AGENDA
THE REGULAR TOWN COUNCIL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 15th, 2023 AT 6:30 P.M.
CASTLE VALLEY COMMUNITY CENTER - 2 CASTLE VALLEY DRIVE
This meeting will be a hybrid meeting held electronically by Zoom and also in person at the anchor site the Town Building

. If you have comments or concerns for the Council please attend or email them prior to the Meeting:
townclerk@castlevalleyutah.com or call 259-9828 M-W 9AM-1PM. Thank you!

PLEASE NOTE: ** HOW TO JOIN THE ZOOM CONFERENCE CALL**

Meeting ID: 660 541 0108 Passcode: 84532

Option 1 Dial-in phone number (US): (253) 215-8782 follow prompts.

Option 2 Join the online meeting (must have computer speakers and microphone):
https://zoom.us/j/6605410108?pwd=Q05sYm5gQOIpNIY5TVp2bTU5VNnZiQTO9

Call to order and Roll Call

Regular Town Meeting

1. Open Public Comment

2. Approval of Minutes:

Public Hearing and Regular Town Council Meeting October 19th, 2023.

3. Executive Reports:

* Duncan Fuchise- WUI Specialist - Division of Forestry, Fire and State Lands

*Water Agent and Water Committee Report - John Groo/ CM O’Brien

*Road Department Report- Dorje Honer

*Planning & Land Use Commission- Colleen Thompson

*Community Renewable Energy Act-CM Gibson

*Fire District-M Duncan /Chief Drake

4. Correspondence: TBA

5. Administrative Matters & Procedures: Town letters.

NEW BUSINESS

6. Discussion and Possible Action re: Approval of 2024 Meeting dates

7. Discussion and Possible Action re: Approval to pay Jones DeMille invoice for Low Water Crossing Engineering
$10,025.00

8. Discussion and Possible Action re: Memorandum of Understanding with the Castle Valley Fire Protection
District.

9. Discussion and Possible Action re: Establishing general thresholds for earth moving language to be added to
Ordinance 85-3.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

10. Discussion and Possible Action re: Approval of the Community Renewable Energy Program Utility Agreement
(tabled) (Separate handout on Town and Public Notice website).

11. Closed Meeting (If necessary)

12. Payment of the bills.

ADJOURNMENT

For Meeting Packets go to: https://www.utah.gov/pmn/index.html ~ Government: select “Cites”
Entity: select “Castle Valley” Body: select “Town of Castle Valley “Select this meeting and click on “Download
attachments”




PUBLIC HEARING ON COMMUNIUTY IMPACT BOARD SMALL PLANNING GRANT
AND THE REGULAR TOWN COUNCIL MEETING DRAFT MINUTES

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 18th, 2023, AT 6:30 P.M.
CASTLE VALLEY COMMUNITY CENTER - 2 CASTLE VALLEY DRIVE

**Due to concerns regarding the potential spread of COVID-19 this meeting was a hybrid meeting
held electronically by Zoom and also in person at the anchor site the Town Building.

Council Members Present: Mayor Duncan at the anchor site, Council Members Gibson, Hill, and Holland
on Zoom.

Absent: CM O’Brien

Others Present at Anchor Site: Dorje Honer, Colleen Thompson, Ron Drake and Javin lvans from Jones
and DeMille Engineering Inc.

Others present on Zoom: John Groo, Laurie Simonson, Norman and Peggy Llewelyn and Lesa Smith.
Duncan called the Public Hearing and Meeting to Order at 6:30 PM, Buck called role.

Public Hearing on the Community Impact Fund Grant for 50% or $9000.00 of the Town’s portion for
the FY2024 Water Budget study.

M Duncan explained that the purpose of this Hearing is take public comment; we have applied to the
CIB for funding for some help with our portion of the FY2024 Water Budget Study. This Study is to help
us determine safe yield from the aquifer.

Public Comment:

Colleen Thompson asked where the other 50% would come from. M Duncan verified that would be the
Town’s match.

No other comments or questions.

M Duncan closed the Public Hearing at 6:33PM

Regular Town Meeting

1. Open Public Comment-None

2. Approval of Minutes: Regular Town Council Meeting September 19th, 2023.

CM Hill motioned to approve the minutes from the Regular Town Council Meeting September 19th,
2023, as presented; CM Holland seconded motion passed unanimously.

3. Executive Reports:

*Water Agent and Water Committee Report - John Groo will be meeting with Janae Wallace (UGS) next
Wednesday to start sampling wells for the Water Budget Study. The testing will include isotope analysis
to help determine where the water comes from i.e. what geologic formation and how the water blends
as it goes down the valley. The key to this Study is to determine the safe yield of useable/good water in
the aquifer. Wallace will be back in November to do seepage runs and static level measurement s.
Chemistry sampling will be done twice a year April and October, seepage runs, and static level meas-
urements will be taken before and after irrigation season. M Duncan added we have a Zoom Meeting
October 26 with the CIB Board regarding the grant request.

