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Members Present: 

James H. Hadfield  Mayor 

Kevin Barnes  Councilman 

Carlton Bowen  Councilman 

Brad Frost  Councilman 

Rob Shelton  Councilman 

Jeff Shorter  Councilman 

 

Staff Present: 

Camden Bird  Administrative Management Analyst 

Wendelin Knobloch  Associate Planner 

Nestor Gallo  City Engineer 

Terilyn Lurker  City Recorder 

Lynn Ruff  Interim Finance Director 

Kriss Garcia  Fire Chief 

Josette Walker  Fire Department Administrative Assistant 

Judy Thimakis  Human Resource Director/Interim City Administrator 

George Schade  IT Director 

Derric Rykert  Parks and Recreation Director 

Darren Falslev  Police Chief 

Audra Sorensen  Public Relations/Economic Development Director 

Dale Goodman  Public Works Director 

Adam Olsen  Senior Planner 

Jay Brems  Water Superintendent 

 

 

Also present: Doug Bassett, Ernie John, Barbara Christiansen, Dick Mecham, John Jacobs, John 

Woffinden, Stan Street, Bruce and Tere Hoggard, Stephen and Matilda Mayfield, Dan Adams, 

Mark Van Wagoner, Dale Gunther, Harold Hunze, Zachary Boyle, Gary Strong, Shanna Curley, 

Howard & Sherlene Adams, George Brown, Tony and Renee Rhoton,  

WORK SESSION 

The American Fork City Council met in a work session on Thursday, September 8, 2016, in the 

Historic City Hall, located at 31 North Church Street, commencing at 3:30 p.m. 

 

1. Presentation by UDOT on the SR-74 100 East Re-Striping Project from Main Street to 

740 North. (Requested by Dale Goodman, Public Works)  



September 8, 2016  2 | P a g e  

Doug Bassett, the UDOT representative, stated he appreciated their patience from last month. 

This presentation was to make the council aware of a proposal to relieve traffic congestion in the 

northbound lanes on 100 East between Main Street and 740 North. His intent was to introduce 

this proposal to see if the city would be supportive of this or not. Mr. Bassett stated the proposal 

was to re-stripe 100 East within the existing curb lines and he went over the seven options which 

are attached to these minutes (See Attachment #1).   

 

Mr. Bassett stated the cost for this proposal range from $58,000 to $225,000, depending on the 

range of the project. The re-striping would change the cross section so the shoulders would be 

four to seven feet wide and would eliminate parking along the road where that occurred. This was 

a proposal to relieve congestion but if the city was not in favor of it UDOT would walk away. 

Between now and 2040 the road would need to be widened to five lanes and curb lines would be 

moved back when that took place. This was a short-term, low-cost solution to address a need, 

although the need was not huge at this time. 

 

Mayor Hadfield asked if the cost included an overlay or just re-striping of the lines. Mr. Bassett 

explained it included micro-surfacing that would cover up the existing lines and then re-stripe. 

 

Mr. Bassett stated it would be beneficial to take the re-striping project it to 740 North. 

 

Councilman Shelton clarified there would be two lanes northbound because that was where the 

congestion was. As they got closer to the cemetery, there was a ditch and he asked if that would 

be a problem. Mr. Bassett stated the ditch there was not ideal, but there was a buffer there. 

 

Councilman Shelton stated that traffic takes the path of least resistance and people were creatures 

of habit. He believed there was a benefit to see what the Murdock Connector would do with 

regards to traffic on 100 East. He felt a majority of the traffic on 100 East came from northbound 

freeway exiting off of the 500 East exit. He asked if there was a way to look at that option to see 

if it would relieve traffic. Mr. Bassett stated they did look at that as well as the connection 

between 740 North and 700 North between 100 East and 200 East, and this was why this option 

would see some benefit. Those roads were not built yet and it may be some time before those 

were completed. Mr. Bassett also pointed out that the traffic backed up getting off the Pleasant 

Grove Boulevard exit. 

 

Mr. Bassett stated this was a proposal they had but were not trying to push this on the city. 

 

Councilman Shelton asked if traffic counters north of 740 North had been used. Mr. Bassett 

stated they had recent traffic counts done that were included in the overall model based on land 

use and what was being proposed to build-out. 
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Councilman Shelton stated the biggest problem was there was no real east west connection and 

they were overloading the north south roads. 

