointe Subdivision Concept Plan — Taylor Smith and Mark Wells.

Shane Sorensen explained that part of the code on storm water management required curb ramps during
construction. The code currently allowed gravel, wood, asphalt or steel. The gravel hadn’t worked very well because
it would migrate and end up in the storm drain. The amendment would eliminate gravel as an option for a curb ramp.

Mayor Wimmer asked for public comment. There was none.

Regarding the Summit Pointe subdivision public hearing, Jason Bond said the City Council didn’t usually hold
public hearings for the concept plans but he been out of the country and no public hearing was scheduled for the
Planning Commission meeting where it was discussed. He spoke with the City Attorney and Mayor who agreed he
could schedule the hearing for the following City Council meeting.

Since that time, some questions about the revised concept plan for Summit Pointe had been raised and the
developers chose to not have it on the City Council agenda. However, the hearing was already scheduled and
noticed in the newspaper so the public hearing was included on the agenda, but it was not on the agenda for
discussion.

Mr. Bond did offer a little history about the Summit Pointe subdivision. It was previously called Eagle Pointe
subdivision with 13 lots. The developers had received preliminary approval for Eagle Pointe and had applied for a
final plat review, then decided to redesign the development to show only four lots, and rename it. All lots would
have frontage on 600 North and would be accessed by a long, shared driveway from the end of Lakeview Drive.
There was a question about whether or not the new design would landlock a property owner adjacent to the proposed
development. Jason Bond said the Planning Commission would review the concept at a later meeting and another
public hearing would be scheduled.

E. Ordinance No. 2016-25, Amendment to the Storm Water Management Article of the Municipal
Code, Part 14-405 (5) Clean Streets.

MOTION: Lon Lott moved to approve Ordinance No. 2016-25, Amending Storm Water Management Part 14-405

(5) Clean Streets. Ramon Beck seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Lon Lott, Kimberly Bryant, Roger Bennett, Ramon
Beck, Troy Stout voted aye. Motion passed.

CC December 13, 2016
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F. Alpine Ridge Subdivision, Concept Plan — Paul Kroff: Jason Bond said the Planning Commission
had reviewed the concept plan at their meeting on December 6, 2016 and made the following recommendation to the
City Council.

The Developer consider modifying or eliminating “Lot 71

The Developer change the name of the subdivision.

The Developer consider changing roads and how they exit so close to the Russon property.
The Developer consider the soccer park and parking.

The Developer consider the placement and alignment of the trails.

The Developer consider adding trail access in Phase 1.

ouprwdE

Jason Bond said the proposed development was the result of the Oberee Annexation and for the most part was
designed according to the Development Agreement.

Lot 71 was an issue because it was located on top of the hill rather than clustered with the other lots. Staff felt that it
didn’t meet the intent of the PRD Ordinance which called for the clustering of homes in order to provide both visual
and actual open space in sensitive areas and keep homes off the ridgelines.

The Planning Commission recommended that Lot 71 be modified or eliminated. The Fire Marshal had looked at lot
71 and the driveway leading to it and submitted a letter to the Council stating that a home up there would be
accessible in the event of a fire, and fire flow would be adequate.

Lon Lott said that during the annexation process, they discussed at length the preservation of open space. When they
worked on density they tried to meet the PRD vision of having the homes clustered lower down and the higher parts
would be undeveloped. He said lot 71 could be somewhere but not up on the hill. It was his understanding that the
intent of the PRD Ordinance was to keep the hillsides free of homes.

Troy Stout agreed that lot 71 did not meet the spirit of the PRD Ordinance. The Council discussed the possibility of
moving the lot lower down and adjusting the parking area near the trail head.

Paul Kroff said Alpine City had some of the best hillside protection ordinances in Utah County. He felt the location
of lot 71 conformed with Alpine City’s ordinance.

Wade Budge, Mr. Kroff’s attorney, said he echoed what Paul Kroff had said. Alpine City did have great ordinances.
They had applied the standards to the proposed subdivision and felt it complied. He said they were willing to modify
the lot but did not want to eliminate it. He said the home wouldn’t be seen from Fort Canyon. They had the letter
from the fire department saying there wouldn’t be a problem with it. He said he felt there was a significant benefit to
providing a public trail head, which would be lost if they were compelled to take the lot off the hill.

Troy Stout said another issue was illumination. There was a growing concern about light pollution. How would that
contribute to light pollution if the house on the hillside was illuminated? Mr. Budget said they would work with their
engineers on it. Roger Bennett said the house could be a one story house to minimize the visual impact of house up
on the hill.

G. Annual Meeting Schedule for 2017. The Council reviewed the proposed schedule of City Council
and Planning Commission meetings for 2017. The Planning Commission had already made some adjustment to their
schedule and approved it. Troy Stout suggested they eliminate the second City Council meeting in November.

MOTION: Troy Stout moved to eliminate the City Council meeting scheduled for November 28™ and approve the
Annual Meeting Schedule. Ramon Beck seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0. Troy Stout, Ramon Beck, Roger Bennett, Lon
Lott voted aye. Motion passed. Kimberly Bryant had left earlier in the meeting and was not present at the time of the
motion.

H. Resolution No. R2016-10, Updating Construction Specifications for Public Improvements: Shane

Sorensen said the constructions specification for public improvements were updated every five years. There were
quite a few changes since 2012.
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MOTION: Lon Lott moved to approve Resolution No. R2016-10 updating the specifications for public
improvements. Roger Bennett seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0. Lon Lott, Roger Bennett, Ramon Beck, Troy Stout voted
aye. Motion passed. Kimberly Bryant was not present at the time of the motion.

I. Steve White — Request to waive or reduce utility bill. Mr. White was not present but the Council
agreed to discuss his request to have his water bill waived or reduced due to a water leak.

Mr. White lived at 398 N. Matterhorn Drive. In 2015 he had a water leak and requested that his water bill be waived.
Since it was an outside leak, staff had forgiven $763.69 which was the entire amount in excess of his usual use.

In 2016, Steve White had another water leak and was requesting that his water bill of $1,075.00 be waived or
reduced. This was also an outdoor leak but in a different location.

Lon Lott said that the Audit Report had shown that the City had a deficit of almost $40,000 in the water department
because water revenue was not keeping up with the expenses. That was something to consider in connection with
Mr. White’s request to waive or reduce his water bill. He said that in his line of work, he was called out to fix a lot
of leaks. Since it was an outside leak behind the house, there seemed to be a valid reason for why Mr. White didn’t
know he had a leak until he got his water bill. Park of the problem was that the meters were not read monthly so a
leak could go on for some time until it was discovered.

Shane Sorensen said the two systems the City was looking at to read meters monthly would definitely help eliminate
problems like this. If someone had flow for 24 hours, that information would be relayed to the City who could then
notify the homeowner that he had a possible leak. He said that of the ten homes in which they had installed the
meters on a trial basis, four of them had potential leaks. He also commented that there had to be a point at which the
City couldn’t write off people’s bills. Some cities allowed one leak. Mr. White had already had one water bill
written off by staff. The second leak came to the City Council because they acted as a board of equalization in these
matters.

Ramon Beck said he and Roger Bennett had discussed it earlier and thought they could reduce the bill by half.

Lon Lott said he wanted to establish some kind of policy for water leaks so they were treating everyone the same.
They couldn’t be waiving some people’s bills and making others pay for their leaks.

Sheldon Wimmer said that in January they were going to start enforcing the ordinance on delinquent water bills.
Currently the City was carrying a debt of over $36,000 in unpaid water bills. He planned to let the citizens know in
the January Newsline that the City would be enforcing the ordinance on delinquent water bills.

MOTION: Ramon Beck moved to reduce 50% of the excess of Steve White’s water bill as calculated by his
average water bill. Troy Stout seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0. Ramon Beck, Troy Stout, Roger Bennett, Lon Lott voted
aye. Motion passed. Kimberly Bryant was not present.

J. Alpine City Hall Art Work: Charmayne Warnock said she had contacted Mary Ann Judd Johnson to
see if she would be willing to negotiate the sale of some of her art work since they had only been able to raise a
portion of the asking price. Mrs. Johnson said she would be willing to sell six or seven paintings for the $6,000 they
had raised thus far. Charmayne Warnock asked the Council to choose the six or seven paintings they liked best and
the rest of the painting would go back to the artist.

VIIl. STAFF REPORTS
Jason Bond said they were expecting to hold a public hearing on the Summit Pointe subdivision at the next Planning
Commission meeting. They would also be discussing the Annexation Policy Plan to include the Alpine Cove

subdivision and Schoolhouse Springs.

Shane Sorensen said that a year ago, Draper City had approached the City had let them know that they planned to
put up a gate and some rock on the Hog Hollow Road to block access. They would give Alpine City a key if they
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had to get through. He noted that the property owner by Summit Point was probably accessing their property by that
road. He also reported that the mediation had been moved to December 19™ and 20,

IX. COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

Lon Lott said he had attended the Draper City public hearing regarding the sale of about 50 acres of surplus open
space to a developer. It bordered Highland City and Alpine City. The concept plan showed several hundred homes
and would connect to Highland City streets. Mr. Lott said he attended because he was contacted by a group in
Highland who wanted to know what Alpine City’s plans were. He said there were a lot of people from Highland and
the Suncrest area who commented and were opposed to the high density and increased traffic from the proposed
development. Draper’s response to the comments were that they had contacted Highland City and the county and
asked them if they wanted to buy the land but no one was interested. Draper City said they needed the money to take
care of other obligations. Mr. Lott said the issue was tabled. He said the interesting thing about Draper’s public
hearing was that they allowed each individual only three minutes to comment. They had a timer and at the end of
three minutes, it beeped.

Troy Stout asked when they were going to connect the trails in Lambert Park and Three Falls to Corner Canyon.
Shane Sorensen said they trails were going in, but with all the construction going on up there, it wasn’t a safe place
to be. But the trails were being constructed.

Mayor Wimmer reported on the following.

e Lehi had contacted him and said there were interested in having Schoolhouse Spring annexed into Alpine.
The Annexation Agreement would state that it would remain as undeveloped watershed. The springs near
the base would probably need to be protected with fencing.

e  The County Commission had rezoned the Melby property to TRS5.

e He had contacted the Forest Service about the shooting range east of town, and the concern that errant
bullets may hit someone since the Lambert Park was heavily used. He was told there wasn’t much the
Forest Service could do. He proposed that the City could rock off the road access from the water tank to the
Forest Service boundary which might discourage some shooting.

Troy Stout said he would like to see the federal government designate a buffer zone between city boundaries and
forest service land. Sheldon Wimmer said that issue had been through the courts but never succeeded.

EXECUTIVE SESSION: None held.

MOTION: Troy Stout moved to adjourn. Ramon Beck seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0 Troy Stout, Ramon Beck, Roger
Bennett, Lon Lott voted aye. Motion passed.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 pm.
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Resolution No. R2017-03 — Dissolution of the North Utah County Aquifer
Association and Terminating the Interlocal Agreement

FOR CONSIDERATION ON: January 10, 2017
PETITIONEER: City Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Approve resolution for dissolution of the
NUCAA and terminating the interlocal
agreement.

APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: N/A
PETITION IN COMPLIANCE WITH ORDINANCE: N/A

INFORMATION: The North Utah County Aquifer Association (NUCAA) was a legal entity created in
2009 to obtain federal funding to complete a feasibility study for aquifer recharge and recovery. The
study has been completed the board felt that dissolving NUCAA and forming a non-legal entity to keep
the group together was more feasible. By approving this resolution, the Council will approve terminating
the current interlocal agreement.

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Resolution No. R2017-03 and terminate the NUCAA Interlocal
agreement.