*Road Department Report- Dorje Honer - report provided. CM Hill asked how Honer had removed all
the weeds along the sides of the roads. Honer responded it was done with the grader. CM Hill thanked
Honer for a great job and asked that maybe this could be done earlier in the future before all the weeds
go to seed. CM Gibson also thanked Honer for responding quickly to a resident’s concerns.

*Planning & Land Use Commission- Colleen Thompson- there was no PLUC Meeting this month
*Community Renewable Energy Act-CM Gibson, see Item 10

*Fire District-Chief Drake reported on the siren test last month, it was heard outside in most areas of the Val-
ley but not inside people’s houses. There will be a public announcement on what to do when the siren goes




off. M Duncan added that the County’s Alert sense test was not received by cell phones running through Wi-Fi.
Chief Drake reported that the Burn window is now open.

*Treasurer’s Report- CM Hill report provided.

4. Correspondence: None

5. Administrative Matters & Procedures: Town letters- CM Hill reported the Grand County Commission
has approved the intent to apply for the Red Rock Round Up, a UTV event to be based out of Red Cliffs
next June. There could be approx. 350 attendees; organizers will encourage participants to trailer their
UTVs on 128. This will put a lot of extra traffic on 128, which will be a public safety issue. CM Holland
added that the UTVs are a traffic hazard, they are not made to go the speed limit on a State Road, and
they also drive erratically. CM Hill asked for the Town to write a letter to the Grand County Commission
to deny the event. M Duncan disagreed with asking to deny but suggested the Town write a letter offer-
ing mitigation strategies. CM Hill will write a draft letter to be approved by the Council next month.
PLUC Meeting on Wednesday November 1% 6:30 PM will hold a public information session on the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program with Traci Harrison, State Floodplain Program Manager | NFIP.

The PLUC Clerk position is now open to applicants. Buck asked if there was any interest in having a core
sample done on the Big Tree. The council did not want to do that. Buck announced the Water 201 USU
water series is 10.20.2023. Buck also announced the Town’s IDA Application will be re- submitted next
week.

NEW BUSINESS

6. Discussion and Possible Action re: Upper 80 Low Water Crossing options.

M Duncan thanked Javin lvans from Jones and DeMille for attending the Meeting. The purpose of this
item is for the Council to evaluate and determine which of the three options for each of the two cross-
ings the Town wants, so Jones DeMille can finish that complete design .Jones DeMille’s recommenda-
tion was to have the regular low water crossing at the upper crossing and the low water crossing with
culverts for lower crossing . Both the crossings with the culverts and the arch type crossing we would
not have to drive through water during a high-water event. With the standard low water crossing we
may have to drive through water in order to get across and it may also need some maintenance to re-
move debris from the slip after a high-water event. CM Hill was wary of culverts because they could
easily get plugged up with large boulders and that could cause the entire crossing to be washed out.
Honer verified the culverts would have trash grates to prevent large rocks going in and blocking the cul-
vert; silt could still collect in the culvert that could be cleared out with a high-pressure fire hose. Honer
also verified the arch type crossing does not have a concrete slip on the top driving surface. All the op-
tions are designed to withstand a 25-50 year flow events. Honer asked Ivan which option would be eas-
iest to repair if they were under cut. Ivans responded they would go down to scour depth with rip raff
and toe and head blocks to prevent any undercutting. The arch type crossing is the only option that
would still be passable in a high flow incident. M Duncan added the grant funding sources they have
been looking into are paid through reimbursements, so the Town would need the money up front to pay
the contractor prior to reimbursement with the grant contract. Buck added that most grants want to see
the Town do some kind of in-kind match. With CIB it would probably be a low interest loan, so this could
be long term expenditure. The lowest cost would be $261000.00 for both low water crossings. Discus-
sion continued on that the expense of the crossings would serve only a handful of Upper 80 residents
but also the crossings will be of value to the entire community as an emergency egress. The council also
discussed doing only the lower crossing at this time. M Duncan thought the arch crossing would serve
the Community better providing a dry crossing in flood events, but CM Hill asked if it was worth
$50,000.00 more and it also did not include a paved road surface. CM Gibson stated that the most im-
portant part of this project was public safety and to provide an emergency exit. CM Hill commented with
a low water crossing at least when driving through some water she would know there was a solid ce-
ment slip surface underneath. CM Holland and Gibson agreed.



CM Hill motioned to select low water crossings for both the north and the south crossings on the Upper
80 road. No culverts, no arch, CM Holland seconded motion passed unanimously.

7. Discussion and Possible Action re: Approval to pay $14,775.00 for the Engineering Study of the Upper
80 Low Water Crossings to be reimbursed by the CDBG grant.

CM Hill motioned to pay the $14,775.00 to Jones DeMille, CM Gibson seconded, motion passed unani-
mously.

8. Discussion and Possible Action re: Approval of the Ethical Behavior Policy.

CM Gibson motion to approve the Ethical Behavior Policy, CM Holland seconded, motion passed unani-
mously.

