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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NOTICE is hereby given that the CITY COUNCIL of Alpine City, Utah, will hold a Public Meeting on Tuesday,
February 27,2024, at 6:00 pm, at 20 North Main Street which can be viewed on the Alpine City YouTube Channel.
A direct link to the channel can be found on the home page of the Alpine City website: alpinecity.org. Public
comments will be accepted during the Public Comment portion of the meeting.

II.

I11.

Iv.

VI

VIIL.

VIIL

IX.

CALL MEETING TO ORDER

A. Roll Call Mayor Carla Merrill
B. Prayer: By Invitation

C. Pledge: By Invitation

WORK SESSION: Burgess Orchards and FY2025 Budgef

PUBLIC COMMENT

CONSENT CALENDAR

A. Eprove City Council minutes for February 13, 2024
B. roval of Smooth Canyon WeatherTrak Svstem: $24 261.0

C. Resolutlon R2024-06: Municipal Wastewater Planning Progra

REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS
A. Lone Peak Baseball Field Improvements

ACTION/ DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. Request for Accessory Structure Setback Exception — Chris Young, 542 E. Three Falls Drivd
B. DOrdinance 2024-10: FY2024 Mid-Year Budget Adjustmen

C. Drdinance 2024-09: Amendment to Subdivision Ordinance — Land Use Tabld

D. Proposal for Canyon Crest Road Speed Limit Stud

STAFF REPORTS

COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

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

Mayor Carla Merrill
February 23, 2024



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Review Cherry Hill Farms Parking and CUP.
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: February 27th, 2024.
PETITIONER: City Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Discuss Parking Issues for Cherry Hill Farms
Produce Stand

Review Type: Work Session

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

Cherry Hill Farms (formerly Burgess Orchards) applied for and was granted a Conditional Use
Permit (CUP) for their new building located at 625 S Alpine Highway. The Planning Commission
is the designated land use authority for produce stands in the CR-40,000 zone. This permit was
approved during the March 21%, 2023 Planning Commission meeting.

The new building was not able to be completed before the start of last season so the produce stand
was operated out of the old Burgess Orchards building. Due to the construction of two houses on
the property, the parking area in the past was significantly reduced. More cars than usual were
then parked along Alpine Highway creating safety concerns. Cherry Hill Farm did occasionally
put up temporary no parking signs along Alpine Highway that were largely ignored. As part of

the CUP the following conditions were approved by the Planning Commission that the produce
stand is required to follow.

1. Off-street standard exceptions for paving and lighting of the parking lot are subject to City

Council approval,

2. No portion of the setback area adjacent to Alpine Highway, or Bateman Lane will be used
for off-street parking unless approved by the Gateway Historic Committee and the City
Council:

3. The applicant installs signage on their property to not allow parking on Alpine Highway
and direct traffic to the parking lot:

4. Meet with UDOT to receive permission to paint curbing or to put up no parking signs in
the parking strip.

5. Hours of operation are dawn to dusk.

6. The season of operation is first day of Spring to last day of Fall;

7. The Business can’t open until improvements to Bateman Lane and the parking lot are
complete.

The City Council did approve an the exception to the off-street parking to not require lighting on the
parking lot so long as the business hours are between dawn to dusk, waive the requirement of paving
but letting them do a more natural parking lot, and meet the setbacks of the zone, also having staff
verify that the parking lot is ADA compliant for the produce stand at 645 S Alpine Highway. During
the March 28", 2023 meeting.

The Planning Commission has shared concerns that parking will continue to be an issue with their
new stand, and would like to see the city address potential parking problems. The applicant shows
eighteen (18) on-site parking spaces which meet the requirements of the city code. If any of the
conditions attached to this property are not met, the city council acts as the authority to revoke the
permit.

ALPINE CITY CODE:
e 3.23.060 #3



Public Notice:
N/A

GENERAL PLAN:
N/A



PARKING NOTES

|8 STANDARD PARKING SPACES PROPOSED
3240 SF FARM STAND @ 4 SPACES / 1000 SF = |3 REQ'D SPACES

3.2L.04L0 EXCEPTION TO OFF-STREET PARKING REQUIREMENTS
REQUESTS FOR AN EXCEPTION TO THE OFF-STREET PARKING
REQUIREMENT(S) MAY BE RECOMMENDED BY THE PLANNING
COMMISSION AND APPROVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL, IF THE
APPLICANT SHOWS:

|. THE UNIQUE NATURE OF THE EXISTING OR PROPOSED LAND USE.