RESOLUTION NO. R2017-03

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF THAT
CERTAIN INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT PROVIDING FOR THE
DISSOLUTION OF THE NORTH UTAH COUNTY AQUIFER
ASSOCIATION AND TERMINATING THE INTERLOCAL
AGREEMENT CREATING THESAME

WHEREAS, by Interlocal Agreement dated December 9, 2009 (the “Association
Interlocal Agreement "), the Central Utah Water Conservancy District (the “District”), and
certain northern Utah County cities, including Pleasant Grove City, American Fork City,
Highland City, Alpine City, Lehi City, and Saratoga Springs City (the “Cities”), created the
North Utah County Aquifer Association (the “Association’ ), for the purpose of performing a
feasibility study of the potential for recharging the groundwater in northern Utah County in
accordance with the Utah Groundwater Recharge and Recovery Act; and

WHEREAS, the feasibility study having been completed in May, 2012, the District and
the Cities, as the members of the Association, have now unanimously determined it to be in
their collective best interest to terminate the Association Interlocal Cooperation Agreement and
dissolve the Association; and

WHEREAS, the Cities and the District have to determined it to be in their collective best
interest to enter into a new Interlocal Agreement (the “North Utah County Aquifer Council
Interlocal Agreement” ), the purpose of which is to create, in place of the Association, an
interlocal council (the “North Utah County Aquifer Council”), as a non-legal entity, the purpose
and function of which is to study, encourage, review, coordinate, and assist in facilitating the
ongoing planning, funding, and development of groundwater resources by its members,
including possible recharge and recovery projects, in northern Utah County; it being the
express purpose and intent of the District and the Cities, however, that all such projects be
financed, designed, constructed, operated and maintained by the Cities and/or the District,
individually or collectively, as the case may be, pursuant to separate interlocal agreements
related to each such project; and

WHEREAS, the Association Interlocal Agreement provides that said agreement may be
terminated, at any time, upon the unanimous consent of its members;

NOW THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:

1. The City Council of _ Alpine City  hereby consents to, and the City is hereby
authorized to execute, that certain Interlocal Agreement Terminating the Interlocal
Agreement Creating the North Utah County Aquifer Association and Dissolving the
Association, a copy of which is attached hereto.

2. This Resolution shall be effective immediately upon execution hereof.

{01081525-1}



PASSED AND APPROVED this day of ,

2017.

By: Alpine City Mayor

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate copy of a resolution adopted by the
City Council

of __ Alpine City on , 2017.

By: Alpine City Recorder

{01081525-1}



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Resolution No. R2017-04 — Authorization to Execute the Interlocal Agreement
Creating the North Utah County Aquifer Council

FOR CONSIDERATION ON: January 10, 2017
PETITIONEER: City Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Approve resolution for creating the North Utah
County Council

APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: N/A
PETITION IN COMPLIANCE WITH ORDINANCE: N/A

INFORMATION: The North Utah County Aquifer Association (NUCAA) was a legal entity created in
2009 to obtain federal funding to complete a feasibility study for aquifer recharge and recovery. The
study has been completed the board felt that dissolving NUCAA and forming a non-legal entity to keep
the group together was more feasible. By approving this resolution, the Council will approve the creation
of the North Utah County Aquifer Council.

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Resolution No. R2017-04 creating the North Utah County Aquifer
Council.




RESOLUTION NO. R2017-04

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF
THAT CERTAIN INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT
CREATING THE NORTH UTAH COUNTY AQUIFER COUNCIL,
ACCORDING TO THE TERMS THEREOF, AND RELATED MATTERS

WHEREAS, ___ Alpine City s a political subdivision created under the Municipal Code of the
State of Utah for the purpose, among other things, of constructing water works and securing, providing
and protecting a municipal water supply for its citizens, including extraterritorial jurisdiction with respect
to the same; and

WHEREAS, the City recognizes the critical inter-relationship between the groundwater and surface
water sources of supply in northern Utah County, and has a considerable interest in the management,
protection and conjunctive development of these water resources among those holding and owning rights
in and to the use of the water developed from these sources of water supply; and

WHEREAS, in April, 2003, the City entered into an interlocal agreement with Central Utah Water
Conservancy District (the “District”), and certain cities situated in northern Utah County, the State of
Utah, and the United States Geological Survey, which provided for updated groundwater flow model and
related groundwater resource studies pertaining to the applicable groundwater aquifers in northern Utah
County, which have been completed and published in 2008 and 2009 reports; and

WHEREAS, by Interlocal Agreement dated December 9, 2009 (the “Association Interlocal
Agreement”), the District and certain northern Utah County cities, including Pleasant Grove City,
American Fork City, Highland City, Alpine City, Lehi City, and Saratoga Springs City (the “Cities”™),
created the North Utah County Aquifer Association (the “Association”), for the purpose of performing a
feasibility study as to the potential for recharging the groundwater in northern Utah County in accordance
with the Utah Groundwater Recharge and Recovery Act; and

WHEREAS, the feasibility study having been completed in May, 2012, the District and the Cities,
as the members of the Association, have now unanimously determined it to be in their collective best
interest to terminate the Association Interlocal Cooperation agreement and dissolve the Association; and

WHEREAS, the Cities and the District have to determined to enter into a new Interlocal Agreement
(the “North Utah County Aquifer Council Interlocal Agreement”), a copy of which is attached hereto, the
purpose of which is to create, in place of the Association, an interlocal council (the “North Utah County
Aquifer Council”), as a non-legal entity, the purpose and function of which is to study, encourage, review,
coordinate, and assist in facilitating the ongoing planning, funding, and development of groundwater
resources by its members, including possible recharge and recovery projects, in northern Utah County; it
being the express purpose and intent of the District and the Cities, however, that all such projects be
financed, designed, constructed, operated and maintained by the Cities and/or the District, individually or
collectively, as the case may be, pursuant to separate interlocal agreements related to each such project;

NOW THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED as follows:

1. Shane Sorensen _is hereby authorized to become a member of the North Utah County
Aquifer Council, to participate on its governing board, to act as the designated Council Administrator, and
to execute the North Utah County Aquifer Council Interlocal Agreement creating and governing for the
same, in accordance with the terms thereof.

{01063598-1}



2. _ Shane Sorensen is hereby appointed to serve as the Member representative on the
Council

on behalf of the City, with __Jed Muhlestein to serve as the alternate Member representative.

3. This Resolution shall be effective immediately upon execution hereof.

PASSED AND APPROVED this day of , 2017.

By: Alpine City Mayor

CERTIFICATION
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate copy of a resolution adopted by the City

Council of on , 2017.

By: Alpine City Recorder

{01063598-1}



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
SUBJECT: Creek Side Estates Minor Subdivision
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: 10 January 2016
PETITIONER: Tom and Shelby Andra
ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Approve the Minor Subdivision
APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: Article 4.5 (Minor Subdivision)

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The proposed Creek Side Estates minor subdivision located on Matisse Lane includes 2
lots on a site that is 1.9 acres. The site is located in the CR-20,000 zone. The applicants
are also working on a boundary line adjustment with the Alpine Cottages Home Owners
Association. This needs to be done to swap property with private open space to acquire
the necessary frontage on a public street.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

Bryce Higbee moved to recommend approval of the proposed Creekside Estates Minor
Subdivision Concept Plan with the following conditions:

1. The Developer finalize and record the Alpine cottages plat amendment
that reflects the private open space boundary line adjustment.

2. The Developer meets the water policy.

3. The Developer provides a construction cost estimate for bonding purposes.

Carla Merrill seconded the motion. The motion passed with 5 Ayes and 0 Nays. Bryce
Higbee, David Fotheringham, Steve Cosper, Carla Merrill, and John Gubler all voted Aye.




Date: December 14, 2016
By: Jed Mubhlestein, P.E.
Assistant City Engineer

Subject: Creek Side Estates Minor Subdivision—- ENGINEER’S REVIEW
2 Lots on 1.93 Acres, CR 20,000 Zone

ENGINEERING REVIEW

This is the engineering review for the proposed Creek Side Estates minor subdivision. The
proposed 1.93 acre development consists of 2 lots ranging in sizes from 0.642 to 1.271 acres.
The development is in the CR 20,000 zone near Matisse Lane and 200 North. A map was
prepared showing the proposed plan overlaid on existing city infrastructure, it is attached for
reference.

This is a minor subdivision that is creating two lots out of one existing lot of record. There will
be a small amount of right-of-way deeded to the City along 200 North where improvements
already exist.

To acquire the appropriate frontage for the second lot off Matisse Lane an exchange of private
open space is proposed between the Alpine Cottages PRD and the subject property. This will
require an amendment to the Alpine Cottages PRD Amd plat and each lot owner will need to
sign off on the proposed changes.

As for subdivision improvements, the only improvements that do not currently exist are
individual utility laterals for the new lot. Sewer, water, and pressurized irrigation services will
all be required. The water policy and a bond for these utilities will need to be taken care of prior
to the recordation of the plat. The Developer will need to provide a construction cost estimate to
the City so a bond letter can created.

The Flood Plain does run along the westerly boundary of the development. The lots are sized

sufficiently to contain greater than 20,000 square feet of area located outside the flood plain
(4.7.18).

E:\Engineering\Development\2017\Creek Side Estates Plat A (Minor Sub)\Creek Side Estates - Minor Sub 2016-12-14.doc



ENGINEERING RECOMENDATION
We recommend approval of the minor subdivision with the following conditions:

- The Developer meets the water policy
- The Developer provides a construction cost estimate for bonding purposes

E:\Engineering\Development\2017\Creek Side Estates Plat A (Minor Sub)\Creek Side Estates - Minor Sub 2016-12-14.doc
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
SUBJECT: Summit Pointe Concept and Preliminary Plan
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: 10 January 2016
PETITIONER: Mark Wells and Taylor Smith
ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Review and Provide Direction
APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: Article 4.6 (Major Subdivision)

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The proposed Summit Pointe subdivision includes a total of 4 lots ranging in size from
4.14 acres to 11.95 acres on a site that is approximately 32.9 acres. Three lots are new
while Lot 3 of Plat A of the Falcon Ridge PRD subdivision located at the southeast
corner of the proposed development will be vacated and added to the Summit Pointe
subdivision. The site is located in the CR-40,000 zone.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

David Fotheringham moved to approve the Summit Pointe Subdivision Concept Plan with the
following conditions:

1. The Developer work with the City concerning the trail indicated on the
Trails Master Plan going through the proposed subdivision.

2. The Property Owner and the City address the right of way access to the
north property.

3. A Building Permit not be given until offsite improvements are met.

John Gubler seconded the motion. The motion passed with 5 Ayes and 0 Nays. Bryce
Higbee, David Fotheringham, Steve Cosper, Carla Merrill, and John Gubler all voted Aye.




Excel Engineering, Inc. \
12 West 100 North, Suite 201 RECE
American Fork, UT 84003

December 21, 2016

Alpine City Council/Planning Commission
Alpine, UT 84004

Dear Alpine City Council,

This letter addresses the engineering feasibility of a public road access to the Hartvigsen
property, Utah County parcel #11:008:0003, coming across the southern property boundary
shared with Utah County parcel #11:017:0060, owned by Vista Meadows LLC.

The primary engineering constraints that apply to any contemplated public road in this
terrain are that 1) roads shall have a maximum slope of not more than 12%, and a
sustained grade of not more than 9% (Alpine City Development Code 4.7.9.2); 2)
horizontal and vertical curve requirements (ACDC 4.7.6.1 —2); 3) minimum minor road
width requirements with curb, gutter, and sidewalk (ACDC 4.7.4.6.3); and 4) retaining
wall requirements (ACDC 3.32).

After analyzing the characteristics of parcel #11:017:0060 I have concluded that it is not
possible to engineer a public road through the northern portion of this property that would
comply with the Alpine City road ordinances.

Because the natural terrain in this area is 20% slope or greater, it is not possible to build a
public road of 9% sustained grade or less without the use of a series of east — west
switchbacks which would extend along the entire length and upper half of the Vista
Meadows property. The switch backs would allow the road to have sustained grade
slopes of 9% but would require the use of extensive retaining walls that would not
comply with section ADC 3.32. (Specifically, the height and terracing requirements.)

Even if the city were to grant an exception to the height and terracing requirements of the
retaining walls used in any contemplated public road, the significant length and scope of the
switch backs would consume a large portion of the Vista Meadows property and would
likely create a destruction of the property's economic value.

It appears that access to the Hartvigsen property is more easily obtained from either the
east, west, or north. Access from the east or west can be done along existing contours
which would not require an elevation change. However, as I mentioned above, any
contemplated access from the south would be across 20% north — south contours that
would require switch backs and retaining walls that would not comply with city
ordinances.



The roadway is not feasible due to terrain and current city zoning requirement
constraints.