9. Discussion and Possible Action re: Letter regarding the Manti LaSal National Forest Management Plan
EIS to be approved unanimously via email.

CM O’Brien and Holland will work on this letter to be approved unanimously via email.

10. Discussion and Possible Action re: Approval of the Community Renewable Energy Program Utility
Agreement.

Simonson had reviewed the document and found several typos and incorrect references to section 21
and 17.5 s that were not in the entire document. She will send her corrections to CM Gibson and C-REP.
CM Gibson motioned to tabled Item 10 until the corrected Agreement can be approved, CM Hill second-
ed motion passed unanimously.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS -None

13 Closed Meeting (If necessary)

14. Payment of the bills.

CM Gibson motioned to pay the bills and Rocky Mountain Power’s bill when it received, CM Holland seconded,
motion passed unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT

CM Hill motioned to adjourn, CM Gibson seconded, motion passed unanimously.

M Duncan adjourned the Meeting at 7:52

Approved: Attested:

Jazmine Duncan, Mayor Jocelyn Buck, Town Clerk

Jocelyn Buck, Town Clerk



Town of Castle Valley
Road Department

Quarterly Report Q1 2023

Dorje Honer
Nov. 13, 2023

ROAD MAINTENANCE

Upper 80 - First Crossing was repaired.

o Repair work is authorized for ~2 years.

o Engineering on Low Water Crossings complete.
Mowing was performed on Castle Creek, Castle Valley Drive, and Lower Cliffview.
Tree trimming along Castle Creek completed.
Main goat head patches along CVD were cleaned up.
Goatheads and major tumbleweeds were cleared from the Town Lot.
Improvements/fixes to drainages around CVD and Buchanan intersection, with various small fixes on Keogh,
E. & W. Shafer, and W. Miller.

PROJECTS

Mowing/VVegetation Clearing
o The majority of the vegetation removal is complete. There are a few select spots remaining to be
cleaned up/collected.
Castle Valley Drive
o We will begin cold patching areas along the side of CVD as the temperature drops.
Upper 80
o Initial engineering on Low Water Crossings complete.
o Options for each have been provided to the town. See Basic LWC Option Analysis.

MATERIALS
Some material will continue to be spread on silty/muddy areas over the coming months.
Large material in the easement is planned to be recovered for large washout incidents.
We have received the majority of our material for the year.
REQUISITIONS
Rear Right Outer tire replacement (Ford Dump Truck).
Tire replacements for the backhoe.
ACQUISITIONS

We are in progress of getting our yearly allotment of material.
10 Gallons Hy-Gard hyd./transmission oil.

EQUIPMENT

NOTE: Unlisted are operational, but may have issues.
Grader

o Various leaks were fixed.

o Basic Maintenance and seasonal prep completed.
Mower

o Limited-Time Functionality (Hydraulic Oil Heat/leaks)

o Hydraulic Oil Cooling System Required. (In progress).

o Potential power steering leaks found, fixes planned.
Loader

o Seal replacement work In Progress.

o Non-Operable (Under Repair)

FACILITIES
Nothing to report at this time.
TRAINING
Basic Backhoe training provided to EOP personnel.
BUDGET

We are currently within our budget for the year.



INCIDENTS & ACCIDENTS

Nothing to report at this time.

WORK SCHEDULE
The road crew works a flexible schedule (usually Mondays & Tuesdays) based upon: resources available,
prioritization of work, weather conditions, and the private schedule of its employees. The road crew currently
does not work on Sundays except for emergencies.




Town of Castle Valley

Road Work - Employee Summary
Between 10/1/2023 and 10/31/2023

EMPLOYEE: 004 / Mike Souza

Mowing Total Hours: 11.5

Culverts Total Hours: 6

Equipment Maintenance Total Hours: 6
Brush Removal Total Hours: 17

Mike Souza Total 40.5 $810.00
EMPLOYEE: 012/ Dorje Honer

Drainage Maintenance Total Hours: 6
Fencing Total Hours: 2.5

Equipment Maintenance Total Hours: 6
Brush Removal Total Hours: 14.5
Facilities Maintanence Total Hours: 1
Equipment Repair Total Hours: 1.5

Dorje Honer Total 31.5 $787.50
EMPLOYEE: 013/ Dorje Honer

Drainage Review Total Hours: 1
Road Meeting Total Hours: 1
Town Meeting Total Hours: 2
Other Travel Total Hours: 3.5

Administration Total Hours: 9.5

Dorje Honer Total 17 $340.00
Report Total 89 $1,937.50



Approval
7/19/2023
7/25/2023
7/26/2023
7/28/2023

Approval
8/17/2023

Approval
9/12/2023
9/13/2023

TOWN OF CASTLE VALLEY - Building Permits Report
Approval Date Between 7/1/23 And 7/31/23