 

Mayor Hadfield stated the outside of the northbound lane had about four feet to the curb, which 

was enough room for a garbage can to be placed on the road for garbage pickup. It was noted that 

the width between the curb and the travel lane varied. 

 

Councilman Shelton asked if the striping would cause any issues with the well on 100 East and 

Mr. Brems stated that well was not in service right now. 

 

Mr. Bassett stated there was a concern with the irrigation company cleaning out the ditches, but 

there was a seven foot shoulder width in that location. There was a ditch on the south of 300 

North to Main Street but curb and gutter was on the opposite sides. 

 

Councilman Frost asked if UDOT was included in any discussions on the Murdock Connector. 

Mr. Bassett stated the property was owned by the Developmental Center that has a governing 

body and they decide what takes place on their land. UDOT was supportive of the road, but they 

had no control over it.  Both Councilman Frost and Councilman Shelton thought that road would 

be beneficial. 

 

Councilman Bowen commented that he felt there was a traffic problem between Main and 300 

North at certain times of the day as people came home from work. He liked that the proposal 

addressed it now rather than later. He also agreed that they did need more east/west connectivity 

through that area. 

 

Councilman Bowen asked what changed as they had an approved project to widen the road and 

the city was going to do some improvements in conjunction with that. Mr. Bassett explained that 

following the open house, he scheduled a meeting with the Region Director to go over those 

results. In that discussion, the question was if they were moving the curb line out to accommodate 

that project and the Region Director commented that they only wanted to move the curb line once 

when they widened to five lanes. They asked when that widening would take place and was told it 

would be by 2040 that the road was needed. To address the short-term problem, it was decided to 

re-stripe the road to save on costs now and not have to move the curb lines twice.  

 

Councilman Bowen asked if it was typical to change the scope after the project was initiated 

without meeting with the city. Mr. Bassett stated the change was discussed by UDOT and then 

they came to the Mayor and staff to discuss the scope change; the change was not done in a 

backhanded way. 
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Councilman Bowen stated he was not part of the smaller group discussion. He commented that he 

was concerned and the residents were concerned about losing their parking. He did see the need 

to widen the road and wondered if there was some middle ground, such as the city paying for the 

widening portion and UDOT paying the rest. 

 

Mayor Hadfield stated it was a UDOT road and when Mr. Bassett met with him and staff, they 

determined it needed to come to the city council and have citizen input. He commented that curb 

and gutter and sidewalk was very expensive and it was a UDOT road. The city has a sewer and 

water line in the road, and they felt they should move the water lines to under the sidewalk for 

shorter laterals and easier maintenance. The initial phase was going to cost in excess of $8 million 

and that was just the improvements for water, laterals and relocating the meters to private 

property. The city has some funds, but it was not in the current budget to do that and they would 

have to find the funds. Mayor Hadfield commented that just putting in curb and gutter would not 

solve the problem; they need to take care of infrastructure prior to finishing the road. 

 

Councilman Bowen stated he understood they had budgeted for this project and asked how far 

north the $8 million would take them. Mayor Hadfield stated they had originally talked about 

going up to 1120 North, but it was not budgeted only discussed. That price would be reduced 

where they were not going to 1120 North. 

 

Councilman Bowen stated the main problem was up to 300 North. He did not think parking was 

not an issue for the church, but the citizens in the audience made it known that there was a 

parking issue. Councilman Bowen felt the church had a parking lot and he thought it would be 

less of an issue at that location. He suggested they work on the underground utilities up to 300 

North and then re-stripe beyond that. 

 

Councilman Shelton asked how people would back out of their driveways, as his worry was 

having people back out safely without that shoulder in place to give them some room. Mr. Bassett 

stated that some of the trees were old and not in good condition and he thought some would have 

to be removed, but that was not all of the trees. Councilman Shelton stated that having the view 

pattern to back out would be altered with a two-lane road. Councilman Shelton asked if they 

would suggest removing the trees for the safety issues. Mr. Bassett stated they could recommend 

that, but UDOT’s responsibility went to the back of curb and the city would be responsible for the 

maintenance from the right-of-way line to back of curb. If it was deemed necessary for safety 

reasons to remove the trees then the right thing to do would be to remove the trees. 

 

Councilman Shelton commented that he noticed that people drive crazier the busier traffic gets. 