Sincerely,

d W. Peterson, P.E.
Principal Engineer



Lone Peak Fire District
LONE PEAK

e e, 5582 Parkway West
FRIRE

Highland, UT 84003
801-420-2529

Benjamin D. Bailey, MBA, EMTP
Fire Marshal / Battalion Chief

December 21, 2016

Jed Muhlestein
Assistant City Engineer
Alpine, UT

Re: Summit Pointe

Jed,

I have reviewed the proposed site plan for Summit Pointe. The following are areas of concern:

1) Fire Apparatus Access Road. According to IFC 2015, Chapter 5, the following must be adhered to.
- An approved driving surface capable of supporting a minimum weight of 75,000 lbs.
A minimum unobstructed width of 20> and height of 13.5’ maintained 7/365.
Any road longer than 750° needs special approval.
Tuming radius, minimum of 40°

Any road longer than 150’ shall be provided with a tumaround in accordance with IFC 2015 Table
D103 4.

Exceptions: The Fire Code Official is allowed to make modifications when a proper fire suppression system is installed
per NFPA 13 standards.

[+

caocgF

As required with other projects that are similar in nature, the Fire Department will require that compliance with 1(a)(b)(d)
& (e) show in the development plans. Prior to any structures being built, these items must be in place. In order to meet
1(c), any and all structure(s) must have fire sprinklers installed following NFPA 13 standards.

All other IFC 2015 codes must be adhered to as well. L.e. fire hydrant locations, structure distance from fire access, etc.

With these items in place, I believe that that intent of the fire code will be met.

e

Benjamin D. Bailey _’L)



Date: December 22, 2016

By: Jason Bond
City Planner
Subject: Planning and Zoning Review

Summit Pointe Concept Plan
North of Hog Hollow Rd & Matterhorn Dr Intersection— 4 lots on 32.93 acres

Background

The proposed Summit Pointe subdivision includes a total of 4 lots ranging in size from 4.14 acres to
11.95 acres on a site that is approximately 32.9 acres. Three lots are new while Lot 3 of Plat A of the
Falcon Ridge PRD subdivision located at the southeast corner of the proposed development will be
vacated and added to the Summit Pointe subdivision. The site is located in the CR-40,000 zone.

Lot Area and Width Requirements

The development shows all lots having frontage on Hog Hollow Road but being accessed from
Lakeview Drive with a shared private driveway. The width requirements appear to meet the
ordinance and the lot area requirements are more than adequate for the CR-40,000 zone.

Access

At the December 6™ Planning Commission meeting, a few concerns and questions were brought up
concerning access.

1.) Lakeview Drive currently appears to be a cul-de-sac and it is proposed to remain that way
with a shared private driveway accessing the four lots from the cul-de-sac. A concern was
expressed that Lakeview Drive was intended to be a stub street to the proposed Summit
Pointe property and if it were left as a cul-de-sac, it would be longer than the required length
(450 feet) for a cul-de-sac. After reviewing the records, Lakeview Drive was approved by the
City Council to be a cul-de-sac on August 12, 2003.

2.) The adjacent property owner to the north has expressed their concerns about maintaining
access to their property. Section 4.7.4.3 of the Subdivision Ordinance insures that adjacent
properties are not landlocked. This ordinance states:

3. Stub Streets (Amended by Ord. 96-08, 5/28/96; Amended by Ord. 2013-01, 1/15/13) Shall be
required to provide adequate circulation -- Temporary turnaround required in certain instances--
Subsequent development of adjacent property to incorporate.



(1) In order to facilitate the development of an adequate and convenient circulation
system within the City, and to provide access for the logical development of
adjacent vacant properties, the City shall, as a condition of approval, require the
subdivision plan to include one or more temporary dead end streets (stub streets)
which extend to the boundary of the parcel, and dedicate the right-of-way to the
property line to the City to insure that adjacent properties are not landlocked.

(2) All such stub streets shall be fully developed with full City street and utility improvements
to the boundary of the subdivision unless it can be shown by the applicant for the
subdivision that the need for a fully improved street does not have an essential link to a
legitimate government interest or that the requirement to fully improve the stub street is
not roughly proportionate, both in nature and extent to the impact of the proposed
subdivision on the City.

(3) Factors to be considered in determining whether or not the requirement to install a fully
improved street is considered proportionate may include but not be limited to:

e The estimated cost to improve the stub street;

o Whether or not the stub street will be essential to provide reasonable access to the
undeveloped parcel;

e The number of lots in the proposed subdivision that will be accessed from the
improved stub street;

e The estimated number of lots that can be developed in the future on the adjacent
undeveloped parcel through use of the stub street.

After receiving a recommendation by the Planning Commission, if the City Council
determines that the stub street need not be fully developed either because it does not further a
legitimate government interest or that the requirement is disproportionate to the impact of the
proposed subdivision on the City, then only the right-of-way for the stub street shall be
dedicated to the City and the requirement to improve the stub street shall be placed on the
undeveloped adjacent parcel as a condition of the development if the adjacent property is
ever developed.

(4) Any such stub street having a length of more than 150 feet or providing primary vehicular
access to one or more lots shall be terminated by an improved temporary turn-around
designed and constructed in accordance with the City Standards. Where any portion of
the temporary turn-around is to be located on private property, use of the portion located
on private property by the public shall be secured through the conveyance of an easement
for that purpose.

(5) Any plan for the subsequent development of the adjacent property shall provide for the
continuation of any such stub street and shall bear the burden of designing such stub street or
streets in accordance with City standards.

The Planning Commission will need to review the letter from the applicant’s Engineer
regarding the adjacent property access concerns and make a recommendation to the City
Council of what should be done.

General Remarks

Concerns about City access to the homes via the private shared driveway, irrigation of such large lots
and fire flow concerns have been addressed on the preliminary plat notes. The City Engineer and Fire



Marshall will need to verify if these concerns have been adequately addressed.

The Trail Master Plan indicates that there should be a trail through the property. There are no
proposed trails shown on the plan. The Planning Commission and City Council need to work with
the developer concerning the planned trails.

RECOMMENDATION

The Planning and Zoning Department recommends that the proposed Summit Pointe
subdivision concept plan be approved with the following conditions:

e The Developer work with the City concerning the trail indicated on the Trails Master Plan
going through the proposed subdivision.

e The Planning Commission make a recommendation to the City Council regarding access
to the adjacent property to the north.



Date: January 2, 2017
By: Jed Mubhlestein, P.E. g\ﬁfk
Assistant City Engineer

Subject: Summit Pointe Subdivision - ENGINEER’S CONCEPT & PRELIMINARY
REVIEW, 4 Lots on 32.93 Acres, CR 40,000 Zone

ENGINEERING REVIEW

The proposed Summit Pointe subdivision consists of 4 lots on 32.93 acres. The lots range in size
from 4.14 to 11.95 acres. Technically there are only 3 new lots as Lot 1 is amending the existing
Lot 3 of Falcon Ridge Plat A. The development is in the CR 40,000 zone near the west side of
Hog Hollow Road or 600 North. This proposal is a different plan for the Eagle Point
development that has been discussed in the past for the property. A map was prepared showing
the proposed plan overlaid on existing city infrastructure, it is attached for reference.

STREET SYSTEM

There are no new public roads proposed for the development. The proposed access consists of
one shared driveway that extends from the end of Lakeview Drive through city open space to
serve the development. There is an existing non-descriptive easement on the Falcon Ridge Plat
for access for this development.

During the previous Planning Commission meeting a question was asked if the existing portion
of Lakeview Drive was intended to be extended through to Hog Hollow. This existing section is
approximately 675 feet long, terminates as a cul-de-sac, and was specifically approved to be
permanent. See attached City Council minutes dated August 12, 2003. The proposed
development does not show any new street dedication and therefore the length of the existing
cul-de-sac remains unchanged. As proposed, ten homes would have access from the existing cul-
de-sac.

Shared driveways/private drives are seldom mentioned in the development code (3.18.7, 3.19.7);
the only mention of design requirements is that they be a minimum width of 20 feet. The drive is
proposed at 20 feet wide. In the absence of clear design criteria for such roads we defer to the
Fire Department regulations to ensure safe access for emergency personnel. The Fire Department
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has reviewed the plan and given recommendations concerning emergency vehicular access. A
letter from the Fire Marshal is attached and needs to be considered as part of the approval process
as it gives specific guidelines to follow.

UTILITIES

A detailed utility plan has been provided. In general, the utilities have been reviewed and found
to be in compliance with code and per Horrocks Engineer’s recommendations (attached). Each
will be discussed below.

Sewer System

There is an existing 8-inch sewer main in Hog Hollow shown to serve the development. A new
main line would connect to this and extend uphill to serve each lot. New 4-inch sewer laterals
are shown for each lot. The current City Open Space map shows the connection to Hog Hollow
crossing city open space. Section 3.16.6 of the Open Space ordinance mentions that
“construction and maintenance of City utilities shall be permitted.”

Culinary Water System

Due to its elevation, this development will need to be served by the Grove pressure zone. Each
lot has an area not far below the 5350 foot elevation, which is the highest elevation the existing
water system can serve and still provide the minimum 40 psi required by the ordinance. The only
connection available in this area is an existing 8-inch water line at the end of Lake View Drive.
Based on the water model (see attached letter), the 8-inch line would need to be upsized to 12-
inch, and that 12-inch line would need to be extended to Lot 3. This is reflected on the plans.
The remaining portions of the development would require an 8-inch line as shown.

It has been previously discussed that offsite improvements are required to maintain adequate fire
flows throughout the entire zone in which this development resides. Those improvements are the
Three Falls lower water tank with its associated waterline improvements in Fort Canyon and a
new watermain installation from the Grove tank to approximately 1450 N Grove Drive. The
Three Falls tank is currently under construction with the Fort Canyon improvements scheduled
for the summer of 2017. The Grove Drive water line project is associated with the development
of Steve Zolman’s property which just recently received concept approval and appears to be
progressing. To ensure adequate fire protection, building permits would not be issued for
this development until offsite improvements are complete.

The alignment of the water and pressurized irrigation lines crosses city open space. Like the
sewer main mentioned earlier, construction and maintenance of City utilities is a permitted use in
Open Space (3.16.6).
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The Fire Marshal has reviewed the development and that letter is attached. Of important note,
each home will be required to be sprinkled, a note has been placed on the plat for this
requirement. 1-inch water laterals will need to be constructed for each lot as shown on the plans.
City personnel will need unobstructed access to be able to read the water meters. A note is on
the plat restricting the use of a gate, only to be allowed if the City acquires automatic reading
meters in the future.

Pressurized Irrigation System

With previous development plans for this property we reviewed in detail and discussed many
options of how best to provide outdoor water for this development. We have concluded that
because this development is towards the upper end of the pressure zone and because we have
experienced some pressure issues in the Grove pressure zone in this area, that the best option
would be to require dry pressurized irrigation lines and services to be installed throughout this
development that could be used at some point in the future when improvements increase
operating pressures in this area. In this case, we would provide outdoor water for this
development through the culinary system with adjusted culinary water rates, similar to Box Elder
and parts of Willow Canyon. Since there is a relatively low demand on this water system as
opposed to that of the irrigation system, more consistent pressure can be provided for outdoor
use. A minimum 6-inch pressurized irrigation main would be required as shown on the plans
with 1-inch laterals to each new lot.

Lots 1 and 3 contain area above the 5350 elevation. The Public Works department frequently
gets low water pressure complaints from home owners who have landscaped above this
elevation. The Developer and Staff have discussed this issue; the result of these discussions is a
landscaping restriction be placed on the plat for the portions of these lots which are above the
5350 elevation. It is also recommended that each lot be restricted to 1 acre of landscaping. This
is reflected on the plat and would be monitored at the site plan application level during the
building permit process.

Storm Water Drainage System

Because there is no new public street system, the storm drain system is very simple consisting of
three culverts where existing drainages reside. Calculations for the culverts have been provided
and are approved.

A storm water pollution prevention plan has been submitted for the site addressing best
management practices that will be implemented to control erosion on the site during and after
construction. A Land Disturbance and UPDES Permit would be required prior to construction.
All disturbed areas will be revegetated. When residential construction occurs, each lot will be
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required to retain the 90™ percentile storm event.
General Subdivision Remarks

The existing water and pressurized irrigation services for Lot 3 of Falcon Ridge Plat A will need
removed and capped at the main line. This is shown on the plans.