"THE FARM STAND IS NOT A FORMAL COMMERCIAL BUSINESS AND
DOES NOT HAVE LONG OPERATING HOURS AND A NEED FOR PAVED
PARKING LOTS WITH LIGHTING. THIS FARM STAND IS PROPOSED TO
FIT IN WITH THE AGRICULTURAL ASPECT OF THE FARM."

THE EXCEPTION TO THE OFF-STREET PARKING REQUIREMENTS IS
|. THE SURFACE FOR THE PARKING LOT IS GRAVEL
2. NO PARKING LOT LIGHTING.
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File Name and Path: I\Commercl\A-Personal\Morgan_Neddo\2022105017\2022105017-110-ELEV.dwg

Printed By: Michael Waldera

Date Printed: 12/30/2022 9:24 AM

GENERAL NOTES AND SPECIFICATIONS

The materials and lobor shown on these plons that are provided by Cleary Building Corp. are limited to those materials and labor
as defined by the Cleary Building Corp. coniroct. Additional materiols or accessories that are not being provided by Cleary Building
Corp. may be shown on plans for context er building code compliance.

This building is designed in accordonce with the following codes and specifications:
2018 Internationa! Building Code (IBC)
2018 Edition Of “National Design Specifications for Wood Construction”

Risk Colegory: I
Use Group(s) Classification: U
Building Use: Garage
Type of Construction: Type VB
Building Area: 4040 Sq. Ft.

Building Design Loads:
Snow Design Data:

Ground Snow Lood (Pg): 40 PSF
Design Balanced Roof Snow Lead:————""— 32.8 PSF
Snow Exposure Factor (Ce): 1

Slope Factor (Cs): 0.98
Thermal Factor (Ct): 1.2

Snow Load Importance Factor (lsf————— 1.0

Flat Roof Snow Load (P)—————————— 33.6 PSF

Sloped Roof Snow Load (Ps)——————————— 32.8 PSF

Unbalanced Snow Loads: 9.8 PSF Windward
32.8 PSF Leeward
21.65 PSP Leeward surcharge
10.3 Ft. Width of surcharge

Wind Design Data:
Basic Design Wind Speed (V): 115 MPH
Wind Exp ; c
Design Intenal Pressure Coefficient—————— + 0.18

Earthquake Design Data:

Basic Seismic Force Resisting System: Building Frame System/Light Frame Walls Sheathed with Wood

Structural Panels or Steel Sheets
Design Base Shear: 5468 LBS
Seismic Response Coefficient (Csp—————— 0145

Analysis Procedure Used: Equivalent Lateral Force Procedure

Seismic Design Calegury: D
Mapped Spectral Response Accelerations (Ss):—————— 130.4%g
() —— 489%g

Spectral Response Coefficients (Syg)——— 0.8699
(Sp)——————— 0492

Site Class: D

Seismic Importance Factor (f}———————— 1.0

Response Modification Factor (R):——————8

All lumber, unless noted otherwise, shall be S4S #2 SPF or better. All lumber embedded in the ground shall be treated with
Chromated Copper Arsenate to a retention level of .60 Ibs. per cubic foot. AWPA U1, UC4B.

Al nails are to be threaded hardened steel unless otherwise noted.

Grading should be such that the surface water is drained away from the foundation. Minimum grade would be six inches of
vertical drop per ten feet of horizontal away from the foundation (5%).

Fill used for concrete floor slab sub grade, if present, shall be regsonably graded granulor material. Fill used in columns holes
shall be the excavated soil unless noted otherwise. All fill shall be free from debris, stones over 48 and frozen material.

Electrical work, heating, ventilating, air conditioning, plumbing, and site draining is not o part of this drawing ond shall be installed
os per applicable codes.

This design is bosed on o building site with sand, silly sand, clayey sand, silty grovel, cloyey grovel
soil. As per lhe IBC bullding code ond Referenced Standard ASAE 486.1, on assumed soil beoring design
value of 1500 psf with increases for depth ond width hos been used in this design. If information is
discovered before or during construction contrary to this, the bulding designer should be contocled.

: NOTE:
This document, as presented and seoled, is not intended to be, nor should it
be construed os such, o complete bulding design. I is intended to represent
just the building itself, It should aiso be noted thal the designer is unoware
of any subsoll investigation reporis. Foolings hove been sized on ossumed

the local building official for exceplions.