Currently, there was a buffer that provided them with space to back onto the road, but if they put 

a travel lane there they would not have that buffer. Mr. Bassett did not have any suggestions on 

how they would do that, but noted this was not the only location where no parking on the road 

was allowed. 
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Councilman Shorter stated he was not interested in re-striping the road and if no one else was 

interested, he did not feel they needed to spend more time discussing this. He asked if the citizens 

present were interested in this and none present expressed a desire to have the road re-striped. 

 

Councilman Frost felt that the Murdock Connector could possibly re-route the traffic and ease 

congestion on this road. He would prefer to put all their energies on that road. 

 

Councilman Shelton thanked Mr. Bassett and stated it was not an easy job as it was almost a lose-

lose game and he appreciated his time. Councilman Shelton commented that relief could come 

from different sources, and as they look at full buildout the road would have to be a five-lane 

road. He would rather put his energy in the east-west measures first. If they don’t see relief, then 

come back to this option. 

 

Mayor Hadfield stated Mr. Bassett couldn’t commit to anything with the Murdock Connector as 

that was not a UDOT project. This issue was the temporary striping on 100 East from Main Street 

to some undetermined location and what the city wanted to do. It was UDOT’s road and they 

needed to decide what to do. He thought it was presumptuous to come to the city and have the 

city make the decision. There was a power line that would have to be relocated, and as soon as 

they move those lines they need an easement which would be lengthy and expensive. The overall 

thing was what the impact was to the city and what the city was willing to do. What he was 

hearing was do it right the first time whether it is now or ten or twenty years down the road. 

 

Councilman Bowen recognized those who were here and thought it was great as they have a big 

stake in this. There were also thousands of people who drive it daily who were affected by the 

traffic congestion, which was why he had proposed an in-between. He thought there was a 

problem and he was willing to act on it. He thought it was unfortunate that they scaled back the 

original project. He was willing to go from Main to 300 North at a reduced cost. However, it did 

not sound like there was support from the council. He was interested about public input. 

 

Mayor Hadfield reminded them that the purpose of work sessions was to prepare the city council 

for upcoming action items, it was not an action item meeting. He commented that Mr. Bassett 

could read the temperature of the council, but official action would need to take place at a city 

meeting. 

 

Mr. Bassett noted that the project value was initially over $7 million dollars. Whatever they do 

not spend on this project will be reprogramed over to the State Street project to improve from 200 

South in Pleasant Grove to 500 East in American Fork. 

 

Mayor Hadfield turned the time over to the citizens present for their comments. He asked that 

they not repeat what has already been said, but show they agree with the comments by applause at 

the end of the citizen’s remarks. 
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Steven Mayfield stated he was an attorney and a resident of 100 East. His biggest concern, 

besides the other issues raised, was that he was a cyclist and he rides that road regularly. By 

narrowing the road, it would have issues with parking, people getting out of their driveways, and 

it would impact the safety of cyclists on that road. The canal was a well-used bikeway. This 

artery was used by people going north and south to that path. If motorists see the bike lane 

narrowed, they would ignore it. There is a law that requires motorists to provide a 3-foot barrier 

between the bicyclist and the car. This created a dangerous situation for cyclist and he requested 

the Council vote no on the issue for safety of the cyclists. There was general applause. 

 

Tom Miller stated he lived between 100 North and 300 North. He thought they have misnamed 

the strip between the white line and the curb as a parking area. It was not a parking strip, it was a 

safety strip. If this design was implemented, it would create a safety issue. There was a need, but 

not at the risk of safety. There were several issues with taking away this strip besides garbage 

pickup. You could not pull in or pull out of the driveway, the postman and UPS use that area to 

park their vehicles while making deliveries, the police use the area to pull vehicles over, if 

someone has a problem with the car that area was utilized, snow was pushed into that area, and 

the safety of bicyclists. There were a number of issues that dealt with safety and they need to 

keep safety in mind. He asked that they do it right and he felt this was an unsafe design. He 

understood the need to widen the road, but it needed to be done right and this proposal was an 

unsafe design.  There was general applause. 

 

Alan Harwell stated he lived next to Pioneer Park and there was very little parking at the north 

portion of the park where people could park. If there was no on-street parking next to the park 

they would be getting rid of the function of the park.  There was general applause. 