Lot Road Owner Type Purpose Description Height
141 Buchanan Lane East Rappaport, Elizabeth  Building Garage garaage 18
100  Pace Lane West Gustin, Wendy & Bill  Building Shed pre-fab shed 9.5
135  Buchanan Lane West Pataki, Diane & Holo  Building Other Certificate of Occupanc 0
260.1 Pace Lane West Mlynaric, Peter & Ban Building Residence 22
TOWN OF CASTLE VALLEY - Building Permits Report
Approval Date Between 8/1/23 And 8/31/23
Lot Road Owner Type Purpose Description Height
193 Shafer Lane East Mitchell, Stephen & R Building Residence  3BR 2 BA res 23
TOWN OF CASTLE VALLEY - Building Permits Report
Approval Date Between 9/1/23 And 9/30/23
Lot Road Owner Type Purpose Description Height
141 Buchanan Lane East Rappaport, Elizabeth  Electrical Solar Roof mount solar on ne 0
448  Rimrock Lane Wilson, Glen Electrical Other 200 amp svc for well 0

Approval Lot
10/2/2023 032
10/4/2023 443

TOWN OF CASTLE VALLEY - Building Permits Report
Approval Date Between 10/1/23 And 10/30/23
Road

Rim Shadow Lane East

Owner Purpose

Other

Type
Barnhart, Scott & Mal Building

Description

Certificate of Occupanc 0

Firecliff Lane Ambrose, Robert & FI Building Residence A Residence addition & r 17,5

Sq Ft <=19 Sq Ft >19

1136 0
203 0
0 0

0 4641

Sq Ft <=19 Sq Ft >19
0 2743

Sq Ft <=19 Sq Ft >19
0 0

0 0

Height Sq Ft<=19 SqFt>19

0 0
2418 0




DRAFT
11-1-2023 PLUC Minutes

Public Information Session on the National Flood Insurance Program and the
regular meeting of the Planning and Land Use Commission of the Town of Castle
Valley.

Hybrid meeting (Zoom and in person at the Town Building anchor site) was called to
order by chairman Ryan Anderson at 6:30 PM. Roll call: in person Ryan Anderson,
Colleen Thompson, Jeff Whitney, Adrian Washington, and Town Clerk, Jocelyn Buck;
On Zoom Tracie Harrison [FEMA/NFIP rep], Jazmine Duncan, Ron‘;Drake Les Bolton
Dorje Honer, Marie Hawkins, Bob Lippman and Julie Baird. w

Ryan introduced Tracie Harrison, the State Flood Plain Program Manager in the

Division of Emergency Management, and mentioned that printed brochures about the
National Flood Insurance Program are available at the Town office for anyone who is
interested.

Tracie explained that her department works with our community emergency managers
to help prepare for, mitigate, and recover from disasters, primarily when it comes to
floodplain management and flood risk. The NFIP is a voluntary program, a mutual
agreement between the community itself :and the federal government (FEMA, the
Federal Emergency Management Agency). The state department acts as go-between.
She said joining the NFIP is a simple process: we adopt an ordinance, we pass a
resolution, and submit an application.

Then the NFIP has a three-step approach

e reachmg out to communities in those counties and
1apping meetmgs If we decide to participate this is the opportunity to
Vmg done |n our area, which we currently do not have The

deveiopmzent plans,- growth, areas where we experience floodmg or other areas of
concern.

2. Tie the risk map into regulations, based on the Federal Code of Regulations for
Floodplain Management; this needs to be integrated into our ordinance. These
regulations protect property and also protect floodplains as a natural resource.
3.7

NFIP works by allowing insurance through federally-backed insurance products. If you



have a federally-backed mortgage and you are in a special flood hazard area, it will
require you to purchase flood insurance. NFIP participants also have access to federal
grants and disaster funding in large disaster events. There is a five-year audit to
examine our permits and ordinances to make sure we're still in compliance.

Ryan asked if we join, and then find out that we don't need it or want it, can we
withdraw? Answer: Yes, that's not a problem, there's no penalty.

Jeff Whitney mentioned that the County mapped Spanish Valley at conside
expense and wanted to confirm the mapping would not cost Castle Vall_

up by engineering or h|stoncal data. The appeal itself costs no
technical information probably would.

Tracie described more detail about the mapping process: !
determine the topography. They look for high water marks, u _stream gauges, and
historical data. After a question from Adrian, she said whethe or not we participate in
the NFIP, we're going to get mapped, and it's up to us if we want to use the maps in our
regulations. The mapping will be public mf_ermatlon‘ If the community joins and then
decides not to adopt the maps, we would be sanctioned and lose things like insurance
for federally backed mortgages and grant fund|

Tracie: Floods are the costliest natural disaster in Utah and in the United States. Bob
Lippman asked about the ra > behind the requirement to buy flood insurance if
you're in a flood zone. Tracie explained that it was to save disaster relief dollars and
treat the program as mo e of an insurance program.

