
 
 

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: 

 

I.   CALL MEETING TO ORDER*  
 

II.         EXECUTIVE SESSION:  Discuss litigation, property acquisition, the professional character, conduct or competency 

of personnel.   
 

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

   A.  Roll Call:*      Mayor Sheldon Wimmer          

 B.  Prayer:       Roger Bennett 

C.   Pledge of Allegiance:         By Invitation  
 

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

V.      CONSENT CALENDAR 

A.  Approve minutes of the December 13, 2016 City Council meeting 

B. Resolution No. R2017-03, Dissolution of the North Utah County Aquifer Association and terminating the 

Interlocal Agreement. 

C. Resolution No. R2017-04, Authorization to execute the Interlocal Agreement creating the North Utah 

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 Andra: The Council will  

                       consider final approval to the proposed two-lot subdivision located on Matisse Lane in the CR-20,000 zone.                

 B.     Summit Pointe Concept and Preliminary Plans – Mark Wells & 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.    Ordinance No. 2017-01, Amendments to 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.    Ordinance No. 2017-02, 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.     Resolution No. R2017-01, Murdock Connector Road to provide east/west access by Developmental Center. 

 G.    Resolution No. R2017-02, Authorizing Application for Pressurized Irrigation Meter Grant.   
  

VIII. 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.  

 

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

 

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

your name and address for the recorded record.  

 

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

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

 

 Keep comments constructive and not disruptive.  

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

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

five minutes. 

 

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

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

open during a public meeting/hearing.) 

 

Public Hearing v. Public Meeting 

 

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

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

limits.  

 