 

Tony Rhoton stated he also lives on 100 East. He wanted to mention a couple of items that went 

along with safety. There was an elderly lady who walks past his house daily, and if there was 

anything on the sidewalk she went onto the street to go past the object. Even with their cars 

parked there, she would go into the street. It made him very nervous. A couple of weeks ago, 

someone off of 200 North ran into the irrigation pipe at the Elementary school. If they had that 

extra safety buffer, maybe they could have pulled out of it. Also, there was the concern if children 

were playing there. His car has been hit, his neighbor’s car has been hit, friend’s cars have been 

hit, his truck has been smashed, and a car ran into their tree. It was a regular occurrence with 

accidents daily. He realized there were problems but this was not the solution and would make 

the situation worse.  There was general applause. 

 

Jay Brems of the Water Department stated they have a numerous amount of water leaks on this 

street. On whatever scale they do, whether it was a full replacement or just taking out the trees, 

the service lines will start to leak and they would be digging up the road the next day. If there was 

any work other than restriping, there would be water leaks because the water lines are so old. 

They would not be replace the water lines with re-striping, but any work requiring heavy 

equipment on the road and would cause the service lines to leak. 



September 8, 2016  7 | P a g e  

 

Councilman Bowen clarified his proposal was not to widen the road without replacing the 

infrastructure. He was proposing they narrow the scope and widen the road from Main to 300 

North with underlying improvement work and just re-stripe north of 300 North. 

 

Mayor Hadfield stated that due to the age of the homes on the street, it was common for them to 

ground their power supply to the water supply and not a separate ground rod. Those water lines 

were half-inch galvanized pipes that were 70 to 90 years old.  

 

Matilda Mayfield lived on 100 East and wanted to share a personal experience. She lived in Salt 

Lake City and as a student she would walk along 1300 East between 2100 South and the 

University of Utah. That was one lane each way and then they widened that road to two lanes. 

Every day she would see accidents. The traffic speed actually increased. There was no way for 

residents to pull out of their driveway and they would get hit. There were also ditches along the 

roads with the driveways that extended over and people would veer off a little bit and hit those. It 

was a danger. That road was now one lane each way again. There was general applause. 

 

Councilman Bowen commented that if they did widen the road, there would be that safety strip 

that was talked about. 

 

Howard Adams stated he lives on 100 East and commented that safety was a big problem. As 

citizens of American Fork that live on 100 East, they want parking. At the open house, every 

option they chose indicated they wanted parking. The residents want the parking. He would prefer 

that it stay the same. There was general applause. 

 

George Brown stated he has lived in American Fork most of his life. He does not want to see any 

changes on 100 East, whether it was widened or trees cut down. He thought it would be great if 

there were east-west corridors that could be addressed. He was tired of seeing others using our 

roads that caused us to make changes. He got tired of hearing trees were old and needed to be 

taken out. He thought there were ways to keep the trees and keep the road. There was general 

applause. 

 

Shanna Curley stated she lived north of the church and wanted to know why they were not doing 

something about the southbound traffic. It was busy in the morning and would be backed up to 

400 North or to the hill. People would fly down the middle lane. She felt they needed to work on 

southbound as well. There was general applause. 

 

Mayor Hadfield thanked the citizens for their comments. He turned the discussion over to Mr. 

Bassett to discuss 200 East and Main Street. He commented that 200 East project was approved 

with the MAG transportation plan several years ago. At Main Street where it meets State Street at 
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approximately 200 East was an intersection where there were many accidents. He turned the time 

over to Mr. Bassett. 

 

Mr. Bassett went back to address Councilman Bowen’s question of what changed the scope of the 

project. Mr. Bassett explained that when they talked to the region director about the results she 

asked what the long range vision was on 100 East and they did not have it. So they were now 

getting the long range plan and how re-striping would fit in and would help out in the short term. 