This building, os depicted, must be constructed 10 feet or
more from any and all lob lines and 20 feet or more from
any other buldings on the same lot. See IBC code and/or

volues os per note B.0 under General Specifications and Notes. The designer
excludes determination thot the assumed sail conditions are present ot the
site. If o concrete floor will be instalied, the design of the concrete fioor is
not part of these plans, nor is it intended to be. If shown, the concrefe floor
anly depicted to show its locotion with respect lo related components of
the building. The client or general contractor is encouraged to cantroct with
other professional engineers or archilects for the design of the concrete floor
and its subgrade.
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

February 13, 2024

Mayor Pro Tem Jason Thelin called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm.

CALL MEETING TO ORDER

A. Roll Call: The following were present at the anchor location, which constituted a quorum: Brent
Rummler, Jessica Smuin, Kelli Law, and Chrissy Hannemann. Mayor Carla Merrill was excused.

B. Prayer: Brent Rummler

C. Pledge: Kelli Law

Staff: Shane Sorensen, Ryan Robison, Steve Doxey, Chief Brian Gwilliam, Chief Brian Patten, and
DeAnn Parry

Others: Heidi Smith, Roman Frazier, Tiffany Frazier, Julie Linford, Kip Thompson, Jennifer Wadsworth,
Matt and Carrie Brinton, Samantha McClellan

CONSENT CALENDAR
A. Approve City Council minutes of Work Session on January 18, 2024, and City Council meeting on
January 23, 2024

Motion: Kelli Law moved to approve the Consent Calendar as proposed. Jessica Smuin seconded the motion. There
were 5 yes votes, 0 no votes, and 0 excused as recorded below. The motion passed unanimously.

Yes No Excused
Brent Rummler

Jessica Smuin

Kelli Law

Chrissy Hannemann

Jason Thelin

PUBLIC COMMENT
No public comment was offered at this point.

REPORTS AND PRESENTATIONS
A. Financial Report

City Administrator Shane Sorensen reported on the budget. The council will look at a few adjustment
proposals at their meeting in two weeks. Sales tax is up over last year. On the red/green report, red
indicates budgets to watch as we near the end of the fiscal year. There are lags in some of the tax revenues.
Interest rates are up, which is good for the city. There are no major budget concerns. We anticipate issuing
our first home permit this month. The city has full-time building department staff, but our inspections are
contracted out, so we do not pay for services we do not use when home construction is slow. We have
reviewed our building department response timeline and found that we are not delaying construction with
our responses.

Jessica Smuin asked about the number of remodels and other permits.
Shane Sorensen will bring that report to the next City Council meeting.

Chrissy Hannemann asked about work sessions regarding the budget.
Shane Sorensen said that we will have a work session in two weeks regarding Pl rates and other budget
issues.

CC 2/13/2024
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Kelli Law asked about the fines and tickets revenue, which has increased.

Chief Brian Gwilliam said he would need to research that further.

Kelli Law said that because we cannot install speed bumps, officers writing more tickets should help
motorists slow down in the city. Kelli also mentioned that he has seen more officers driving around in
Alpine neighborhoods, and he appreciates their presence here.

Kelli Law also asked if Page 2 of the red/green report was correct in showing 1,433 percent higher interest
earnings.

Shane Sorensen clarified that when the interest is included in the report, the entire amount is shown initially
in the General Fund. Near the end of the fiscal year our Financial Director, Dave Sanderson, will split it up
between the various funds (water, sewer, PI, storm drain, etc.). Dave has mentioned that with the increased
interest revenue, he may need to split it between the funds earlier in the year.

Kelli Law asked if we have a projected total.

Shane Sorensen will either have Dave Sanderson split the interest revenue into the various funds in a
spreadsheet or get the total projected revenue to Kelli Law.

Chrissy Hannemann asked about the recreation expenditures to date in the red/green report on Page 1,
Recreation Impact Fees.

Shane Sorensen explained that impact fees are only used for projects in our impact fee plan, and we have
not done any projects to date that are eligible for those funds. Impact fees cannot be used for general park
operations or maintenance.

Chrissy asked how the projects at Burgess Park were funded.

Shane explained that most of that was paid through the Capital Improvement Fund. Page 3 of the red/green
report shows that for Parks and Recreation maintenance we expended 57 percent of our budget at 59
percent into the fiscal year.

Chrissy asked about projects that have already been approved.

Shane explained that the council will look at everything on the project list and how it will be funded. Shane
also offered to go through the budget for this fiscal year with Chrissy Hannemann.

ACTION/ DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. Ordinance 2024-03: Code Amendment to Sections 3.04.030 & 3.23 Allowing Reception Centers as
Conditional Use in the CR-40,000 Zone

City Planner Ryan Robinson reported that Mike McEwan requested a code amendment to allow reception
centers as a conditional use within Alpine City. The zone requested for the code amendment would only
apply to those lots within the CR-40,000 designation. The specific property is over five acres with .53 acres
dedicated to parking and an additional .36 acres for overflow parking. The applicant estimates between the
dedicated and overflow parking they should have about 110 parking spaces. This is approximately the same
number of spaces as at the Alpine Art Center and well above that designated for Knot and Pine, although
surrounding parking is utilized for that location.