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

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

December 13, 2016 3 
 4 
I.  CALL MEETING TO ORDER:  The meeting was called to order at 5:15 pm by Mayor Sheldon Wimmer. 5 
 6 
 A.  Roll Call:  The following were present: 7 
 8 
Mayor Sheldon Wimmer 9 
Council Members:  Lon Lott, Roger Bennett, Ramon Beck 10 
 11 
II.  EXECUTIVE SESSION:  Discuss the professional character, conduct, or competency of personnel.  12 
 13 
MOTION:  Ramon Beck moved to go to Executive Session for the purpose of discussing personnel. Lon Lott 14 
seconded. Ayes: 3 Nays: 0. Motion passed. Ramon Beck, Lon Lott, Roger Bennett voted aye. Motion passed.  15 
 16 
Kimberly Bryant and Troy Stout arrived later during the Executive Session.  17 
 18 
III.  OPEN SESSION: The Council returned to open session at 7:15 pm.  19 
 20 
 A.  Roll Call:  The following Councilmembers were present and constituted a quorum:  21 
 22 
Mayor Sheldon Wimmer 23 
Council Members:  Lon Lott, Kimberly Bryant, Roger Bennett, Ramon Beck, Troy Stout 24 
Staff:  Shane Sorensen, Charmayne Warnock, Jason Bond, Alice Winberg 25 
Others:  Greg Ogden, Carla Merrill, Paul Kroff, Loraine Lott, Sylvia Christiansen, Wade Budge, Mike Russon, 26 
Courtney Heirtzlet 27 
 28 
 B.  Prayer:    Kimberly Bryant  29 
 C.  Pledge of Allegiance:  Carla Merrill 30 
 31 
IV.  PUBLIC COMMENT   32 
 33 
Loraine Lott thanked the City Council and the City staff for the great job they had done all year.  34 
 35 
V.  CONSENT CALENDAR 36 
 37 
 A.  Approve minutes of November 9, 2016 City Council meeting 38 
 B.  Clarification on minutes of September 13, 2016 39 
 C.  Purchase of Hooklift Truck - $73,099.80 40 
 D.  Bond Release – Three Falls Phase I water tank - $121,562.00 41 
 42 
The Council reviewed the proposed correction to a motion made by Troy Stout at the meeting of September 13, 43 
2016 regarding the Alpine Ridge PRD. The motion was clarified to state that the soccer field would be built before 44 
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 45 
development. Troy Stout said he agreed with the clarification to his motion. 46 
 47 
MOTION:  Lon Lott moved to approve the Consent Calendar. Ramon Beck seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0. Lon Lott, 48 
Ramon Beck, Troy Stout, Roger Bennett, Kimberly Bryant voted aye. Motion passed.  49 
 50 
VI.  REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS 51 
 52 
 A.  Utah Lake, Timpanogos Special Service District (TSSD) Report:  Mayor Wimmer said the TSSD 53 
Report from Dale Ihrke had been included in the packet for the Council to review and asked if there were comments.  54 
 55 
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Shane Sorensen said that he and Roger Bennett had attended a TSSD meeting in October where they discussed the 1 
algae problem in Utah Lake, and the likelihood of implementing a program to reduce the phosphorus in the lake. 2 
There were some who believed the phosphorus was responsible for the algae problem. It would cost millions of 3 
dollars for waste water treatment plants to build facilities to treat the phosphorus. That cost would be passed on to 4 
the users. Mr. Sorensen said there were other people in the waste industry who felt phosphorous was not the cause of 5 
the algae problem. They were concerned that the treatment plants would be required to spend millions of dollars to 6 
implement a program to treat the phosphorous, and it may not help because it may not be the source of the problem.   7 
 8 
Roger Bennett said some of the phosphorus was naturally occurring. Ramon Beck said the water levels were low 9 
and the weather was hot and that could also contribute to the algae growth.   10 
 11 
Shane Sorensen said some of the sewer districts had hired lobbyists to work with the state. Whatever they decided to 12 
do, the cost of cleaning up the lake would be passed onto the users.  13 
 14 
Sheldon Wimmer said it was estimated that it could cost $18 a month per household to implement the program. He 15 
said there was a chance that he would be on the steering committee. They were concerned that there would be 16 
people on the committee that didn’t represent the public or didn’t take into consideration that the phosphorus was 17 
naturally occurring in the lake. They needed to determine if the phosphorus was really coming from the sewer plants 18 
or if it was naturally occurring.  19 
 20 
Shane Sorensen said that if they decided storm water discharge was affecting the lake, the cities may have to sample 21 
and treat the storm water before it was discharged into the lake, which would also be very costly.  22 
 23 
Troy Stout asked if this was a federal issue or state issue. Sheldon Wimmer said the lake itself was state owned but 24 
the EPA was involved in water quality.  25 
 26 
VII.  ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS 27 
 28 
 A.  Audit Report for Fiscal Year 2015-16 – Independent Auditor Greg Ogden.  Mr. Ogden said there 29 
was only one finding this year which was that the street impact fees had not been spent by the end of the fiscal year. 30 
The fees had to be spent within six years after collection or they had to be refunded. He said he had spoken with 31 
Shane Sorensen who said they would take care of it.  32 
 33 
Mr. Ogden said the City was doing very well financially. There was only one area of concern and that was in the 34 
water department. The City was spending more than it was taking in but the City had recently raised the water rates 35 
so that may remedy the problem. He noted that even with the deficit in the governmental water activity, there was 36 
enough revenue from the business activities or taxes and interest that they showed a $30,000 profit.  37 
 38 
In regard to the unassigned fund balance, which had to be between 5% and 25%, the City was at 19% this year. It 39 
was under the maximum allowed amount of 25% but it was still very good.  The City was in very good shape in the 40 
general fund and the capital improvement fund. There was no time frame in which they had to spend that money.  41 
 42 
The operating income showed a loss for water and for storm drainage. They would need to keep an eye on those. He 43 
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 44 
million dollars. The payments were $350,000 a year and they had about ten years left on payments. He said it was 45 
impressive for the City to have only one bond with the amount of growth they’d had. He said Alpine was to be 46 
commended for keeping their debt under control.  47 
 48 
Mr. Ogden thanked the finance director Alice Winberg and other staff members for their help on the audit. 49 
 50 
Lon Lott thanked Alice Winberg for her help in answering his questions on the audit report.  51 
 52 
Sheldon Wimmer said that at the beginning of next year they were going to take action on delinquent water bills, 53 
which had been piling up. They would send a notice to the resident when they were 30 days late on their bill then 54 
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 55 
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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 1 
to almost $40,000.   2 
 3 
 B.  Steve White Utility Bill – Request for a reduction due to a water leak. Mr. White was not present so 4 
this item was tabled until the end of the meeting. Sheldon Wimmer said that according to ordinance, the City 5 
Council acted as the board of equalization on these matters.  6 
 7 
 C.  Ordinance No. 2016-21, Changing the composition of the Planning Commission. Mayor Wimmer 8 
said he had proposed changing the quorum for the Planning Commission from four members to three members 9 
because they’d had a problem with attendance. In the last year, they had to cancel three meetings because there 10 
weren’t enough members present to make a quorum. However, the Planning Commission had recommended against 11 
changing the quorum to three members.  12 
 13 
Jason Bond said the Planning Commission had discussed it and said they would show up and have better attendance. 14 
They had two new members who replaced one of the members who had difficulty attending, so it should be better.  15 
 16 
Sheldon Wimmer said that since the Planning Commission recommended leaving the ordinance as currently written, 17 
they would leave it that way. If attendance became a problem, they would bring it back.    18 
 19 
D. PUBLIC HEARINGS  20 
 21 