Jeff told the history of thefm ng in Spanish Valley and Grand County joining the
program. He said all the res_, of the County with slight exceptions have no maps. They're
not considered a flood hazard area. But once the map is done, then
rd area. Anybody with a mortgage is going to be affected because if

we are a 'ﬁo‘od h

going to reqwre ﬂood msurance

Tracie described several scenarios. 1. If we don't join, and the mortgage company tells
a homeowner they must get flood insurance, the homeowner would have to go to
private Insurance industry. 2. For a pre-existing home that's in a special flood hazard
area and now has a requirement to pay for flood insurance but they don't want to, there
is a mechanism for the homeowner to, if they are on natural ground and they're above a
base flood elevation level, they can submit a letter of map amendment, that says this
parcel, this homeowner is elevated high enough that they are actually out of the special
flood hazard area and therefore FEMA is saying they shouldn't be required to have flood



insurance. This is possible because they don't map on a parcel-by-parcel scale. The
mortgage company would make the decision whether they would still require insurance.

Les asked if we join, you're not forced to have federal flood insurance unless you have a
federal loan, correct? Tracie: if you are mapped in a special flood hazard area AND you
have a federally backed mortgage. Les asked about second homeowners. Answer:
same requirements for insurance, but if it's a second home there might be some lower
coverages or exclusmns Les asked how does the Castle VaIIey hazard mm_v

required for grant funding. Tracie said she would send a document that,v{ii}l;li.st which
FEMA grants require participation and which do not. -

Jeff asked if we must have a C of M [what's that?] on staff. An:
must have a designee, like the mayor, public works dlrector ci
consultant engineer. .

Jocelyn asked for a synopsis of how we must amend our
join. Answer: we don't need a standalone ordinance, but a e chapter specific to
floodplain management is recommended. There is a draft ordinance that we can utilize
that has all the requirements from the Code of Federal Reguiatlons It specifies where
and how you can develop. Tracie gave the example of new (not pre-existing) mobile
homes in the special flood hazard area which would require elevating 36 inches above
the base flood elevation, and would require nchermg to prevent flotation; propane tank
requires anchoring also. They do not req trofitting pre-existing homes, except in
the case of substantial improy nts (50% ver the value of their structure).

use ordinance in order to

Les asked if there are additional state requwements on top of the NFIP? Answer: not for

requires permits for stream alterations and the like.

made for existing structures? Answer substantial improvements
of existing structure) require bringing up to compliance; or

Jocelyn asked about flash floods from slickrock that doesn't always happen in low lying
areas. Answer: for it to be considered a flood and covered by flood insurance, it needs
to be two or more properties, and it must be overland flooding. Ground water bubbling
up is not covered under flood insurance, but mudflows are, for example flooding off of a
burn scar, and flash floods are covered, as are backed-up storm drains (or culverts in
our case). The LIDAR mapping is not going to take into consideration things like blocked
culverts, of course. It won't guarantee your house is safe if you're outside the special



flood risk area. It's kind of an estimate, an approximation.

Dorje asked if they consider, or know, the precipitation amount that they usually design
for in these maps? Answer: no. She can get the question over to Jamie Huff who does
the risk map; she would definitely have that information for us. They use modeling to
determine things like that.

Tracie said we can have further conversations if we decide to hold off until the mapping
project goes through—we can talk again then. She wants our community to be prepared
because there are pros and cons and she doesn't want to sugarcoat hing. There
are mechanisms for that homeowner that may be on natural high ground, where they
can do the letter of map amendment and maybe get out of having that orced insurance.
But that's not a guarantee. So, she's happy to answer questio

Adrian asked: Phase 1 and Phase 2 mapping, are you doing both phases currently?
Answer: each phase has to be funded. The first phase is the LIDAR collection; that one
has been funded, as explained. After that Phase 2 would be the hydraulics and
hydrology modeling. And then they will produce a preliminary map that they present to
the community, show you where we are anticipating seeing flows, and get community
input on areas where we want additional study or a more refined look at [Phase 37]
Phase 1 is the one that's funded right now. Adrian: is the timeframe still about 2 to 3
years for all phases? Answer: the LIiDAR is probaw y;gomg to be flown next year.
Probably i in the sprmg because snow on the ground interferes. And then they'll probably

Then there's a timeframe, because there will be three countles doing this who all have
commenting periods and appeal periods. That large of a project, you probably won't see
actual physical maps that go effective for maybe 5 to 7 years. However, you can have
the best available data to be used in the interim to regulate and do development. But an
official map, where your homeowners have to have insurance, probably not for another
510 7 years. -

the insurance industry we have lots and lots of flood disasters;
they're alway lated. We don't get those disaster-area declarations where FEMA
comes in and hel ur homeowners. And that's why we have the flood insurance
policies, ‘because that's where our homeowners are going to be able to be made whole.
Federally-backed could be a little bit cheaper than private, sometimes private is better.
Planning for risk is important. She will send that additional information for us to
distribute to interested parties.

Tracie summ

Regular meeting of the Castle Valley Planning and Land Use Commission
ltem 1: Julie moved to adopt the agenda as printed. Colleen seconded. All voted Aye.

ltem 2: Open public comment. There was none.