The developer indicated on the application that a request will be made to meet the water policy
with cash in lieu of water rights. This will be a condition of final approval.

The developer has previously submitted environmental and geotechnical studies for prior
proposals on the property. We accept these studies for this proposal and they are included
herewith. We recommend the documents be kept on file and disclosed to potential lot buyers.
Please note that a separate review letter from the Planner was also done for the development.

ENGINEERING RECOMENDATION

We recommend that Concept and Preliminary approval of the proposed development be
approved with the follows conditions:

Building permits are not released until the stated off-site improvements are
complete
- The Fire Marshal approves the development
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 8-12-2003
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Falcon Ridge Subdivision

FOR CONSIDERATION ON: August 12, 2003

PETITIONER: Steve Langdon

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Reinstatement of Plat

APPLICABLE ORDINANCE/STATUTE: PRD

PETITION IN COMPLIANCE WITH ORDINANCE: Yes

INFORMATION: The City Council at their meeting of June 12, 2001 reinstated the
Falcon Ridge Plat containing 5 lots. The developer has made changes discussed at the
latest Planning Commission meeting and is requesting 5 lots. This approval has now
expired and the Developer is requesting reinstatement of the Falcon Ridge Plat. The
Planning Commission at their meeting of August 5, 2003 recommended reinstatement of

the Falcon Ridge Plat with the addition that the cul-de-sac on Lakeview Drive would be
permanent.

[RECOMMENDED MOTION: __ That the Falcon Ridge Subdivision Plat be reinstated]
with the provision that the Lakeview Drive cul-de-sac be a]
lpermanent cul-de-sad,




9]:3'\“’5

28

MOTION: David Adams moved to extend the approval for the Lye Subdivision for six months
subject to the following notations:

The Fire Chief approve the location of the existing fire hydrant

The water palicy be met

An Escrow Bond guaranteeing installation of the improvements be posted

. Curb and gutter profiles be submitted

. The surveyor stamp be included on the Plat

. That it meet all current ordinances.

Thomas Whitchurch seconded. Ayes: David Adams, Mel Clement, Kent Hastings and Thomas
Whitchurch. Nays: 0. Motion passed.

S

G. FALCON RIDGE SUBDIVISION ~ REAPPROVAL. Ted Stillman said the City
Council at their meeting of June 12, 2001 reinstated the Falcon Ridge Plat containing five lots. The
developer has made changes discussed at the latest Planning Commission meeting and is
requesting five lots. This approval has now expired and the developer is requesling reinstatement
of the plat. The Planning Commission at their meeling of August 5, 2003 recommended
reinstatement of the Falcon Ridge Plat with the addition that the cul-de-sac on Lakeview Drive be
permanent. The radius of the 50-foot cul-de-sac was discussed at length and Greg Kmetzsch
representing the Maintenance Department said that 50 feet would make for a tight turn with the
snowplow, but it could be done. Shane Sorensen recommended that we approve the 50-foot radius
for the cul-de-sac.

MOTION: Mel Clement moved to approve the Falcon Ridge Subdivision as presented and grant an
exception for a 50-foot radius cul-de-sac with a radius of 40 feet of asphalt with a design that is
acceptable to city staff which will minimize the slope in the cul-de-sac. David Adams seconded.
Ayes: David Adams, Mel Clement, Kent Hastings and Thomas Whitchurch. Nays: 0. Motion
passed.

H. DRY CREEK ORCHARDS SUBDIVISION — FINAL APPROVAL. Ted Stillman
said the developers of Dry Creek Estates Subdivision have submitted their Final Plat in accordance
with the revised Preliminary Plat that was previously approved. The City Council at their meeting of
July 8, 2003 agreed to condernn property for the off-site sewer and that condemnation was in
process,

MOTION: Thomas Whitchurch moved to grant Final Approval to Dry Creek Orchards subject to
the following:

1. That the offsite sewer easement be acquired prior to recordation of the plat

2. That the Fire Chief approve the fire hydrant location

3. That the City water policy be mel
David Adams seconded. Ayes: David Adams, Mel Clement, Kent Hastings and Thomas
Whitchurch. Nays: 0. Motion passed.

L PHEASANT RIDGE SUBDIVISION - FINAL APPROVAL. Ted Stillman said that
Pheasant Ridge Subdivision is located on Canyon Crest Road, Ridge Drive and Carlisle Lane. The
developer has adjusted his connection to Canyon Cresl so that a street offset is not required. The
Planning Commission recommended Final approval al lheir meeting of July 15, 2003,

MOTION: David Adams moved to grant Final Approval to the Pheasant Ridge Subdivision with the
following conditions:

1. The Fire Chief will approve the location of the fire hydrants

2. Verify thal there are sufficient water rights to meet the water policy

3. Correct the redlines on the plat and construction drawings

4, The parcel on Canyon Crest will be included in lot No. 3 and will be landscaped and



FIRE MARSHAL LETTER
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Lone Peak Fire District
5582 Parkway West
Highland, UT 84003

801-420-2529

Benjamin D. Balley, MBA, EMTP
Fire Marshal / Battalion Chief

December 21, 2016

Jed Muhlestein
Assistant City Engineer
Alpine, UT

Re: Summit Pointe

Jed,

I have reviewed the proposed site plan for Summit Pointe. The following are areas of concern:

1) Fire Apparatus Access Road. According to LIFC 2015, Chapter 5, the following must be adhered to.
An approved driving surface capable of supporting a minimum weight of 75,000 Ibs.

A minimum unobstructed width of 20° and height of 13.5* maintained 7/365.

Any road longer than 750" needs special approval.

Tuming radius, minimum of 40

co0gw

Any road longer than 150" shall be provided with a tumaround in accordance with IFC 2015 Table
D103 4.

Exceptions: The Fire Code Official is allowed to make modifications when a proper fire suppression system is installed
per NFPA 13 standards.

As required with other projects that are similar in nature, the Fire Department will require that compliance with 1{(a)(b)d)
& (e) show in the development plans. Prior to any structures being built, these items must be in place. 1n order 1o meet
1(c), any and all structure(s) must have fire sprinklers installed following NFPA |3 standards.

All other IFC 2015 codes must be adhered to as well. Le. fire hydrant locations, structure distance from fire access, etc.

With these items in place, [ believe that that intent of the fire code will be met.

e 27

Benjamin D. Bailey <

——



HORROCKS ENGINEERING REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATIONS
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HORROCKS

To:  Shane Sorensen, P.E. : . T ]
Jed Muhlestein, P.E. ENGINZEERS
Alpine City

From:  John E. Schiess, P.E.
Date: November 29, 2016 Memorandum

Subject:  Summit Point Hydraulic Modeling Resuits and Recommendations

The proposed development is the Summit Point subdivision with 4 residential building lots located at the west
end of Lakeview Drive. This is a development that was modeled previously at the Eagle Point development but was
modeled again to reflect changes in the proposed development.

| have reviewed the proposed expansion plans with respect to the culinary water system and found the proposed
improvements will comply with State of Utah Division of Drinking Water rules and regulations with respect to the
minimum sizing requirements of R309-510 and the minimum pressure requirements of R309-105-9. This is based on
the following recommendations. Additional comments are included.

The proposed secondary irrigation improvements have been reviewed as well with the following
recommendations.

Recommendations:

1. Install 6 inch pressurized irrigation lines.

2. Install 12 inch culinary waterline from the existing 12 inch waterline in Lakeview Drive to the second fire
hydrant. Install 8 inch lines from the second fire hydrant to the end of the private drive.

Comments:

3. Fire flow available in the area surrounding the proposed improvements should be over 1,750 gallons per
minute at 20 psi for the proposed dead end lines.

4. Raising fire flows more than this will require significant offsite improvements that | have not modeled at this

time.

Homes larger than 4,800 sf will need fire sprinklers.

6. Recommendations are based on currently planned improvements being install by the Three Falls
development and the Alpine Ridge development.

7. Homesin Lots 1 and 3 should be constructed below elevation 5340 to provide minimum pressures in the
homes,

8. Consider placing a note on the piat for lots 1 and 3 noting “Culinary water pressures as designed meet the
State of Utah Division of Drinking Water minimum standards at the watermain. Individual homes within this
plat may need to adjust their internal plumbing to account for minimal pressures. Individual home booster
pumps are not allowed unless approved by the City and Division of Drinking Water’

L)

2162 West Grove Parkway Suite 400  Pleasant Grove, UT 84062  Telephone (801) 763-5100

Document!



GEOTECHNICAL AND ENVIRONMENTS REPORTS
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WATER METER NOTE

AUTOMATIC METERS IN THE FUTURE.

NO GATE WILL BE ALLOWED ON THE 20° WIDE PRIVATE
DRIVE TO ALLOW CITY ACCESS TO THE WATER METERS.
THIS RESTRICTION CAN BE REMOVED IF THE CITY GETS
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FIRE FLOW NOTE

LINES.

THIS TIME.

SPRINKLERS

HOMES,

THE CITY AND DIVISION OF DRINKING WATER.

1. FIRE FLOW AVAILABLE N THE AREA SURROUNDING THE
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS SHOULD BE OVER 1,750 GALLONS
PER MINUTE AT 20 PSI FOR THE PROPOSED DEAD END

2. RAISING FIRE FLOWS MORE THAN THIS WOULD REQUIRE
OFF-SITE IMPROVEMENTS THAT HAVE NOT BEEN MODELED AT

3. HOMES LARGER THAN 4,800 SF. WILL NEED FIRE

4. RECOMMENDATIONS ARE BASED ON CURRENTLY PLANNED
IMPROVEMENTS BEING (NSTALLED BY THE THREE FALLS
DEVELOPMENT AND THE ALPINE RIDGE DEVELOPMENT.

5. HOMES N LOTS 1 & 3 SHOULD BE CONSTRUCTED BELOW
ELEVATION 5340 TO PROVIDE MINIMUM PRESSURES IN THE

6, CULINARY WATER PRESSURES AS DESIGNED MEET THE
STATE OF UTAH DIVISION OF ORINKING WATER MINIMUM
STANDAROS AT THE WATER MAIN, INDIVIDUAL HOMES WITHIN
THIS PLAT MAY NEED TO ADJUST THER INTERNAL PLUMBING
TO ACCOUNT FOR MINIMAL PRESSURES. INDIVIDUAL HOME
BOOSTER PUMPS ARE NOT ALLOWED UNLESS APPROVED BY
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GRADING NOTE

DISTURBED AREAS ARE TO BE RE-VEGEATATED PER
THE GEQTECHWICAL REPORT RECOMMENDATIONS.

BENCH MARIK

e ol
Ey3lSpaT:
Capilal Property Management Serics Eagle Pointe

SEE SHEET GP2 FOR CONTINUED GRADING
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SEE SHEET GP1 FOR CONTINUED GRADING
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Summit Pointe 100-Year Storm Event Pipe Capacity Calculations

11 g Storm Drain Pipe Requirements

e c Pipe S 1 Area (51) TValue Te min.) TOihn) T-100y7 (cls) | Pipe Size | Pipe Slope | Fipe Capacily (cfs) |

i - Wast Culvert 136776 .35 30 2.95 3.24 15 16.00% 27.99
Martheast Cubwt 703888 .35 30 2.95 16.68 18 2.40% 17.63
Soulheast Cuben G45671 )35 30 2.95 22.42 8 11.00% 37.74

Calculation Notes:

-All lows were calculated using lhe formula Q=CIA

..-The time of concenlralion is the longest amount of time il 1akes for water lo travel from the upper partion Lo the lower portion of the combined areas
contributing to each pipe segmenl. This was calculaled using lhe Kinematic Wave formula.

-A minimum time of concentralion of 15 minutes was used for any subarea

= =) = & & [ i i’
BENCH MATK REVISIONS B etz o SUMMIT POINTE SUBDIVISION
= T S T Eﬂi‘lﬁ—'ﬁwm ALPINE CITY HOG HOLLOW RD/MATTERHORN DR. UTAH
NORTHEAST CORNER, T e e i B, =

SECTION 23, | REWSZID AS PLR CITY COMMENTS v JY. 1"=40"

TOVMSHIPSLA;i.MRANGE 1, 'E?CﬁggR%G. Teslaned oy GRADING & W/ /
- . . =ER e G.J.Y. 1/22/16
ey = st 12 chllu\onlw\glml?sﬁ?“zoplLA,::::\::; ‘:‘SZSdSr 84003 Chaciad oy DRAINANGE PLAN GP?