 Amendment to the Storm Water Management Article of the Municipal Code, Part 14-405 (5) Clean 22 
Streets.  23 

 Summit Pointe Subdivision Concept Plan – Taylor Smith and Mark Wells.   24 
 25 

Shane Sorensen explained that part of the code on storm water management required curb ramps during 26 
construction. The code currently allowed gravel, wood, asphalt or steel. The gravel hadn’t worked very well because 27 
it would migrate and end up in the storm drain. The amendment would eliminate gravel as an option for a curb ramp.  28 
 29 
Mayor Wimmer asked for public comment. There was none.  30 
 31 
Regarding the Summit Pointe subdivision public hearing, Jason Bond said the City Council didn’t usually hold 32 
public hearings for the concept plans but he been out of the country and no public hearing was scheduled for the 33 
Planning Commission meeting where it was discussed. He spoke with the City Attorney and Mayor who agreed he 34 
could schedule the hearing for the following City Council meeting.  35 
 36 
Since that time, some questions about the revised concept plan for Summit Pointe had been raised and the 37 
developers chose to not have it on the City Council agenda. However, the hearing was already scheduled and 38 
noticed in the newspaper so the public hearing was included on the agenda, but it was not on the agenda for 39 
discussion.  40 
 41 
Mr. Bond did offer a little history about the Summit Pointe subdivision. It was previously called Eagle Pointe 42 
subdivision with 13 lots. The developers had received preliminary approval for Eagle Pointe and had applied for a 43 
final plat review, then decided to redesign the development to show only four lots, and rename it. All lots would 44 
have frontage on 600 North and would be accessed by a long, shared driveway from the end of Lakeview Drive. 45 
There was a question about whether or not the new design would landlock a property owner adjacent to the proposed 46 
development. Jason Bond said the Planning Commission would review the concept at a later meeting and another 47 
public hearing would be scheduled.  48 
 49 
 E.  Ordinance No. 2016-25, Amendment to the Storm Water Management Article of the Municipal 50 
Code, Part 14-405 (5) Clean Streets.  51 
 52 
MOTION:  Lon Lott moved to approve Ordinance No. 2016-25, Amending Storm Water Management Part 14-405 53 
(5) Clean Streets. Ramon Beck seconded. Ayes: 5 Nays: 0.  Lon Lott, Kimberly Bryant, Roger Bennett, Ramon 54 
Beck, Troy Stout voted aye. Motion passed.  55 
 56 
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 F.  Alpine Ridge Subdivision, Concept Plan – Paul Kroff: Jason Bond said the Planning Commission 1 
had reviewed the concept plan at their meeting on December 6, 2016 and made the following recommendation to the 2 
City Council.  3 
 4 

1. The Developer consider modifying or eliminating “Lot 71”.  5 
2. The Developer change the name of the subdivision. 6 
3. The Developer consider changing roads and how they exit so close to the Russon property. 7 
4. The Developer consider the soccer park and parking. 8 
5. The Developer consider the placement and alignment of the trails. 9 
6. The Developer consider adding trail access in Phase 1. 10 