 

Mr. Bassett stated that several months ago, the Main Street Vision Plan committee met and part 

of what was discussed was the vicinity of 200 East and Main. Some of the drawings had the 

realignment of Main Street and State Street at 90 degrees, with most of the traffic movement still 

maintained at that intersection. The committee did not need to meet any more toward the end of 

the year. His project continued on and part of their project was to address the safety concerns on 

Main Street and 200 East. They believed it was important to change that intersection to a right-in-

right-out only intersection. Main Street traffic going west could turn right but could not turn left; 

traffic going east could not turn onto Main Street at that intersection. The drivers who desired to 

make a left hand turn would go to 300 East and go north to Main Street to access their 

destination. Also, on Main Street at that intersection a median would be installed a short distance 

and would stop where traffic could turn north into the Wells Fargo bank parking lot. Some weeks 

ago, he was approached by Dale Gunther to reconsider the right-in-right-out design. They looked 

at various factors and one of those was the sight distance for people making left turns onto Main 

Street or those approaching from the east to Main Street. After reviewing this, they decided that 

they could allow left hand turns onto Main Street from State Street. There were some options of 

how this could work, and what was proposed was what they have come up with. There would still 

be no left turn onto 200 East. Mr. Bassett went over the map (see ATTACHMENT #2) and what 

the intersection they have proposed would look like. The only turn not allowed would be a left 

hand turn from Main Street onto State Street. 

 

Mayor Hadfield mentioned that with the two offsets on 200 East at the diagonal on State Street, it 

was impossible to put pedestrian crosswalks in that location so pedestrians would have to cross at 

300 East or 100 East at the traffic lights.  

 

Mayor Hadfield was happy to see that left turn lane as it was important to those businesses in that 

area 

 

Mr. Bassett pointed out that they were hesitant to allow this, but they would be in favor of a 

cooperative agreement that if there was a problem with vehicular accidents at that intersection 

they would reserve the right to close that. It would be similar to an agreement that have with Lehi 

on Main Street. Mayor Hadfield stated they could prepare that. 

 

Councilman Shelton noted that there would be concrete that blocked traffic from turning left on 

Main Street north to 200 East. Central Bank would be negatively impacted as those travelling east 
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would not have access onto 200 East. Customers would either have to turn onto Grant Avenue or 

go to 300 East. 

 

Mayor Hadfield opened this up to public comment. 

 

Dale Gunther commented that he was a member of the Main Street Committee that the city and 

UDOT funded with PEC Engineering work on a refinement of the Downtown American Fork 

Vision Plan that was adopted around 2011. The committee was composed of city staff, a city 

council member or two, UDOT staff, and two or three downtown business people. There was 

public hearing held for input. That group started meeting in early 2015 and they concluded the 

meeting and the plans drafted were submitted and approved. That plan contained the intersection 

at 200 East and Main and showed a left turn off and a right turn off of State Street to Main Street. 

It looked like it was possible to make a left on 200 East to access Central Bank. Earlier this year 

he learned that UDOT had changed that. He was appreciated of what Mr. Bassett has done but he 

felt they needed to make it possible for a car to make a left turn onto 200 East so people could 

access Central Bank. He encouraged UDOT to go back to the drawing board to make that work. 

 

Darrell Deb with Wells Fargo Bank commented that they appreciated the proposed change and 

were in support of it. They were also okay with the agreement mentioned for safety issues. This 

change helped the circulation around the property and would enhance their business. 

 

Jay Brems stated that once again the water line was old in that area and would need to be 

relocated, noting it was not the best option to place a water line below that concrete island. It was 

noted they would have to dig up State Street to relocate those lines. 

 

Mayor Hadfield commented that he remembered when there were tracks along the middle of 

Main Street. He also worked for the city when they re-worked the American Fork River along 

State Street where O’Reilly is currently located. It would be a job to realign State Street, as State 

Street moved south closer to O’Reilly in order to soften the curve. He stated there were things 

they would have to look at and would have to budget funds for this. 

 

Kevin Wright, a resident, had some concern with the weaving line on the right out from Main 

Street. It was a false sense of security and was too short to have people merge into Main Street 

traffic. Mr. Bassett pointed out they would have until 100 East before they had to change lanes. 

Mr. Wright stated they had to cross an intersection and he did not think they could justify it. 

 

Councilman Frost thought they should address the concern for Central Bank to see if there were 

options they could discuss. 
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Mark Van Wagoner, of Central Bank, stated the bank has been in that location for 20 years. They 

built the drive-up coming from 200 East and they asked that they reconsider an access to allow a 

left turn to 200 east. They have had individuals go to Grant and access east-west through the strip 

mall to the north of the bank and that created some concern. 

 

Dale Gunther asked if they could widen the access off of State Street to Main Street to allow for a 

left turn onto 200 East. 