P (801) 756-4504. F1 (801) 756-4511 D.WP.




-1+00 -0+50 0+00 0+50 1400 1450 2+00 2+50 3+00 3+50 4+00 4+50 5+00 5+50 6+00 6+50 7+00 7+50 8+00 8+50 9+00 9450 10+00 10+50 11+00 11+50 12+00

53500
53400 .
o v =N CENTERLINE_PROFILE 4R
53300 CLiN-rEmeiNg—rT i =iy = =
High Pt. STA: = B+00 . 38
High Pt Eley, = 5274.14 — 100.00" vC - w
53200 PV STA = 745000 T —
PV Elev = 5273.89 PVI STA = 8+50.00 I_ .
53100 K = 1205 PVl Eley = 527439 .
Y Low Pt STA = 8+00.00 :‘_"E
Low Pt Elev = 527414 e T
~ 10, —L _—
53000 - 85— ab-aso i
g2 cla e 0%
52900 — _E‘:‘,:e_ e H ,_)\
—CENTERLUINE [PROFILE Bl E - AN
/ =1 g s —£YSTING.GROUND. @ CENTERLINE
5800 gf T ] i
| ! &l 4 =
5270.0 i/ F 200.00° v e N
N / L PV STA = 2481,60 Elx
52600 £ PVl Elev = 523267 BB
¥ b3 / Fﬁ Low PLSTA = 2+1864 i — =
13 Bide B Low Pt Eley = 523430 <[z T
52500 EE = AD. = 1080% S +—
HES / = 1) ] : ) N By %
I f—1
52400 e e s e /Q_\.
% N ~—EXSTING GROUND @ CENTERLINE
52300
52200
52100
g2 ; s 315 sz 5|8 g3 als |8 E |5 g a2 2|2 Bz 3|z IS a5 8|8 i[5 25 3 2 3 5|2 g
‘ Bl 8(& 8[8 818 3 glg H3 &5 3|5 Al gz 8l8 5|8 HE §|& S8 §|8 &lz g8 &g 3|z §§ il &5 %5
-0+50 0+00 0+50 1400 1450 2400 2450 3+00 3450 4400 4450 5+00 5+50 6+00 6+50 7400 7+50 8+00 8450 9400 9450 10+00 10450 11400 11450 12400
HORIZONTAL SCALE: e
VERTICAL SCALE: 1° A
N LEGEND
=la
2 oy &> FHIER MANHOLE LABEL
olg SEE PROFILES
L= h. S FIRE HYDRANT
T~ @ PRESSURE IRRIG. VALVE (4" G¥)
3 <>( & ® UNARY WATER VALYE (10"
v s
P g A —wn—  PRESSURE IRRIG.

—#a—  CULINARY WATER
—avi— SEWER PIPE PVC SDR-35
——is'so—  STORM DRAIN PIPE ADS

JAWA B INVAGAH 3411 LSND

NOILYJ0T NI 3L
S3d07S 1+

G0N 151X /M

0258

NO SOWO ALO¥ayd Fed 335)
A AIONN MO O

MYYO 1SIX3 MOTIV OL %91=S

® LYIND 51 47 S ISNOD

1SX3 /M NOILYOOT

vy

WHILYT HERISLF CISNOD 43 Fald o 45 (. 120

. L 15

NO §W) ALvaval 3die 139
SN BENA MO O

Mvud, 1593 BT O Gr2=5)

6 1HIAYG el Lt G2 1sN0d

Scale 1" =40’

(Y75 _

REVISIONS " Copial gty Management Series Eagle Pointe SUMMIT POINTE SUBDIVISION

PRIVATE DRIVE PLAN/PROFILE e ] | S N T P ALPINE CITY HOG HOLLOW RD/MATTERHORN DR, UTAH
: :;.m : ::P g: i (801) 367.1636 [Trawn oy =
REWISED AS PER CITY COMMENTS v G.JY, 1"=40"
3N PRIVATEDRIVE  foe "

_ CLY.

el o Sonesor e rag vy [eews—| - PLAN/PROFILE =
P2 (801) 756-4504: F: (B01) 756-4511 D.W.P.




12400 12+50 13+00 13450 14+00 14450 15+00 15+50 16+00 16+50 17+00 17+50 18400 18+50 19400 19+50 20400 20+50 21400 21+50 22+00 22450 23+00
f ; { 5350.0
20000' VC
g@ High PL STA: = 13+50.07 S5 5340.0
i High Pt Elev. = 5319.39 15
i PV STA = 1345007 s
= PVl Elev = 532439 5 100.00° Ve 53300
=5 K = 1000 =[E
S < e 1| el e i ¥ PYL STA = 20+18.99
= - —— = o o o0 il Bley = 526033 5320.0
T —— - Low PLSTA = 20+1899
o sl i ——CENTERLINE PROFILE Low Pt Elov = 5262 38
1L e L et 200
Hi=— -
CONSL[172.4 LF, 6" PVC 0 S0.40% ? |
— = 5300.0
{ L
g //—EX STING GROUND @ LENTERLINE 5 . 8
=7 Hl i g = £ 5290.0
H‘Q\&_—-—_ alt 5{ E ale
- —! b1 I . s F12 5280.0
P "\Q S [ L = < HE g
_ 2 =i u
fonsr 3, . o 0" 5270.0
& g3 ——— .
O Suig, N ?—_———_ | 8 00%
St == —t 5260.0
\ ‘\\ T L~
. A
\ H— = 5250.0
—OVER SEWER MAM, FAL i e—
DRAW AS NECESSARY i S ! 5240.0
5230.0
52200
5210,0
2|8 a2 2(E 2lg ale B2 8|8 gle 2|8 ale sl2 212 2le alg ale 2[8 ale ale 8lg 2|8
s R 2% i 2|8 s 23 alz a5 I o[z 33 e |2 3z ol14] 2la 3z z2 HH g|e G b
LB bIE Bf3 HE 5|5 Bl I I 8l gl 8z &l §lg 55 gl Bl &z &3 &z gz
12400 12+50 13+00 13+50 14+00 14+50 15+00 15450 16+00 16+50 17+00 17450 18+00 18450 19+00 19+50 20+00 20+50 21400 21+30 22400 22450
HORIZONTAL SCALE: 1"=40'
VERTICAL SCALE: 1°=20"
SEWER LEGEND
SEE SHEET NO. PP3 O SEMER MANHOLE LABEL
\ SeE PROFILES,
p. 4 FIRE HYDRANT
@ PRESSURE IRRIG. VALVE (4° GV)
CULINARY WATER VALVE (10°
PRIVATE DRIVE o gy
SEE SHEET NO. PP1 —wm—  PRESSURE IRRIG
- —sw— CULINARY WATER
o, L :L —ss—  SEWER PIPE PVC SDR-35
T s vh0 —m—  STORM DRAIN PPE ADS
! \‘ A
A @,
\ 5302 ‘f;h
0 w0 0 40 & 190
Scale 1" =40’
REVISIONS
Hev. | Gols it
11/29/16 | REWSED AS PER CITY COMMENTS
12/01/16 ROVSED AS PER CITY COMMENTS
12/14/16 § REVSED AS PER CITY COMUENTS
plopos: 5
Captal Property Managemen! Serics Eagle Pointe SUMMIT POINTE SUBDIVISION
T ALy ALPINE CITY HOG HOLLOW RD/MATTERHORN OR. UTAH
(801) 367-1636 [Teawn By Teae:
7 GUY. 1"=40'
| G‘IggRIHNG- T b PRIVATE DRIVE //
GJY. 11/22/16
David W Peterson. P.E | Lict 270393
o v ro orwoss [@e@w | PLAN/PROFILE B
P:(801) 756-4504, I (BO1) 7564511 D.W.P.




PRIVATE DRIVE
SEE SHEET NO. PP2

—1+00 -0+50 0+00 0+50 1+00 1+50 2+00 2450 3+00 3+50 4+00 4+50 5+00 5+50 6+00 6+50

52700 5270.0
52600 ‘Kd&_‘ 5260.0
52500 N 5250.0
SN
52400 — = 5240.0
52300 P~ 5230.0
52200 5220.0
52100 5210.0
XISTING |GROUND| @ CENTERLINE
52000 5200.0
e R
51900 5190.0
T
er \.;:ﬂ — |
5180.0 ‘\ S 5180.0
- Rl
5700 5170.0
\ \\
N
51600 5160.0
SI00 TORST 458 L. 87 Tl o e— ——i 5150.0
CORE DRLL M OONNEC] WTo gglr SENER WANHOLE: |
51400 T T 5140.0
gle a2 a2 ai & a2 gi @& 2l SE |8
ale g o 4B | S : e it S & & it 2 Al sle ale
-0+50 0+00 0+50 1400 1450 2400 2+50 3+00 3+50 4+00 4450 5+00 5450 6+00

HORIZONTAL SCALE: 1"=40"
VERTICAL SCALE: 1"=20'

LEGEND
PRIVATE DRIVE EWER MANHOLE LABEL
RS i

PRESSURE IRRIG. VALVE (4" 6V)
CUB.INARY WATER VALVE (10
GV,

esk O

—am—  PRESSURE IRRIG.
—ew—  CULINARY WATER
—ess—  SEWER PIPE PVC SDR-35
—isrso—  STORM DRAIN PIPE ADS

SEWER PLAN/PROFILE

40 20 0 4 80 170

Scale 1" = 40’

= sanalepas ]PI
= EVUSU__@) NS Caputal Progesty Management Series Eagle Pointe SUMMIT POINTE SUBDIVISION
i R Ee T Amet Sl ALPINE CITY HOG HOLLOW RD/MATTERHORN DR, UTAH
I2/|4I/|5 REVISE: :: PER m COMMENE E‘”m‘h"‘jb W ﬁ 0'
| EXCEL e | 1
X T SEWER
.., ENGINEERING cay. y 11/22/16
I ermmn P 1 Liconiuwe K2T03
12 West 100 Mo, Sane 201, Amersean Fork, UT 54003 CrRoR Y PLAN/PROFILE PP3
P (I ) F36-R 800 T (801 ) 504311 D.W.P.




S A A P T

I e

INSTALL WASH
OUT LOCATION
PER BMP CWM

CONSTRUCTASILT FEHCE(

BRI

CONTRACTOR IS TO FOLLOW ALL BMP PRACTICES CONTAINED IN
2, INSTALL A SILT FENCE AS SHOWN ON PLAN PER BMP SF,

CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE MUST BE MAINTAINED AT ALL TIMES.
4, INSTALL WASHOUT AREA PER BMP CWM

7. TRUCKS MAY NOT EXCEED 10 MPH ON UNPAVED ROADS.

STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN NOTES:

1. CONTRACTOR IS TO READ AND UNDERSTAND ALL BMP PRACTICES PRIOR TO ANY CONSTRUCTION ON THIS SITE,

THESE PLANS.

3. INSTALL A CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE AS SHOWN ON THE PLAN PRIOR TO ANY GRADING ON THE SITE.

SEE BMP SCEWA

5. CONSTRUCTION MAY NOT OCCUR WHEN WIND SPEEDS EXCEED 20 WPH,
6. WATER TRUCKS SHALL WATER A MINIMUM OF ONE TIME PER DAY BETWEEN APRIL 1ST AND OCTOBER MST
UNLESS WEATHER CONDITIONS HAVE CHANGED AND WATERING WOULD CREATE A MUD TRACKING POTENTIAL

80 40 [} 850 160

%

240

"™ ™ e m—

BMP: Slit Fence

oL BMP: Concrete Waste Management WM
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ApPLICATION:

> Perimreler corlrol: ' oce borier a* downgrad enl Imis of dslutarce
> Sedmenl kcnter: Beraer at lae of slops or sl slockpils

> Proleclion of eddsliey near lop of slear tork
> lel croleclion: pace fence suraunydrg cal shoasing

INSTALLATION/APPLICATION CRITERIA:
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Wgrad enl of sk
114 Qg st VAR A b hoparirag) 18 e ope fims af pea)

kg, by e o aisg

r Bazkfil Irercy ovariiller fakiic lo archor,

LIMITATIONS:

3 rmmerded madmum diarage areaof 0.5 acre per 10C feel cf fance
romerded maamurn upgradienl slope leng!h of 130 lest
Fecommnerdad inasrmiin uchill grade of 2:1 (5%,
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Pendirg saedd nol be dllo ved benind ferce

3
.
>
>

Irspeclimmedialely ofler ary ranks and al ost Gy oudeg pesdérdm dresrd
Look for nofl Eypassing ens o bardem, o wndwtsal g carr
Repdir orreplace camaged ares of Ihe banier ard rernove accundalzd
sedirnenl

» Reanchor ferce s necessory 1o prevent snerleuttng

*  Pemove ozcumdzled sedimer| whenil reazhes % e neighl of e fence,

MAINTENANCE:
.
.