 11 
Jason Bond said the proposed development was the result of the Oberee Annexation and for the most part was 12 
designed according to the Development Agreement.  13 
 14 
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 15 
didn’t meet the intent of the PRD Ordinance which called for the clustering of homes in order to provide both visual 16 
and actual open space in sensitive areas and keep homes off the ridgelines.  17 
 18 
The Planning Commission recommended that Lot 71 be modified or eliminated. The Fire Marshal had looked at lot 19 
71 and the driveway leading to it and submitted a letter to the Council stating that a home up there would be 20 
accessible in the event of a fire, and fire flow would be adequate.  21 
 22 
Lon Lott said that during the annexation process, they discussed at length the preservation of open space. When they 23 
worked on density they tried to meet the PRD vision of having the homes clustered lower down and the higher parts 24 
would be undeveloped. He said lot 71 could be somewhere but not up on the hill. It was his understanding that the 25 
intent of the PRD Ordinance was to keep the hillsides free of homes.  26 
 27 
Troy Stout agreed that lot 71 did not meet the spirit of the PRD Ordinance. The Council discussed the possibility of 28 
moving the lot lower down and adjusting the parking area near the trail head.  29 
 30 
Paul Kroff said Alpine City had some of the best hillside protection ordinances in Utah County. He felt the location 31 
of lot 71 conformed with Alpine City’s ordinance.  32 
 33 
Wade Budge, Mr. Kroff’s attorney, said he echoed what Paul Kroff had said. Alpine City did have great ordinances. 34 
They had applied the standards to the proposed subdivision and felt it complied. He said they were willing to modify 35 
the lot but did not want to eliminate it. He said the home wouldn’t be seen from Fort Canyon. They had the letter 36 
from the fire department saying there wouldn’t be a problem with it. He said he felt there was a significant benefit to 37 
providing a public trail head, which would be lost if they were compelled to take the lot off the hill. 38 
 39 
Troy Stout said another issue was illumination. There was a growing concern about light pollution. How would that 40 
contribute to light pollution if the house on the hillside was illuminated? Mr. Budget said they would work with their 41 
engineers on it. Roger Bennett said the house could be a one story house to minimize the visual impact of house up 42 
on the hill.  43 
 44 
 G.  Annual Meeting Schedule for 2017.  The Council reviewed the proposed schedule of City Council 45 
and Planning Commission meetings for 2017. The Planning Commission had already made some adjustment to their 46 
schedule and approved it. Troy Stout suggested they eliminate the second City Council meeting in November.  47 
 48 
MOTION:  Troy Stout moved to eliminate the City Council meeting scheduled for November 28th and approve the 49 
Annual Meeting Schedule. Ramon Beck seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0.  Troy Stout, Ramon Beck, Roger Bennett, Lon 50 
Lott voted aye. Motion passed. Kimberly Bryant had left earlier in the meeting and was not present at the time of the 51 
motion.  52 
 53 
 H.  Resolution No. R2016-10, Updating Construction Specifications for Public Improvements:  Shane 54 
Sorensen said the constructions specification for public improvements were updated every five years. There were 55 
quite a few changes since 2012.  56 
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 1 
MOTION:  Lon Lott moved to approve Resolution No. R2016-10 updating the specifications for public 2 
improvements. Roger Bennett seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0.  Lon Lott, Roger Bennett, Ramon Beck, Troy Stout voted 3 
aye. Motion passed. Kimberly Bryant was not present at the time of the motion.  4 
 5 
 I.  Steve White – Request to waive or reduce utility bill. Mr. White was not present but the Council 6 
agreed to discuss his request to have his water bill waived or reduced due to a water leak.  7 
 8 
Mr. White lived at 398 N. Matterhorn Drive. In 2015 he had a water leak and requested that his water bill be waived. 9 
Since it was an outside leak, staff had forgiven $763.69 which was the entire amount in excess of his usual use.  10 
 11 
In 2016, Steve White had another water leak and was requesting that his water bill of $1,075.00 be waived or 12 
reduced. This was also an outdoor leak but in a different location.  13 
  14 
Lon Lott said that the Audit Report had shown that the City had a deficit of almost $40,000 in the water department 15 
because water revenue was not keeping up with the expenses. That was something to consider in connection with 16 
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 17 
of leaks. Since it was an outside leak behind the house, there seemed to be a valid reason for why Mr. White didn’t 18 
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 19 
leak could go on for some time until it was discovered.  20 
 21 
Shane Sorensen said the two systems the City was looking at to read meters monthly would definitely help eliminate 22 
problems like this. If someone had flow for 24 hours, that information would be relayed to the City who could then 23 
notify the homeowner that he had a possible leak. He said that of the ten homes in which they had installed the 24 
meters on a trial basis, four of them had potential leaks. He also commented that there had to be a point at which the 25 
City couldn’t write off people’s bills. Some cities allowed one leak. Mr. White had already had one water bill 26 
written off by staff. The second leak came to the City Council because they acted as a board of equalization in these 27 
matters.   28 
 29 
 Ramon Beck said he and Roger Bennett had discussed it earlier and thought they could reduce the bill by half.  30 
 31 
Lon Lott said he wanted to establish some kind of policy for water leaks so they were treating everyone the same. 32 
They couldn’t be waiving some people’s bills and making others pay for their leaks.  33 
 34 
Sheldon Wimmer said that in January they were going to start enforcing the ordinance on delinquent water bills. 35 
Currently the City was carrying a debt of over $36,000 in unpaid water bills. He planned to let the citizens know in 36 
the January Newsline that the City would be enforcing the ordinance on delinquent water bills.  37 
 38 
MOTION:  Ramon Beck moved to reduce 50% of the excess of Steve White’s water bill as calculated by his 39 
average water bill. Troy Stout seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0.  Ramon Beck, Troy Stout, Roger Bennett, Lon Lott voted 40 
aye. Motion passed. Kimberly Bryant was not present.  41 
 42 
 J.  Alpine City Hall Art Work:  Charmayne Warnock said she had contacted Mary Ann Judd Johnson to 43 
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 44 
portion of the asking price. Mrs. Johnson said she would be willing to sell six or seven paintings for the $6,000 they 45 
had raised thus far. Charmayne Warnock asked the Council to choose the six or seven paintings they liked best and 46 
the rest of the painting would go back to the artist.  47 
 48 
VIII.  STAFF REPORTS 49 
 50 
Jason Bond said they were expecting to hold a public hearing on the Summit Pointe subdivision at the next Planning 51 
Commission meeting. They would also be discussing the Annexation Policy Plan to include the Alpine Cove 52 
subdivision and Schoolhouse Springs.  53 
 54 
Shane Sorensen said that a year ago, Draper City had approached the City had let them know that they planned to 55 
put up a gate and some rock on the Hog Hollow Road to block access. They would give Alpine City a key if they 56 
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had to get through. He noted that the property owner by Summit Point was probably accessing their property by that 1 
road. He also reported that the mediation had been moved to December 19th and 20th.  2 
 3 
IX.  COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 4 
 5 
Lon Lott said he had attended the Draper City public hearing regarding the sale of about 50 acres of surplus open 6 
space to a developer. It bordered Highland City and Alpine City. The concept plan showed several hundred homes 7 
and would connect to Highland City streets. Mr. Lott said he attended because he was contacted by a group in 8 
Highland who wanted to know what Alpine City’s plans were. He said there were a lot of people from Highland and 9 
the Suncrest area who commented and were opposed to the high density and increased traffic from the proposed 10 
development.  Draper’s response to the comments were that they had contacted Highland City and the county and 11 
asked them if they wanted to buy the land but no one was interested. Draper City said they needed the money to take 12 
care of other obligations. Mr. Lott said the issue was tabled. He said the interesting thing about Draper’s public 13 
hearing was that they allowed each individual only three minutes to comment. They had a timer and at the end of 14 
three minutes, it beeped.  15 
 16 
Troy Stout asked when they were going to connect the trails in Lambert Park and Three Falls to Corner Canyon. 17 
Shane Sorensen said they trails were going in, but with all the construction going on up there, it wasn’t a safe place 18 
to be. But the trails were being constructed.  19 
 20 
Mayor Wimmer reported on the following.  21 