 

Councilman Shelton asked if they could change the concrete island to allow for a turn lane onto 

200 East. Mr. Bassett stated it was hard to predict if one car had to make the left hand turn or if 

there would be more cars. If there was a lot of stacking in that lane then there it was a safety 

concern. Mr. Van Wagoner stated that most who turn onto 200 East access it from westbound 

Main Street. 

 

Duff Shelley stated he has been there 60 years and he was grateful they were allowing left turn 

from State Street to Main Street. 

2. Update on construction of the Tibble Fork Reservoir, including the water quality issue. 

(Requested by Ernie John, NUCWCD)  

John Jacobs with North Utah County Water Conservancy District was there to discuss the rebuild 

of Tibble Fork. He gave a background on Tibble Fork, explaining that it was built in late 60’s and 

since that time there has been a lot of silt built up in the bottom of the basin. Evaluations were 

done by federal and state agencies to determine whether or not the dam needed to be upgraded 

and that dam was identified as a high hazard dam. In the late 1950s, the NUCWCD was 

organized for the purpose of establishing debris basins and dams. The primary purpose for the 

dams was for flood control. He noted that that district does not own any water rights.  It was 

determined the rehabilitation had to be done because of the geography and seismic concerns. 

They were able to obtain federal and state funding for the project. 

 

Mr. Jacobs stated that with the reconstruction of the dam, there was the need to lower the water 

level, and during that process there was a surge of sediment that came down and has created 

problems downstream. Since that time, state and federal agencies have come in and started testing 

the water and the sediment. American Fork was also doing their own testing. They have been 

holding regular meetings with those agencies. As a result of that surge, a by-pass canal was 

created on native soil of the basin to re-route the downstream water to pass through 50 years of 

accumulated sediment. The water was re-routed to the outlet and that was one of the mitigation 

issues they have incorporated.  

 

Mr. Jacobs stated the project was continuing and they were making good progress. It was 

anticipated the spillway would be installed the later part of October. He commented that they 

were constantly monitoring the flows and controlling that as needed. As he understood, they have 

been meeting over the phone with various agencies where water quality and sediment was 

addressed. He would refer the council to the state’s website on the latest results of the testing. Mr. 
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Jacobs commented that he had sediment release updates that as current as of September 8, 2016, 

and he passed out those reports to the council. 

 

Mayor Hadfield stated there was a website and a lot of accusations made asking the mayor and 

council members and staff to get involved. He wanted the council to get firsthand information. He 

stated they were grateful the water district was rebuilding the Silver Lake dam which has 

increased the capacity of that storage facility; that was controlled by the American Fork Irrigation 

Company. They were also increasing the capacity of the Tibble Fork dam which also benefited 

three irrigation companies. They appreciated that but there were issues and concerns that need to 

be addressed. With the amount of overburden that made it down the initial flush, there would be 

some heavy metals in the debris basin and irrigation collection ponds. That was material that had 

to be removed due to the heavy metals. Mayor Hadfield stated there were some issues, but in 

reality it was not as drastic as some people have made them feel. 

 

Councilman Shelton commented that originally it was said they wanted to dredge the lake but that 

wasn’t an option because of the content of the metals. Mr. Jacobs stated that when the 

environmental assessment was done, there were several options. One option was the dredging but 

that was cost prohibitive and one of the reasons may have been because of the heavy metals that 

came down from the mines. Another option was to abandon Tibble Fork and let the water flow. 

The third option was what they were doing now. 

 

Councilman Shelton stated there was a deep channel now through the middle of the lake. It made 

sense to dig it out now for long term. It would allow for more storage if they dug it down and it 

would help because the sediments continue to come down over time and they would have to 

continue to build the dam up. Mr. Jacob stated the dam was being raised fifteen feet. As for 

dredging, he was not sure what the cost was or where the material would be deposited. He stated 

this was the most cost effective way and the way to deal with seismic issues. 

 

Councilman Shelton asked if anyone has looked into dredging it now that we have had the issue. 

Mr. Jacobs stated that channel was naturally cut and wasn’t necessarily a result of the flush, but 

there had not been a discussion on dredging since they started.  

 

Councilman Bowen asked if the channel was a result of the incident or not? Mr. Jacobs stated the 

bypass was a mitigation effort. Councilman Shelton understood that the extra sediment had cut a 

deeper channel and Mr. Jacobs stated that was correct. 