DescRiPTION:
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BMP: Stabilized Construction Enfrance and Wash Area

SCEWA

VR S
CONE A

o
BT S AR AL

# licsekesy)

o Conlain

0O Minimizz Disnrced Arecs

0 Slabiize
o Prolect Sl

OMECIVES

o Prashces

Dislurbed Arecs
lopes/Channels

8 Conloi Sile Pelmeler
0 Conbolirvemr o Erasion

DESCRIPTION:

Aslablized pad of crusled store localed where coreliclicn Iraffic erlers o leanss
ke site #om or 1o paveo suface. The crea canbe ised bo spray off whicles
Ihey leove Ihe sile.

APPLICATIONS:
Al ary poinl of Irgress or egrets at a corstruclion sile where ogjacert iaveled way is
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
SUBJECT: Parks Maintenance Building Site Plan
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: 10 January 2016
PETITIONER: Alpine City

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Provide Staff Direction in
Preparation for a Public Hearing

APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: Article 3.3 (CR-20,000 Zone)

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

A new Alpine City parks maintenance building is proposed to be located at the site
located at approximately 545 East 300 North. The attached site plan reflects input from
staff and from the public. A charrette was held on December 6, 2016 to give the public
an opportunity to offer their suggestions for the improvement of this site. Their
suggestions are also attached.

This plan was looked at by the Planning Commission where they offered their
suggestions. The City Council should also offer their suggestions in preparation for a
public hearing.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

John Gubler moved to recommend to the City Council to move the Parks
Maintenance Site Plan Forward with the following condition:

1. Widen the access to two lanes from the road to the parking lot.

David Fotheringham seconded the motion. The motion passed with 5 Ayes and 0 Nays.
Bryce Higbee, David Fotheringham, Steve Cosper, Carla Merrill, and John Gubler all voted
Aye.
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Juson Bomd
L

From: mkilgour@comcast.net

Sent: Tuesday, December 06, 2016 2:58 PM

To: Jason Bond

Subject: Charrette for 300 N property municipal building.
Jason;

As | indicated on the phone, the circumstances around our dog's cancer will not allow us to attend the
meeting tonight regarding the planning suggestions for the municipal building. Our dog had a major
drug called Andriamiacyin today and | can't leave him or bring him with me this close to his
chemotherapy for lymphoma. Thank you for understanding. There may be people there who would
expect to see us tonight and | would appreciate it if you explain our absence.

We have 4 major concerns about the property located directly behind our home

1) mitigating potential accidents involving children who will find the dry creek area more appealing
once it is inviting and accessible

2) aesthetics

3)noise

4)lighting

| would like to suggest for #1 and #2 -- tall split rail fence with narrow openings along the creek
access that blends in with the natural look of the area rather than cement or cinderblock

2) using materials for the building that help it blend into a neighborhood -- perhaps a more cabin look
(think Walmart in Cedar Hills) rather than a sterile garage look that does not fit in—- we can view this
area from the entire rear of our home which is where we spend most of our time. This will help
maintain or incease our home values instead of the expectes loss of an estimated 20%.

3) we are used to a VERY quite environment since we moved inte our home in 1998 and would like to
see noise abatement or very specific time periods put in place for when machines can run or trucks
can be in an out and a total ban on idling

4)lighting is a very serious concern because we will be looking directly at the fixtures that are used all
day and most of the night. The lights must be on a timer that does not allow them to be on all night or
for long periods in the early morning as our bedroom is in the rear of our home with windows that
directly view the area

As for the use of the poperty not being utilized for the municipal building | would like to suggest a
small meditation garden without extra parking to discourage traffic (whch is of major concern for this
narrow road (300 N) and encourage walking. The benefits of meditation are continuously being
touted and this would insure the quiet that the neighbors most impacted have enjoyed for the last 18
years.

Thank you for your consideration of my thoughts. | will plan to come on Monday at 9 AM if my dog is
still doing well. We already had one major setback with a different drug so | hope that | can make it
as it means he is doing well.

Again thank you and | apologize for not being able to attend tonight.

1
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Fence Ordinance Amendment (Article 3.21.6)

FOR CONSIDERATION ON: 10 January 2016

PETITIONER: Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Review Potential Amendments
APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: Section 3.1.9 (Amendments)
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

As the City receives applications for fence permits, different circumstances can justify an
ordinance amendment to further explain the intentions of the fence ordinance. A recent
situation showed that the ordinance needs to help differentiate a wall from a fence with
maybe a setback. This will prevent a situation where a fence is directly on top of a wall
creating a sheer surface that appears to the neighbor as either a wall that is too tall or a
fence that is too tall. This is especially the case when both the wall and fence are made of

the same material i.e. concrete.

See attached proposed amendment which would require a setback for a fence on top of a
retaining wall therefore visually differentiating the two.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

Bryce Higbee moved to recommend approval of the proposed Amendment to the Fence
Ordinance Section 3.21.6.7 with the following conditions:

1. The retaining wall shall be set back at least four feet from the back side of
the retaining wall

2. Under no condition shall the fence and wall exceed nine feet on the same
plane.

John Gubler seconded the motion. The motion passed with 5 Ayes and 0 Nays. Bryce
Higbee, David Fotheringham, Steve Cosper, Carla Merrill, and John Gubler all voted Aye.




3.1.9.1

Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance

Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance may be initiated by the City
Council, the Planning Commission, the staff, or by an owner of real
property in the area included in the proposed amendment.

Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance:

1.

2.

Shall first be submitted to the Planning Commission for its
review and recommendation.

The Planning Commission shall provide appropriate notice and
hold a public hearing on proposed amendments to the zoning
ordinance before making a recommendation to the City Council.
The Planning Commission may hold additional public hearings if
deemed necessary or appropriate by the Planning Commission.
The Planning Commission shall prepare and make a
recommendation to the City Council on proposed amendments
to the zoning ordinance that represents the Planning
Commission’s recommendation for regulating the use and
development of land within all or any part of the area of the City.
The City Council shall consider each proposed amendment to
the zoning ordinance recommended by the Planning
Commission. The City Council shall have the option to hold a
public hearing(s).

The City Council may adopt or reject amendments to the zoning
ordinance either as proposed by the Planning Commission or
after making any revisions the City Council considers
appropriate.



3.21.6 FENCES, WALLS AND HEDGES (amended by Ord. No. 2005-02, 2/8/05; Ord. No. 2013-10, 7/9/13;

3.21.6.1

3.21.6.2

3.21.6.3

3.21.6.4

3.21.6.5

3.21.6.6

3.21.6.7

Ord. No. 2015-06, 05/26/15)

Requirement. All fences must be approved by the planning and zoning
department and a building permit obtained.

Front Yard Fences. Privacy fences, walls and hedges along the street frontage of
a lot shall not exceed 3 feet in height when placed within 10 feet of the front
property line. Open style fences shall not exceed 4 feet in height when placed
within 10 feet of the front property line. Front yard fences may be eight (8) feet in
height if they are placed at least 10 feet back from the front property line.

Interior Side Yard Fences. Fences alongside yards shall not exceed 3 feet in
height for privacy fences and 4 feet in height for open style fences when they are
within 10 feet of the front property line. Side yard fences may be eight (8) feet in
height when they are located at least 10 feet back from the front property line.

Rear Yard Fences. A rear yard fence may be eight (8) feet in height.

Corner Lot Fences within the Sight Triangle. The sight triangle on corner lots
shall not be obstructed. Privacy fences, walls, or hedges shall not exceed three (3)
feet in height, and open-style fences shall not exceed four (4) feet in height, when
located within the sight triangle on a corner lot. The sight triangle is defined as the
area formed by connecting the corner of the property to points 35 feet back along
each property line abutting the street.

Corner Lot Fences outside the Sight Triangle. Side yard fences abutting the
street may be eight (8) feet in height when they are located at least 35 feet back
from the front property line, outside the sight triangle. For interior side fence see
3.21.6.2.

Fences on Retaining Walls. A fence that is on top of a retaining wall shall be set

3.21.6.78

3.21.6.89

back at least 4 ft. from the backside of the retaining wall. Under no condition shall
the fence and wall exceed nine feet on the same plane.

Agricultural Fences. Fences on property where an identifiable commercial
agricultural product is produced shall not exceed eight (8) feet in height, and shall
be an open style fence.

Fences Along Public Open Space and Trails. See Articles 3.16, Section
3.16.10.1 and Article 3.17 Section 3.17.10.3.1.

Fences or borders along property lines adjacent to a trail or open space must meet
with the City Planner and meet specific standards.

1. When the width of the open space or trail easement is less than 50 feet,
bordering fences may not exceed eight (8) feet in height, and shall not obstruct
visibility. (Open style fences such as rail fences, field fence, or chain link are
preferable.)

2. When the width of the open space or trail easement is 50 feet or more, fence
standards as specified elsewhere in this ordinance apply.

3. Fences and hedges must be completely within the boundaries of the private
property.



3.21.6.910

4. Hedges or shrubs must be maintained to the same height requirements as
fences.

5. The owner of the fence or hedge must maintain the side facing the open space.

Conditional Uses for Interior Fences. A conditional use permit may be approved
by the City Planner for an interior fence over eight (8) feet in height for such things
as sports courts, gardens and swimming pools. A conditionally approved interior
fence shall not exceed twelve (12) feet in height and shall be an open style fence.
(Ord. No. 2015-06, 05/26/15)



ORDINANCE NO. 2017-01
AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 3.21.6 OF THE ALPINE
CITY DEVELOPMENT CODE RELATED TO A SETBACK REQUIREMENT FOR
FENCES ON TOP OF RETAINING WALLS

WHEREAS, The City Council of Alpine, Utah has deemed it in the best interest of Alpine
City to amend the ordinance to require a setback for fences on top of a retaining wall; and

WHEREAS, the Alpine City Planning Commission has reviewed the proposed
Amendments to the Development Code, held a public hearing, and has forwarded a
recommendation to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Alpine City Council has reviewed the proposed Amendments to the
Development Code:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE ALPINE CITY COUNCIL THAT:

The amendments to Section 3.21.6 contained in the attached document will supersede
Section 3.21.6 as previously adopted.

This Ordinance shall take effect upon posting.

Passed and dated this 10th day of January 2017.

Sheldon Wimmer, Mayor

ATTEST:

Charmayne G. Warnock, Recorder



3.21.6 FENCES, WALLS AND HEDGES (amended by Ord. No. 2005-02, 2/8/05; Ord. No. 2013-10, 7/9/13;

3.21.6.1

3.21.6.2

3.21.6.3

3.21.6.4

3.21.6.5

3.21.6.6

3.21.6.7

3.21.6.8

3.21.6.9

Ord. No. 2015-06, 05/26/15)

Requirement. All fences must be approved by the planning and zoning
department and a building permit obtained.

Front Yard Fences. Privacy fences, walls and hedges along the street frontage of
a lot shall not exceed 3 feet in height when placed within 10 feet of the front
property line. Open style fences shall not exceed 4 feet in height when placed
within 10 feet of the front property line. Front yard fences may be eight (8) feet in
height if they are placed at least 10 feet back from the front property line.

Interior Side Yard Fences. Fences alongside yards shall not exceed 3 feet in
height for privacy fences and 4 feet in height for open style fences when they are
within 10 feet of the front property line. Side yard fences may be eight (8) feet in
height when they are located at least 10 feet back from the front property line.

Rear Yard Fences. A rear yard fence may be eight (8) feet in height.