Item 3: Approval of the minutes from the public hearing and regular meeting on July 12,
2023. Notes for the two public hearings are verbatim as required. Other subjects were
the Dark Sky Lighting Ordinance and the Combined Square Footage amendment, no
changes offered. Jeff moved to approve the minutes, seconded by Julie. Marie
abstained; all others voted Aye.

ltem 4, Reports. No public correspondence that we are aware of.
* Colleen presented the Town Council report from their October 18 meeting,

included in

2030, and yet the PLUC decided and the Town Council
panels to 10,000 W. We can't do both." Colleen replied
Council) that the technology has come along and we sh
people have mentioned it. There was some cross discuss
added that you can do a rooftop solar installation with very Ilttle vnsual impact that is far
greater than 10 KW, yet we limit it to 10 KW Colleen pointed out that you can do more,
but it's nonroutine. Ryan agreed that it's w isiting, and including in the upcoming
survey. On the subject of the low water ie Upper 80, Adrian mentioned
that the FEMA LiDAR mapping will |dentn‘y those areas and there may be grants
available, if you wait for the mapping. Colleen t she said 5 to 7 years for the final
maps. Adrian: you might be able o use the P_ se 1 or Phase 2 mapping but he knows
the low water crossings will tified in the first two phases. Colleen encouraged

h|m to write a letter to the "owr{ 'vio il about that.

on the Town website. Adrian asked if that job could be
e some, but a physical presence is required a lot of the

6. Discussion and Possible Action re: Large scale earth moving permitting.
Introduced by Colleen: The Town Council tasked the PLUC with addressing the
possible need for a permit for doing earth moving, because there's been at least two
recent examples where in one case, vegetation removal, and then another case, actual
earthmoving, caused flooding problems for the lot directly below, which is a violation of
both state and local ordinance. Dorje and Colleen got the delegated responsibility to try
to put this together, trying not to burden people too much. One important part is figuring
out a threshold for where a permit would be needed.



Jeff (former building inspector and floodplain administrator) explained that the State
Division of Air Quality requires notification when you disturb more than an acre. The
County ordinance kicks in at yardage, and is an example of what we could use. Jeff
doesn't think that just because there's an issue means that we must have a regulation.
But there is a danger on any property that's upstream to somebody else, if you change
the drainage, obviously. It can leave your property, or it shouldn't leave your property, at
a different location or at a different volume. The County requires mitigation such as a
retention basin so the water will leave your property the same way it did before, We
might want to design something to ensure that, or to at least have a tool that says if you
affected your neighbor you have to fix it. Jeff gave an example where h S accused

regardless of what you did, is going to flood that adjacent property, so we have 'to be
really careful that we don't create a situation where we re accusmg somebody of

make more usable land by doing massive di
better not because we already have an ordir

going to be doing vegetatioh removal, earth work, you are going to have to mitigate the
oonsequences of that Whatever that wordmg necessarily needs to be, such as what the

requirement to remediate if you've impacted downstream property owners. Maybe
there's a way to determine the yardage of dirt that requires this documentation but
maybe not rising to the level of a permit.

Dorje said the state has a regulation when you disturb more than an acre of sail,
especially regarding stormwater retention and things like that. So some of this might
involve the State. Personally Dorje thinks three potential thresholds that make sense



are: an acreage of disturbance threshold, a yardage or volume threshold, and proximity
to drainages. It's much more of a concern if the soil is getting disturbed in the middle of
a drainage versus far away from it.

Colleen said as BPA, she's not in favor of administering even more permits. The thing
is, a lot of people just go out there and do recreational grading or vegetation removal
without even thinking about what it might do. As a result, when somebody is applying for
a building permit, she spends time explaining the Dralnage Review, that you can't
change the water and how it exits your lot. But if you're not getting a building permit,
people just do it. She often wonders about the berms she sees getting.p WhICh are
not regulated aside from the state and local regulations about not changing
from your lot. T

Colleen said we need to pin the concepts down before we can write actual language,
and that's what we're trying to do here. When she was new to the PLUC this same thing
came up and nobody wanted to do a permit or regulation for it, so we put language in
the ordinance recommending a consultation if you were | on doing an amount of
earth moving—but to her knowledge, not a single person has ever done that. Jazmine
said there must be standards that people are going to have to adhere to. Whether we all
decide that a permit process is necessary or not, you have to give people some
direction.

Dorje thinks that's absolutely necessary; w robably do some form of two-stage
process where there is some regulation just regarding any kind of dirt work that you do
and how to deal with it, best management practlces thmgs like that. And then some
form of permitting for large-sc

actual permitting pr
water's not going so
acre at a time is expose

Ise or it's done stage-wise so not more than a single
_me other thing along those lines.

d we need to be able to come back and remediate them. Because
y things go around here somebody's going to miss the memo and we're
going to have to deal with problems after the fact.