This item was a topic of discussion during the December 5, 2023, Planning Commission meeting. The
commissioners gave feedback on the following topics:

o Traffic: The city cannot control how many guests arrive at a reception-type event. Some roads could
handle the extra traffic while other roads could become congested and make it unreasonably difficult
for surrounding neighbors.

e Impact on Neighbors: We need to make sure that neighbors aren’t unreasonably impacted by noise,
traffic, and parking issues.

o Noise: Some areas may have acoustics that negatively impact surrounding areas.

e Parking: How many parking spots to allow so there is no on-street parking?

e Number of Events: How many events could a center hold per month?

The Planning Commission held a public hearing during their February 6, 2024, meeting. They made the
motion to recommend to the City Council that this code amendment request be denied as it does not fit the
character of the CR-40,000 zone as outlined in the General Plan. They also had concerns regarding traffic

CC 2/13/2024
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and parking along Grove Drive and the issues that would be created with this type of use. The Planning
Commission asked that if the Council were to approve the request, they send the application back to the
Planning Commission to work on standards for a reception center in the CR-40,000 zone.

MOTION: Planning Commissioner Jeff Davis moved that Ordinance 2024-03 Amending the designated
sections of the Alpine Development Code to Allow Receptions Centers as a Conditional Use in the CR-
40,000 Zone be denied based on the fact that it does not fit our Master Plan or Transportation Plan. John
MacKay seconded the motion. There were 7 Ayes and 0 Nays. The motion passed.

City Staff have researched what neighboring communities are doing to address the issues raised by the
Planning Commission during their initial discussion. Attached is a draft version that could act as a starting
point if the Council wants to allow this type of use. These standards were created referencing the vision
outlined in the General Plan, while allowing a use that is commercial in nature.

PUBLIC NOTICE A public hearing was held during the February 6, 2024, Planning Commission meeting.
Additionally, a letter was sent out to all property owners within 300 feet of this property. Staff received one
phone call in opposition to this type of use.

ALPINE CITY CODE - 3.04.030 Conditional Uses in the CR-40,000 Zone ¢ 3.23.060 Adding Standards for
a Reception Center * 3.23.070 Adding Reception Center as a use with a Land Use Authority designated.

GENERAL PLAN: Land zoned as CR-40,000 (Country Residential — 40,000 square foot minimum lot size)
shall include, but is not exclusive to, land generally located around the periphery of the city center considered
appropriate for low-density residential development. These areas should provide for the perpetuation of the
rural and open space image of the city. (Alpine City General Plan Policy 2.5 Pg. 7)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Because this is a legislative decision the standards for approval or denial
are that the proposed code amendment should be compatible with the standards found in the General Plan as
well as current city code and policies. A decision should be made by the City Council for approval or denial
based on those criteria. Because this is a code amendment, this use will be allowed on all lots in the CR-
40,000 zone that meet this requirement. The focus tonight is on the use, not necessarily approving a specific
application. If approved, that will come later as part of the review process as an administrative decision.

Brent Rummler reported that the City Council and the mayor received an email opposing the proposal, and
he spoke with Ryan Robinson and Shane Sorensen about specific language in the proposal. Brent thinks that
the four-event limit would still be disruptive to the residential neighborhood.

At this point, Mayor Pro Tem Jason Thelin invited attendees to comment.

Kip Thompson

643 E Alpine Blvd

Kip thinks that a reception center is a bad idea for this location. He is concerned about the increased traffic
and the noise, which carries easily in that area. There are a lot of unknowns with this proposal, and Kip feels
that event centers are more feasible near the entrance to town.

Matt Brinton

1584 N Eliza Circle

Matt is worried worry about traffic and parking issues with the proposed center. He is concerned about how
the city would prevent people from parking everywhere, and multiple no-parking signs would be unsightly.
Also, residents in the area often have their own private events at their homes, and an event center with many
extra cars could encroach on residential visitors.

Julie Linford

432 E Adams Circle

Julie heard about the proposal last night. She feels that allowing a commercial business in a residential area
is setting a bad precedent. A commercial venture for gain should not be located in residential neighborhoods.

CC 2/13/2024



OCO~NOOITRARWNEF

4

Julie’s area has a group text, and the majority of residents are against the proposal. Speeding is a big
problem already, and the noise would be worse because of the echoes in the area.