Corner Lot Fences within the Sight Triangle. The sight triangle on corner lots
shall not be obstructed. Privacy fences, walls, or hedges shall not exceed three (3)
feet in height, and open-style fences shall not exceed four (4) feet in height, when
located within the sight triangle on a corner lot. The sight triangle is defined as the
area formed by connecting the corner of the property to points 35 feet back along
each property line abutting the street.

Corner Lot Fences outside the Sight Triangle. Side yard fences abutting the
street may be eight (8) feet in height when they are located at least 35 feet back
from the front property line, outside the sight triangle. For interior side fence see
3.21.6.2.

Fences on Retaining Walls. A fence that is on top of a retaining wall shall be set
back at least 4 ft. from the backside of the retaining wall. Under no condition shall
the fence and wall exceed nine feet on the same plane.

Agricultural Fences. Fences on property where an identifiable commercial
agricultural product is produced shall not exceed eight (8) feet in height, and shall
be an open style fence.

Fences Along Public Open Space and Trails. See Articles 3.16, Section
3.16.10.1 and Article 3.17 Section 3.17.10.3.1.

Fences or borders along property lines adjacent to a trail or open space must meet
with the City Planner and meet specific standards.

1. When the width of the open space or trail easement is less than 50 feet,
bordering fences may not exceed eight (8) feet in height, and shall not obstruct
visibility. (Open style fences such as rail fences, field fence, or chain link are
preferable.)

2. When the width of the open space or trail easement is 50 feet or more, fence
standards as specified elsewhere in this ordinance apply.

3. Fences and hedges must be completely within the boundaries of the private
property.



3.21.6.10

4. Hedges or shrubs must be maintained to the same height requirements as
fences.

5. The owner of the fence or hedge must maintain the side facing the open space.

Conditional Uses for Interior Fences. A conditional use permit may be approved
by the City Planner for an interior fence over eight (8) feet in height for such things
as sports courts, gardens and swimming pools. A conditionally approved interior
fence shall not exceed twelve (12) feet in height and shall be an open style fence.
(Ord. No. 2015-06, 05/26/15)



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Financial Responsibility Ordinance Amendment (Article 4.10)

FOR CONSIDERATION ON: 10 January 2016

PETITIONER: Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Review Potential Amendments
APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: Section 3.1.9 (Amendments)
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The proposed amendment includes changing the amount required for a performance bond
for a subdivision from 120% to 110%. The performance bond is the stated percentage of
the estimated cost of work and improvements of a given subdivision. The estimated cost

is determined by the City Engineer and City Administrator.

This amendment is being proposed to ensure that Alpine City stays in compliance with all
applicable rules and regulations for the performance and warranty bonds of a subdivision.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

Bryce Higbee moved to recommend approval of the proposed Article 4.10 Amendment to the
Financial Responsibility Ordinance so we are in compliance.

David Fotheringham seconded the motion. The motion passed with 5 Ayes and 0 Nays.
Bryce Higbee, David Fotheringham. Steve Cosper, Carla Merrill, and John Gubler all voted
Aye.




3.1.9.1

Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance

Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance may be initiated by the City
Council, the Planning Commission, the staff, or by an owner of real
property in the area included in the proposed amendment.

Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance:

1.

2.

Shall first be submitted to the Planning Commission for its
review and recommendation.

The Planning Commission shall provide appropriate notice and
hold a public hearing on proposed amendments to the zoning
ordinance before making a recommendation to the City Council.
The Planning Commission may hold additional public hearings if
deemed necessary or appropriate by the Planning Commission.
The Planning Commission shall prepare and make a
recommendation to the City Council on proposed amendments
to the zoning ordinance that represents the Planning
Commission’s recommendation for regulating the use and
development of land within all or any part of the area of the City.
The City Council shall consider each proposed amendment to
the zoning ordinance recommended by the Planning
Commission. The City Council shall have the option to hold a
public hearing(s).

The City Council may adopt or reject amendments to the zoning
ordinance either as proposed by the Planning Commission or
after making any revisions the City Council considers
appropriate.



ARTICLE 4.10 FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY (Amended by Ord. 2008-08, 5/27/08)

4.10.1

Improvement Requirements (amended Ord. 97-09 & Ord. 2004-13, 9/28/04). The City Council
shall not approve a final plat until the subdivider provides a performance bond approved by the City
Administrator to guarantee that improvements will be installed as shown on the final plat and
construction drawings and to guarantee and warrant all improvements for a one-year period
commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements by the City. Said performance bond
shall be for an amount not less than ONE HUNDRED AND PA/ENTY-TEN PERCENT (£20110%)
of the estimated cost of said work and improvements, as determined by the City Administrator and
City Engineer. The purpose of the bond is to insure construction of the required improvements
within one year from the date of final approval, without cost to the City, and to guarantee and
warrant all improvements for a one-year period commencing upon the final inspection of said
improvements by the City. Said required improvements shall include:

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

The grading, graveling, hard surfacing of streets, and installation of culverts in compliance with
City standards.

The installation of facilities for water supplies, waste water management, storm water control
and /or sewers, irrigation facilities when required by the City Engineer.

The installation of water, sewer, gas and pressurized irrigation mains and laterals to each lot
property line, and fire hydrants as required by the City Engineer, all in accordance with Alpine
City Standards.

The installation of curbs, gutters and sidewalks on both sides of the street in compliance with
City standards.

The installation of irrigation and landscaping for planter strips in city-owned areas where there
are double frontage lots.

The installation of Central Mail Box Units.
The installation of brass pins and other property corners.

Electrical, telephone and cable television lines shall be located underground except when the
subdivider can show the Planning Commission that underground lines are not feasible.

The installation of survey monuments in accordance with City specifications.

The installation or construction of other on-site or off-site public improvements including but not
limited to irrigation culverts, storm runoff detention basins, bridges, public parks, water mains,
water pressure reducing stations, access roads, trails.

All cut and fill slopes must be treated with topsoil and revegetated.

The installation of street signs, street lighting and street planting in accordance with City
specifications.

Installation of segments of proposed arterial or collector streets.
Installation of trails and trail signs when required.
Development of open space and parks when required in PRDs.

The installation of any other improvements required or specified in the Development
Agreement.

All development is to be in compliance with City Standards and specifications.



4.10.2 Improvements Agreement. No final plat shall be approved until the subdivider has submitted a
subdivision improvement agreement, on a form obtained from the City Recorder, agreeing to construct the
required improvements as shown in documents supporting the final plat and agreeing to guarantee and
warrant all improvements for a one-year period commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements
by the City.

4.10.3 Guarantee of Performance. No final plat shall be approved until the subdivider has posted a
guarantee assuring the completion of all required improvements and guaranteeing and warranting
allimprovements for a one-year period commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements
by the City. Said guarantee shall meet the following requirements:

1. Type and Amount of Guarantee. The type of guarantee shall be in the form of a performance
bond for an amount not less than ONE HUNDRED TAENTY-TEN PERCENT (220110%) of
the cost of the required improvements, as determined by the City. The subdivider shall furnish
an estimate of the cost of constructing the required improvements. Said estimate shall be
prepared by an engineer registered to practice in the State of Utah and approved by the City
Engineer.

2. Duration. Said performance bond shall begin at the time the bond is obtained and shall
terminate at such time as all improvements pass the warranty inspection at the end of the one-
year warranty period which commences upon the final inspection of the improvements by the
City, or until such earlier time as the City Council may decide.

3. Default. In the event the subdivider is in default or fails or neglects to satisfactorily install the
required improvements within one year from the date of approval of the final plat by the City
Council, or to pay all liens in connection therewith, or the required improvements do not pass
warranty inspection by the City at the end of the one-year warranty period, the City Council
may declare the bond or other assurance forfeited and the City may install or cause the required
improvements to be installed, may repair any improvements found to be in breach of warranty
and may pay all liens in connection with the improvements, using the bond and proceeds of
the collection of the bond to defray the expenses thereof.

4. In Process Releases. Partial bond releases may be made by the City Administrator upon
completion of phases of the project satisfactory to the City Engineer and authorized
representative. The developer shall make a formal request for a partial bond release to the City
Recorder.

5. Final Inspection and Release. The subdivider shall be responsible for the quality of all
materials and workmanship and shall warrant and guarantee all improvements for a one-year
period commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements by the City. At the
completion of the work, the City Engineer and authorized representative shall make an
inspection of the improvements and shall submit a report to the City Administrator setting forth
the condition of such facilities. If all liens are paid and conditions thereof are found to be
satisfactory, the City Administrator may release that portion of the bond or other approved
security which does not represent the PA/ENTY-TEN PERCENT (2010%) of said performance
bond. If the condition of materials or workmanship shows unusual depreciation or does not
comply with standards of the City, or if any outstanding liens are not paid, the City Administrator
may declare the subdivider in default. At the end of the one-year warranty and guarantee
period, the City Engineer and authorized representative shall make a warranty inspection of
the improvements and shall submit a report to the City Council setting forth the condition of
such improvements. If the improvements are found to be in satisfactory condition, the City Staff
shall release the remaining PA/ENTY-TEN (2010%) of the performance bond or other approved
security. If the improvements are not found to be in satisfactory condition, the City Council may
declare the subdivider in default.

Note: As a minimum, City Council needs to inspect and sign off after the one-year warranty
period before release of the final 2010%.



ORDINANCE NO. 2017-02

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AMENDMENTS TO ARTICLE 4.10 OF THE ALPINE

CITY DEVELOPMENT CODE RELATED TO REDUCING THE PERCENTAGE USED

IN DETERMINING THE PERFORMANCE BOND REQUIRED FOR A SUBDIVISION
WHEREAS, The City Council of Alpine, Utah has deemed it in the best interest of Alpine
City to amend the ordinance to reduce the percentage used in determining the
performance bond required for a subdivision; and
WHEREAS, the Alpine City Planning Commission has reviewed the proposed
Amendments to the Development Code, held a public hearing, and has forwarded a
recommendation to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Alpine City Council has reviewed the proposed Amendments to the
Development Code:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE ALPINE CITY COUNCIL THAT:

The amendments to Article 4.10 contained in the attached document will supersede
Article 4.10 as previously adopted.

This Ordinance shall take effect upon posting.

Passed and dated this 10th day of January 2017.

Sheldon Wimmer, Mayor

ATTEST:

Charmayne G. Warnock, Recorder



ARTICLE 4.10 FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY (Amended by Ord. 2008-08, 5/27/08)

4.10.1

Improvement Requirements (amended Ord. 97-09 & Ord. 2004-13, 9/28/04). The City Council
shall not approve a final plat until the subdivider provides a performance bond approved by the City
Administrator to guarantee that improvements will be installed as shown on the final plat and
construction drawings and to guarantee and warrant all improvements for a one-year period
commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements by the City. Said performance bond
shall be for an amount not less than ONE HUNDRED AND TEN PERCENT (110%) of the estimated
cost of said work and improvements, as determined by the City Administrator and City Engineer.
The purpose of the bond is to insure construction of the required improvements within one year
from the date of final approval, without cost to the City, and to guarantee and warrant all
improvements for a one-year period commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements
by the City. Said required improvements shall include:

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The grading, graveling, hard surfacing of streets, and installation of culverts in compliance with
City standards.

The installation of facilities for water supplies, waste water management, storm water control
and /or sewers, irrigation facilities when required by the City Engineer.

The installation of water, sewer, gas and pressurized irrigation mains and laterals to each lot
property line, and fire hydrants as required by the City Engineer, all in accordance with Alpine
City Standards.

The installation of curbs, gutters and sidewalks on both sides of the street in compliance with
City standards.

The installation of irrigation and landscaping for planter strips in city-owned areas where there
are double frontage lots.

The installation of Central Mail Box Units.
The installation of brass pins and other property corners.

Electrical, telephone and cable television lines shall be located underground except when the
subdivider can show the Planning Commission that underground lines are not feasible.

The installation of survey monuments in accordance with City specifications.

The installation or construction of other on-site or off-site public improvements including but not
limited to irrigation culverts, storm runoff detention basins, bridges, public parks, water mains,
water pressure reducing stations, access roads, trails.

All cut and fill slopes must be treated with topsoil and revegetated.

The installation of street signs, street lighting and street planting in accordance with City
specifications.