Ryan proposed a task force of himself, Dorje, Jeff, and Colleen, to come up with
something to present to the Town Council. Jazmine reminded that if we're going to add
or change ordinance language it has to go through a public hearing and the PLUC, and
asked if we are proposing to come up with some language to run by the Council before
holding the public hearing? Ryan confirmed that, with hopes that it could be ready



before the next Town Council meeting.
Closed meeting: not needed.

Jeff moved to adjourn the meeting, Colleen seconded, all voted in favor. Ryan
adjourned the meeting at 7:56 PM.




2024 Meeting Schedule - Town of Castle Valley

These will be Hybrid Meetings held on Zoom and in person at

the Town Building unless posted otherwise. Zoom link will be
posted on the Agendas

Regular Town Council Meetings
Held at 6:30 P.M. on the 3™ Wednesday of each month.

January 17
February 21
March 20
April 17
May 15
June 19
July 17
August 21
September 18
October 16
November 20
December 18

Planning & Land Use Commission Meetings
Held at 6:30 P.M. on the 1 * Wednesday of each month.

January 3
February 7
March 6
April 3
May 1
June 5
July 3
August 7
September 4
October 2
November 6
December 4



Jones & DeMille

Jocelyn Buck

Town Clerk

Castle Valley

HC 64 Box 2705

Castle Valley, UT 84532

Professional Services through October 31, 2023

Design Engineering

Total Fee

Percent Complete

9,500.00

80.00 Total Earned

Previous Fee Billing
Current Fee Billing
Total Fee

Professional Services Invoice

November 10, 2023
Project No:
Invoice No:

2212-006.00
0132589

Castle Valley - Road Design Engineering for
Upper 80 Road Low Water Crossings

Project Manager:

Javen lvins

[TOTAL THIS INVOICE

$10,025.00]

Total billed, received, and outstanding
information can be viewed at the bottom

of this invoice."”

7,600.00
4,750.00
2,850.00

Total this Phase

2,850.00
$2,850.00

Preliminary Concept & H&H Design

Total Fee

Percent Complete

11,500.00
100.00

Total Earned
Previous Fee Billing
Current Fee Billing
Total Fee

11,500.00
5,750.00
5,750.00

Total this Phase

5,750.00
$5,750.00

Total Fee

Percent Complete

5,700.00

100.00 Total Earned

Previous Fee Billing
Current Fee Billing
Total Fee

5,700.00
4,275.00
1,425.00

Total this Phase

1,425.00
$1,425.00




Project 2212-006.00 Castle Yalley-Road Design- Upper 80 Rd Invoice 0132589

TOTAL THIS INVOICE $10,025.00
Billings to Date
Current Prior Total Received AR Balance
Fee 10,025.00 14,775.C0 24,800.00
Totals 10,025.00 14,775.00 24,800.00 14,775.00 10,025.00

Thank you - we appreciate your business!

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS, 1.5% Finance Charge per Month on Past Due Invoices.

Please remit payment to 1535 South 100 West, Richfield, UT 84701 or at https://jonesanddemille.com/pay
Credit card transactions over $5,000 will be subject to a 3% processing fee.
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Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Between the Town of Castle Valley
Utah and the Castle Valley Fire Protection District

Purpose: This is an agreement between the Town of Castle Valley Utah and the Castle Valley Fire
Protection District to prevent, protect, mitigate, and respond to the public nuisance of wildfire in order
to protect the citizens and property within the town and to maintain municipality compliance of Utah
Code 65A-8-202.5

Background: Based on Utah Code 65A-8-205.5 the Town of Castle Valley and the CVFPD have certain
responsibilities regarding wildfire within municipal boundaries on both private and municipally owned
lands as described here:

65A-8-202.5 City and town responsibilities. (1) A municipality shall abate the public nuisance caused by
wildfire on forest, range, watershed, and wildland urban interface land within the boundaries of the
municipality if the land is: (a) privately owned; or (b) owned by the municipality. (2) A municipality may
participate in the wildland fire protection system of the division and become eligible for assistance from
the state by agreement under the provisions of this chapter. (3) A municipality shall: (a) reduce the risk
of wildfire to incorporated, privately owned and municipality owned forest, range, watershed, and
wildland urban interface land, with private landowner permission, through appropriate wildfire
prevention, preparedness, and mitigation actions; and (b) ensure effective wildfire initial attack on
forest, range, watershed, and wildland urban interface land within the municipality's fire protection
boundary. (4) A municipality may assign the responsibilities described in Subsections (1) and (3) to a fire
service provider or an eligible entity, as defined in Section 65A-8-203, through contract, delegation,
interlocal agreement, or another method. (5) The state forester shall make certain that appropriate
action is taken to control wildland fires on incorporated, nonfederal forest, range, watershed, and
wildland urban interface lands. (6) Nothing in this section excuses a private landowner from complying
with an applicable Town or county ordinance. Enacted by Chapter 174, 2016 General Session.