 

Mr. Jacob stated that since the surge, the primary focus has been to control the water and see what 

was there in the sediment. It was his understanding from the meeting earlier in the day that the 

water was safe for aquatic, recreation, and agriculture. He referred them to the state’s website for 

the report. The sediments were having ongoing testing and they have yet to see the full impact. 
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Councilman Frost commented that he sees the river near the springs and now that the river has 

had some toxic elements introduced he asked if it was possible that infiltration to the culinary 

water source could happen and if there were any mitigation efforts to make sure that does not 

happen. Mr. Jacobs stated all of those issues were being looked into but the primary efforts was to 

address what has come down and that they would be getting into the long term mitigation. 

 

Councilman Frost wanted to make sure everyone was on the same page. 

 

Jay Brems stated that the city has been involved in all of the meetings along with all of the 

agencies. Mr. Brems stated they have taken three sets of samples from the two spring’s locations 

and the both samples met the primary drinking water standard and the secondary drinking water 

standard; they were below the EPA guidelines. He would continue to monitor those springs to see 

if there was any impact in the future. Each time he took samples the cost was $1200. Mr. Brems 

stated that the river, as it passes by the springs, tested high for a number of metals but the river 

does not go into the drinking water. It would eventually go to the aquafer after it percolated into 

the ground. As far as the springs go, they tested okay for any contaminations. They do need to 

continue monitoring. The springtime flows will eventually make it to the debris basin and down 

the river, which was pumped out eventually. You never know what would happen. There has 

been stuff coming down whether or not they want it. He supported dredging Tibble Fork as it 

would be a safe guard. 

 

Mayor Hadfield stated they have had drainage out of Mineral Basin and out of Mary Ellen flat in 

excess of 100 years. The aquafer continued to be fed out of water from the American Fork 

Canyon. They have studied and taken samples of the pressurized irrigation and they have been 

told that it was okay to use on lawns and gardens. The majority of water this time of year was 

coming from wells in excess of 300 feet deep and the Murdock Canal. They were only getting 20 

cubic feet a minutes and that was normal for this time of year. It was not impacting culinary water 

for the city. He stated that Ernie John was there every day and was monitoring things, as well as 

the flows coming out of Mary Ellen Gulch. Mayor Hadfield stated that Snowbird has closed 

mines in Mineral Basin over the last 40 years and has greatly improved the water quality coming 

down the river. They were taking water samples they have never taken before and he felt they 

were continuing to get better. The depth of wells and amount of heavy metals that percolate into 

the ground would take a long time before that would impact the water. It would impact 250,000 

people that get water out of the aquafers that come from American Fork canyon. He did not think 

one incident would make or break them. 

 

Ernie John commented that Mr. Jacobs has said that Tibble Fork has been there 50 years, but 

what happened to the sediment before that? The mines have been there longer than that, and that 

was coming down and running down the river. All the agencies that need to be involved are 

involved including the EPA, Department of Water Quality, Department of Wildlife Resources, 

and the Forest Service and there would be a final report. One of their challenges in rebuilding the 

dams were they only have a single summer so they can handle the water the following year. 

Making a change midstream to start dredging could be catastrophic. He noted that all the data was 
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online at tibble.utah.gov and all the information could be found on that website. He stated that 

from the time they started testing the water on August 23, the water had to meet three standards: 

agricultural, recreation, and fisheries. It has met all those quality standards. 

 

Councilman Shelton stated he felt like it was a ticking time bomb. There were different degree of 

risk and they can pay a great premium to eliminate risk to a certain degree. Looking at it now, he 

did not know why they did not look at it. He thought they could look into have dump trucks 

taking the soil out while they were still working on the dam. He questioned what would happen 

20 or 30 years from now. 

 

Mr. Jacobs stated that the design criteria for federal funding was 50 years, and Tibble Fork was 

built for a minimum of 67 years before there would be any issue. That included what sediments 

were already there. The water has been monitored 24 hours a day since this incident. 

 

Councilman Frost appreciated all that Mr. John was doing. This was certainly not anticipated. He 

asked if there was there any discussion of remediation below the dam to try to remove as much as 

the sediment as possible. Mr. Jacobs stated the Corp of Engineers has sent a letter directing the 

district to prepare plans for the remediation; it was in the infant stage but they were working on 

that. 