Installation of segments of proposed arterial or collector streets.
Installation of trails and trail signs when required.
Development of open space and parks when required in PRDs.

The installation of any other improvements required or specified in the Development
Agreement.



17. All development is to be in compliance with City Standards and specifications.

4.10.2 Improvements Agreement. No final plat shall be approved until the subdivider has submitted a
subdivision improvement agreement, on a form obtained from the City Recorder, agreeing to construct the
required improvements as shown in documents supporting the final plat and agreeing to guarantee and
warrant all improvements for a one-year period commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements
by the City.

4.10.3 Guarantee of Performance. No final plat shall be approved until the subdivider has posted a
guarantee assuring the completion of all required improvements and guaranteeing and warranting
allimprovements for a one-year period commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements
by the City. Said guarantee shall meet the following requirements:

1. Type and Amount of Guarantee. The type of guarantee shall be in the form of a performance
bond for an amount not less than ONE HUNDRED TEN PERCENT (110%) of the cost of the
required improvements, as determined by the City. The subdivider shall furnish an estimate of
the cost of constructing the required improvements. Said estimate shall be prepared by an
engineer registered to practice in the State of Utah and approved by the City Engineer.

2. Duration. Said performance bond shall begin at the time the bond is obtained and shall
terminate at such time as all improvements pass the warranty inspection at the end of the one-
year warranty period which commences upon the final inspection of the improvements by the
City, or until such earlier time as the City Council may decide.

3. Default. In the event the subdivider is in default or fails or neglects to satisfactorily install the
required improvements within one year from the date of approval of the final plat by the City
Council, or to pay all liens in connection therewith, or the required improvements do not pass
warranty inspection by the City at the end of the one-year warranty period, the City Council
may declare the bond or other assurance forfeited and the City may install or cause the required
improvements to be installed, may repair any improvements found to be in breach of warranty
and may pay all liens in connection with the improvements, using the bond and proceeds of
the collection of the bond to defray the expenses thereof.

4. In Process Releases. Partial bond releases may be made by the City Administrator upon
completion of phases of the project satisfactory to the City Engineer and authorized
representative. The developer shall make a formal request for a partial bond release to the City
Recorder.

5. Final Inspection and Release. The subdivider shall be responsible for the quality of all
materials and workmanship and shall warrant and guarantee all improvements for a one-year
period commencing upon the final inspection of said improvements by the City. At the
completion of the work, the City Engineer and authorized representative shall make an
inspection of the improvements and shall submit a report to the City Administrator setting forth
the condition of such facilities. If all liens are paid and conditions thereof are found to be
satisfactory, the City Administrator may release that portion of the bond or other approved
security which does not represent the TEN PERCENT (10%) of said performance bond. If the
condition of materials or workmanship shows unusual depreciation or does not comply with
standards of the City, or if any outstanding liens are not paid, the City Administrator may declare
the subdivider in default. At the end of the one-year warranty and guarantee period, the City
Engineer and authorized representative shall make a warranty inspection of the improvements
and shall submit a report to the City Council setting forth the condition of such improvements.
If the improvements are found to be in satisfactory condition, the City Staff shall release the
remaining TEN (10%) of the performance bond or other approved security. If the improvements
are not found to be in satisfactory condition, the City Council may declare the subdivider in
default.



Note: As a minimum, City Council needs to inspect and sign off after the one-year warranty
period before release of the final 10%.



RESOLUTION NO. R2017-01

A Resolution of Support for the Utah State Developmental Center and the Murdock
Connector

WHEREAS, the Utah State Developmental Center is recognized as a significant resource to the
North Utah County community and the city of Alpine, and

WHEREAS, the city wishes to express its deep appreciation for the dedicated staff of the center
who continue to provide an effective, efficient array of critical services and supports that promote
independence and quality of life for Utah’s most vulnerable people with disabilities in partnership
with families, guardians, and the community; and

WHEREAS, the community and the center have had an exceptional working relationship in striving
to meet the mission of the center; and

WHEREAS, the community has grown significantly since the beginning of the center in 1932; and

WHEREAS, the city now recognizes the critical public safety need for the East/West transportation
road known as the Murdock Connector for adequate response times for emergency personnel;

WHEREAS the center and its residents will benefit economically by the project being funded
without center funds, but funds from regional transportation funds; and

WHEREAS the road project will help the future development of the surrounding property owned by
the center, providing a direct benefit to the center and its residents; and

WHEREAS the road project will provide a critical transportation corridor on the North end of Utah
County to help with congestion relief on many neighboring roads that are at capacity, community
connectivity and most importantly allow better response times of emergency personal in the region.

NOW THEREFORE, Be it therefore resolved that the City of Alpine supports the Utah County
alignment of the Murdock Connector as attached and seeks the support of any board, committee,
government entity and elected official is supporting such alignment that both the center and the
community can benefit from the project.

PASSED by the City Council of Alpine City, Utah, this 10th day of January, 2017.

ATTEST: Sheldon Wimmer, Mayor

Charmayne G. Warnock, City Recorder
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Resolution No. R2017-02 — Authorization to Commit Financial and Legal
Obligations Associated with Receipt of Financial Assistance Award for Pl Meter
Project

FOR CONSIDERATION ON: January 10, 2017

PETITIONEER: City Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Approve resolution

APPLICABLE STATUTE OR ORDINANCE: N/A

PETITION IN COMPLIANCE WITH ORDINANCE: N/A

INFORMATION: One of the requirements of the WaterSmart grant that we are in the process of
applying for is that the City Council adopt a resolution giving authorization to
commit financial and legal obligations associated with receipt of financial
assistance award for the Pl meter project. David Church is preparing the
resolution. It will be emailed to the Mayor and City Council prior to the meeting.

RECOMMENDATION: Approve Resolution No. R2017-02 giving authorization to commit financial
and legal obligations associated with receipt of financial assistance award for the Pl meter project.




Charmayne Warnock

From: Shane Sorensen

Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2016 4:02 PM

To: Sheldon Wimmer; Roger Bennett; Lon Lott; Ramon Beck; Kimberly Bryant; Troy Stout
Cc: Jed Muhlestein; Alice Winberg; Cortnie Graham; Charmayne Warnock; David Church
Subject: Potential Grant/Low Interest Loan for Pl Meters

Attachments: Proposal Letter.pdf

Mayor and City Council,

We have been looking at options for funding the installation of PI meters throughout the
irrigation. There are some good opportunities out there right now that could be beneficial to
the City if this is the direction we want to go. | am bringing this up right now, because one of
the opportunities is time sensitive and cannot wait until the January 10 City Council meeting if
we want to try to get funding during our next budget year. Following is some info on a couple
of options that are available:

WaterSmart Grant Program

This program is administered through the Bureau of Reclamation. With this program,
applicants can apply for up to $1M per project. The applicant must be capable of cost sharing
50% or more of the total project cost. The application is fairly extensive and is due January 18,
2017. The grant award would be made within a few months. Since | did not feel that we have
the staff time to put the grant application together in this short time frame, | had Horrocks
Engineers put together a proposal to consider when evaluating this option. | received that
proposal today. See attached. They have members of their staff that specialize in grant
writing and could put this together by the deadline, but we would need to give the approval to
get started by the first of next week. This could be done by getting the City Council members
to agree to move forward and then ratify the decision at the next City Council meeting on
January 10. The cost estimate to prepare the proposal is $13,290. We would also need to
decide what funding amount to request.

| found out the Payson City had applied a year ago for a grant to help with the installation of
their individual Pl meters. In talking with their City Engineer, he indicated that they have been
awarded a grant through the program twice. The first time they were awarded $S1M. In the
end, their City Council turned the grant back because they could not come up with the S1M in
matching funds. The City turned around in 2016 and applied for $300,000 and were awarded
that grant. Their plan is to phase in a City-wide Pl meter system over 4 years. They will
continue to apply for the same grant for the next three years. They feel like this is a good
program.

Utah Board of Water Resources Low Interest Loan

The Utah Board of Water Resources recently came up with a new low interest loan
1



opportunity the is dedicated to assisting with Pl water meter projects. This has been in the
news recently. They have allocated $3M per year to go towards eligible projects. The interest
rate on the loan is 1%. Applicants must be able to provide 25% of the cost of the project. The
Board meets monthly to consider these applications. We are too late for the January meeting,
but could potentially go before the board at their February meeting

We are not trying to be presumptuous that the City Council wants to move forward with
installing Pl meters, however the Council did vote a couple of years ago to include a water
conservation component when we discussed our water master plan. The Pl meters would be
one way to accomplish this. | think it will be a tough road if we take the approach of trying to
provide water without any restrictions to keep things in check. With having restrictions in
place the last 3-4 years, we have seen savings in our overall water use and the landscape of
the City has survived. These programs seem like an excellent opportunity to have meters
installed in our system. You might recall me mentioning at a City Council meeting in October
that Saratoga Springs realized a 40% water savings after installing Pl meters City-wide. | think
the ideal program would be to obtain a grant and a low interest loan, and then add some cash
from our reserves up front.

Mayor Wimmer will be contacting each of you individually to see what you interest level is for
this project. If we decide to move forward, we can address the budget issues for this year and
the coming budget year. Feel free to call me with any questions as well. | also have the
grant/loan applications if anyone would like to review them.

Shane L. Sorensen, P.E.

Public Works Director/City Engineer
20 North Main

Alpine, UT 84004

Phone: (801) 763-9862
ssorensen@alpinecity.org




H O RRO C K S 2162 W. Grove Parkway, Suite 400

Pleasant Grove, Utah 84062

801-763-5100
ENGINEZERS

| ] I v\W.HORROCKS.COM
Shane Sorensen, P.E. Dec 21, 2016
20 North Main

Alpine, Utah 84001
Subject: Proposal for Water and Efficiency Grant Application
Dear Shane:

Horrocks Engineers is pleased to offer this proposal to prepare a water and efficiency
grant application for the Bureau of Reclamation WaterSMART program for Alpine City.
We estimate it will cost approximately $13,290 to complete and submit the application.
Attached is a manhours breakdown. This can be completed by Jan 18, 2017 which is
the application deadline. In order to meet the deadline we need to know by Jan 3 at the
latest if you want us to proceed. It would be even better if we could know prior to that.

This proposal assumes that the City will provide available data, some budget
information, procure letters of support, and an official resolution of support.

We recommend the City contact the Bureau of Reclamation to discuss the chances of
obtaining the grant. The application will be ranked on a scale of 1 to 100 points with
evaluation criteria outlined in the funding announcement. We estimate the City’s
proposed project of installing pressurized irrigation meters will only be eligible for 66
points because the project does not meet several criteria. The total available funding
for this year is approximately 14.2 million. Most of the western United States is eligible
to apply for this grant.

The Utah Division of Natural Resources has recently approved a new program which
will loan up to $3 Million per year for pressurized irrigation meter installations. We
recommend the City contact the Division to see what the demand is and if enough
funding will be available for the project.

If you have any questions please call.

Sincerely,

HORROCKS ENGINEERS

John E. Schiess, P.E.
Principal Engineer

CC:



Alpine City
WaterSMART - Water and Efficiency Grant Application

PROJECTED MANHOURS AND COSTS

Total

Total

Sr.
Principal | Principal Environmen|Environmen
Engineer Il,| Engineer, | Engineer, tal tal
Task & Description Cost Hours P.E. P.E. P.E. Specialist | Specialist [ Clerical
BILLING RATE $166 $139 $101 $127 $84 $52
Federal Forms 480 4 2 2
Title Page 139 1 1
Table of Contents 139 1 1
Technical Proposal
Executive Summary 139 1 1
Background Data 695 5 5
Project Description 469 4 3 1
Evaluation Criteria 3,922 34 1 15 15 3
Performance Measures 1,975 18 1 5 10 2
Environmental And Cultural Resources Compliance 2,616 25 12 13
Letter of Project Approval (by City) 139 1 1
Required Permits or Approvals 139 1 1
Official Resolution (by City) 139 1 1
Project Budget 1,960 15 1 10 4
Register for System for Award Management (SAM) 139 1 1
Total Labor $13,090 112 3 47 31 12 13 6
Direct Costs:
Mileage 100
S.U.E. Equipment
GPS
Printing 100
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS $200
PROJECT TOTAL $13,290
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