The Town of Castle Valley has limited staff, does not have a fire department of its own and is located
within the service district of the Castle Valley Fire Protection District which is a taxing entity providing
fire protection services to the residents of the Town and some surrounding areas. The CVFPD also
engages in mitigation, prevention and preparedness activities as part of their Firewise community
program and the Town participates in these activities in conjunction with them, specifically public
outreach opportunities to engage residents in prevention, preparedness and mitigation activities on
their properties.

The Town of Castle Valley does not have the resources to effectively meet the requirements of Utah
Code 65A-8-205.5(1), and (3) on their own and finds it beneficial to enter an MOU with the CVFPD to
cover these requirements within the Town’s municipal boundary pursuant to 65A-8-205.5 (4), though
the Division of FFSL has determined in writing that the MOU is not necessary for the Town to be covered
under the CVFPD’s cooperating agreement covering the requirements of 65A-8-205.5.



Roles and Responsibilities:

The Town of Castle Valley:

The Town agrees to work with the CVFPD to the extent it can to ensure the requirements of (1),
and (3) are met, without further increasing the cost to taxpayers for services already being paid
for by their taxes paid to the CVFPD.

The Town agrees to provide public outreach via the Town email list, occasional mailings, and
social media to provide the CVFPD newsletters and other Firewise materials to residents, the
Town may also send information more frequently as it finds beneficial information for residents.
The Town agrees to continue to pursue opportunities to mitigate fire hazards on Town owned
properties, the CVFPD shall not maintain sole responsibility for Town owned property, but may
assist, when possible, in mitigation activities including potential grant funding opportunities for
fuel removals on these publicly owned parcels.

The Town agrees to reimburse the CVFPD for use of their well on Lot 13, Castle Valley Drive, at a
rate of S7 per 1,000 gallons.

The Town agrees to use Road Dept. equipment on emergency wildfire incidents if a certified red
carded firefighter is on staff and available to operate the equipment.

The Town agrees to maintain an Emergency Operations Plan including a fire annex and to
activate protocols at the request of the Incident Commander on any emergency incident within
or adjacent to the Town Boundary.

The Town agrees to provide evacuation route maps to the public via website and bulletin
boards.

The Town agrees to use their facilities as an incident command center for any emergency
incidents in or adjacent to the Town boundary.

The Town agrees to providing mowing on Town road easements to strengthen fuel breaks
created by roads.

The Town agrees to continue finishing cul-d-sacs at the end of Town roads at a rate of 2 per
year, and finding alternatives such as hammerhead turnarounds where cul-d-sacs can’t be
created.

The Castle Valley Fire Protection District:

The CVFPD agrees to assist the Town with reducing the risk of wildfire on privately owned
property within the Town boundary as such are also part of the CVFPD boundary, through
facilitating property evaluations, chipper days and the in-kind matching program for fuel
removal and other programs that may become available.

The CVFPD agrees to ensure effective wildfire initial attack on forest, range, watershed, and
wildland urban interface land within the municipality's fire protection boundary and agrees to
assist the Town in abating the nuisance caused by such wildfires.

The CVFPD agrees to maintain it’s status as an eligible entity with the Utah Division of Forestry
Fire and State Lands including certification, training and equipment standards and agrees to
primary responsibility for initial attack on all wildland fires within the Town boundary and agrees
to the costs associated with such.



e The CVFPD agrees to occasionally use their equipment to fill the shared pit toilet facility with
water to maintain the correct water level, at Lot 2 Castle Valley Drive.

e The CVFPD agrees to reimburse the Town for the actual amount of diesel used from shared fuel
tank at the current market rate per gallon.

This Memorandum of Understanding shall become effective on the date of the last authorized
signature and will remain in effect for a term of five years (Utah Code 65A-8-203-2-B) or until
terminated by either party. The MOU may only be amended by mutually written agreements of both
parties. In the event of any disagreement between this MOU and any statute or regulation, the
statute or regulation shall control.

By: Date:

Ron Drake
Chief

Castle Valley Fire Protection District

By: Date:

Jazmine Duncan
Mayor

Town of Castle Valley, Utah



Land Disturbance & Stormwater Runoff Protections

ORDINANCE DRAFT OUTLINE

e Stormwater & land disturbance keying to 85-3-5.7 Section C & D

Using Taylorsville Chapter 17.05 Stormwater Maintenance as reference.

Surface water should be defined as stormwater runoff to match state language (use
Taylorsville definition).

Intent: To protect neighbors adjacent to properties against changes to water runoff.

Preliminary education/reach out to residents

Require preliminary consultation with town designee, who will decide if a complete
review/permit is necessary.

Trigger-points/Thresholds
o Whatever triggers a drainage review
o Greater than 30’ perimeter or 100" perimeter on hillside lots from building
footprint?*
= Correct definition for footprint/building area/parking areas etc.
o Cubic yard threshold
= 500+ for Town Permit
® Greater than 5,000 cubic yards require state engineering
e Required by UPDES permit
o Acreage threshold
= Y or1/3 for Town Permit?
= UPDES permit required @ greater than 1 acre.
e Permit fee may be exempt if in conjunction with a building permit.