 Lehi had contacted him and said there were interested in having Schoolhouse Spring annexed into Alpine. 22 
The Annexation Agreement would state that it would remain as undeveloped watershed. The springs near 23 
the base would probably need to be protected with fencing.  24 

 The County Commission had rezoned the Melby property to TR5.  25 
 He had contacted the Forest Service about the shooting range east of town, and the concern that errant 26 

bullets may hit someone since the Lambert Park was heavily used. He was told there wasn’t much the 27 
Forest Service could do. He proposed that the City could rock off the road access from the water tank to the 28 
Forest Service boundary which might discourage some shooting.  29 

 30 
Troy Stout said he would like to see the federal government designate a buffer zone between city boundaries and 31 
forest service land. Sheldon Wimmer said that issue had been through the courts but never succeeded. 32 
 33 
EXECUTIVE SESSION:  None held.  34 
. 35 
MOTION:  Troy Stout moved to adjourn. Ramon Beck seconded. Ayes: 4 Nays: 0 Troy Stout, Ramon Beck, Roger 36 
Bennett, Lon Lott voted aye. Motion passed.  37 
 38 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 pm.  39 
 40 
 41 
 42 
  43 



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. 
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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 THE SAME 
 

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 

lnterlocal 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.  
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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 



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. 
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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     is 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. 
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 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 



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. 