 

Councilman Shelton asked who would fund the remediation. Mr. Jacob stated it would depend on 

how much but it would be part of the district but he was not sure right now. 

 

Councilman Bowen stated he appreciated the report. He understood that the water tested safe.  As 

for the city paying for the cost to test, it was well worth it to make sure our water was safe. 

 

Councilman Bowen stated that he appreciated the background but did have some questions. As 

for seismic stability, if there was an earthquake there was a concern of the water from the 

reservoir coming down to populated areas. He thought it was great they were updating the dam to 

make it seismically safe. They mentioned liquefaction was the cause of the problem but he asked 

what went wrong.  Mr. Jacobs stated they were working on that and gathering the information but 

he was not prepared to answer that. 

 

Councilman Bowen stated that as a city council, they have a more detailed understanding on the 

water than the average person. When they talk about heavy metals, they were talking about lead 

and others that were harmful to health. From mining activities, those metals have settled into the 

sediment in the Tibble Fork reservoir. The unplanned release of water has taken some of the 

heavy metal laden sediment down the river. The springs that the city uses for culinary water were 

not affected by the river water. The testing shows the culinary water was safe. The irrigation 

water was fed by the river. The heavy metals do not stay suspended in the water for a long time 

and they settle in the sediment and that was why the secondary water has been deemed safe. 
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When they talk about the banks of the river, they talk about the sediment that has gathered along 

the banks and that will get pushed down to the debris basin with the spring runoff. He did not 

think it presented a significant risk to the secondary water because the heavy metals sink into the 

sediment. 

 

Mayor Hadfield stated that less than one-fourth of the water used for pressurized irrigation was 

tainted, and that portion of water still met the agricultural, fisheries and recreation requirements. 

Mayor Hadfield thought the issue was behind them. 

 

Councilman Bowen explained that the aquafer water was underground water source several 

hundred feet underground. The water from the river percolates down and recharges the aquifer 

and the cities pump the water from that aquifer. The reason it was culinary grade water was that 

the earth acts as a filter so the water that collects at the bottom is clean and when pumped up was 

drinkable. He was not convinced of the significant risk, even to the aquifer. He would assume the 

metals, if they made it down that far, would sink to the bottom. He asked if that was reasonable. 

Mr. Jacobs stated it sounded reasonable but he was not a geologist and would leave that answer 

up to the professionals. 

 

Mayor Hadfield stated some heavy metals would settle, but there were some from the mining 

operations that would dissolve. He commented that mining up American Fork Canyon started in 

the mid 1850’s and ended in the 1900’s. They have had 100 years of flows in the river and the 

drainage has had sediment. What has travelled down the river has been percolating into the 

ground for 150 years. He did not think it was accurate to say this was catastrophic and would 

cause problems in the next short period of time. 

 

Councilman Bowen stated he did support mitigation efforts where practical to get rid of the 

sediment and addressing the problem long-term. He did not view this as a huge risk, but he could 

be wrong.  He didn’t think it would be a significant risk in the future. He was not opposed to the 

work at the reservoir. It was unfortunate this event happened and there was a cost to the city, but 

he was thankful the water remained safe and he was grateful for the testing efforts. 

 

Councilman Frost stated they spent a lot of time and effort protecting the water from the mining 

claims and private property. It does introduce a poisonous element into the river. While they can 

say this has been taking place for a long period of time, this was different and it was a big event. 

They could argue that there could be a termite effect on if those chemicals entering into the water. 

He feared a termite effect as it has happened in other locations, where the elements have entered 

into the water sources. They changed the environment when it came down the river. He was 

confident that good, smart people were watching that but he did think they needed to be cautious. 

Once it enters the aquafer it does become catastrophic. They need to protect the aquifer and they 

do need to be extremely guarded and defensive about poisons entering the water. 
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Mayor Hadfield thanked Mr. Jacobs, Mr. John, Mr. Meacham, and Jay Brems for being in 

attendance. 

 

George Brown stated that nobody knows what aquafers do unless they do extensive drilling, test 

the wells, and test wells again to see where the water goes. It was expensive. You can speculate 

all you want, but you do not know what water does underground. 

 

3. Adjournment 

 The meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 

 
Terilyn Lurker 

City Recorder 

 


