 

 















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.   

 









 

 

 

 

 

 
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 6th 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: 

 

 The estimated cost to improve the stub street; 

 Whether or not the stub street will be essential to provide reasonable access to the 

undeveloped parcel; 

 The number of lots in the proposed subdivision that will be accessed from the 

improved stub street; 

 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: 
 

 

 The Developer work with the City concerning the trail indicated on the Trails Master Plan 

going through the proposed subdivision. 

 The Planning Commission make a recommendation to the City Council regarding access 

to the adjacent property to the north. 

















































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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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. Shall first be submitted to the Planning Commission for its 

review and recommendation. 
2. 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. 

3. 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.  

4. 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).  

5. 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;  

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

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

 
3.21.6.2  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.  

 
3.21.6.3 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. 

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

 
3.21.6.5   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.  

 
3.21.6.6  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.  

 
3.21.6.7 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. 

 
3.21.6.78 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.     
 

3.21.6.89 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. 
 



 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. 
 

3.21.6.910 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;  

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

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

 
3.21.6.2  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.  

 
3.21.6.3 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. 

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

 
3.21.6.5   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.  

 
3.21.6.6  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.  

 
3.21.6.7 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. 

 
3.21.6.8 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.     
 

3.21.6.9 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. 
 



 

 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. 
 

3.21.6.10 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. Shall first be submitted to the Planning Commission for its 

review and recommendation. 
2. 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. 

3. 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.  

4. 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).  

5. 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 TWENTY TEN PERCENT (120110%) 
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. The grading, graveling, hard surfacing of streets, and installation of culverts in compliance with 

City standards. 
 

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

 
3. 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.  

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

City standards.  
 
5. The installation of irrigation and landscaping for planter strips in city-owned areas where there 

are double frontage lots.  
 

6. The installation of Central Mail Box Units. 
 

7. The installation of brass pins and other property corners. 
 

8. 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.  

 
9. The installation of survey monuments in accordance with City specifications. 

 
  10. 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.  

 
  11. All cut and fill slopes must be treated with topsoil and revegetated. 
 
  12. The installation of street signs, street lighting and street planting in accordance with City 

specifications. 
 
  13. Installation of segments of proposed arterial or collector streets. 
 
  14. Installation of trails and trail signs when required. 
 
  15. Development of open space and parks when required in PRDs. 
 
  16.  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 
all improvements 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 TWENTY TEN PERCENT (120110%) 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 TWENTY 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 TWENTY 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. The grading, graveling, hard surfacing of streets, and installation of culverts in compliance with 

City standards. 
 

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

 
3. 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.  

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

City standards.  
 
5. The installation of irrigation and landscaping for planter strips in city-owned areas where there 

are double frontage lots.  
 

6. The installation of Central Mail Box Units. 
 

7. The installation of brass pins and other property corners. 
 

8. 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.  

 
9. The installation of survey monuments in accordance with City specifications. 

 
  10. 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.  

 
  11. All cut and fill slopes must be treated with topsoil and revegetated. 
 
  12. The installation of street signs, street lighting and street planting in accordance with City 

specifications. 
 
  13. Installation of segments of proposed arterial or collector streets. 
 
  14. Installation of trails and trail signs when required. 
 
  15. Development of open space and parks when required in PRDs. 
 
  16.  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 
all improvements 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 





ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

SUBJECT: Resolution No. R2017-02 – Authorization to Commit Financial and Legal 

Obligations Associated with Receipt of Financial Assistance Award for PI 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 PI 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 PI meter project.   







2162 W. Grove Parkway, Suite 400
Pleasant Grove, Utah 84062

801-763-5100

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

Principal

Engineer II,

P.E.

Principal

Engineer,

P.E.

Engineer,

P.E.

Sr.

Environmen

tal

Specialist

Environmen

tal

Specialist ClericalTask & Description Cost Hours

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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