Jessica Smuin commented that our General Plan has commercial entities located at the entrance to our
community along the highway. She asked if this proposal were allowed, would every one-acre lot be able to
ask for a similar use?

Ryan Robinson clarified that this proposal requires five acres.

Chrissy Hannemann said that Wadley Farms is located in a neighborhood in the middle of Lindon. She feels
that the Farm gets along with their neighbors and that parking is handled well. Chrissy can hear noise from
receptions at the Alpine Arts Center at her home but doesn’t feel that the noise is a big deal. Any events in
town would need to shut down at 10 pm anyway. Chrissy said that staff has done a good job putting conditions
on the proposal to lessen the impact on neighbors. She feels that prohibiting overnight events is a wise
restriction. Chrissy would love to have an event at this location and is in favor of the proposal.

Mayor Pro Tem Jason Thelin said that his number one concern is traffic and safety. Alpine is unique because
we only have three exits. The Alpine Arts Center fits within our ordinance. Jason said that if we want to
change an ordinance it should be to make the city better. He does not think this proposal meets the criteria.

Brent Rummler said that the reason we have zones in our General Plan is to help us make decisions like this.
A business of this type in a residential area goes against that plan and creates significant issues for nearby
neighbors. Brent feels that this proposal is incongruent with residential zoning.

Motion: Kelli Law moved that Ordinance 2024-03 amending the designated sections of the Alpine Development
Code to Allow Reception Centers as a Conditional Use in the CR-40,000 Zone be denied based on the following
concerns: it does not meet the vision of the General Plan, it will cause increased traffic, it will have a negative impact
on the neighbors. Brent Rummler seconded the motion. There were 4 yes votes, 1 no vote, and 0 excused as recorded
below. The motion passed.

Yes No Excused
Brent Rummler Chrissy Hannemann

Jessica Smuin

Kelli Law

Jason Thelin

B. Ordinance 2024-05: Code Amendment to Section 2.08 of the Development Code to create a Public
Facilities Zone

City Planner Ryan Robinson explained that city staff have been asked to create a new zoning designation for
property currently used for public or quasi-public purposes in the city. These uses include but are not limited
to city-owned property, schools, and churches. Alpine does not have a zone that fits the primary uses of these
properties. These properties currently have zoning designations that would allow them to be replaced now or
in the future by homes or new businesses. By creating a new Public Facilities Zone, this would ensure stability
in the future use of these properties. Once the code requirements for this new zone have been approved, the
next step will be to rezone all property within Alpine that meets these criteria (i.e. schools, churches, and
local government-owned land). A draft plan was included for review.

The main uses in this zone are public or quasi-public in nature (parks, schools, hospitals, city buildings, etc.)
and do not allow commercial or residential development to occur. The City Council reviewed the proposed
language during a November City Council work session. Their comments focused mainly on parking
requirements and referenced additional criteria found in the code, specifically off-street parking and school
standards found in Development Code 3.20. These comments were addressed in the attached draft.

The Planning Commission held a public hearing during their February 6, 2024, meeting. The discussion

among the commissioners was focused on which properties would be impacted, the process to rezone those
properties, and included certain quasi-public uses (i.e., churches).

CC 2/13/2024
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MOTION: Planning Commission member Jeff Davis moved to recommend approval of Code Amendment
to Section 3.08 of the Development Code to create a Public Facilities Zone as proposed. Michelle Schirmer
seconded the motion. There were 7 Ayes and 0 Nays. The motion passed.

CITY CODE: « Adoption of New Chapter 3.08 of Alpine Development Code

NOTICING: A public hearing was held during the Planning Commission’s February 6, 2024, meeting in
accordance with state and local requirements.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Because this is a legislative decision, the standards for approval or denial
are that the proposed code amendment should be compatible with the standards found in the General Plan as
well as the current city code and policies. A decision should be made by the City Council for approval or
denial based on those criteria.

Ryan Robinson explained that this proposed zone would keep the city in the driver’s seat to determine the
future use of the land. Ryan displayed a city map with purple and green areas that would be addressed by this
new zone and reported that other cities are also working on this same issue.

During a discussion period the council clarified the following points:

e The council would first need to adopt the specific language of this ordinance. If the ordinance is
approved tonight, a draft will be presented at a future City Council meeting.

e The council would then need to identify each specific property to receive the new Public Facilities
Zone designation.

e The Public Facilities Zone would not apply to vacant parcels of land even if they are owned by a
church or school entity.

e The city would need to notify all property owners that will be impacted by the Public Facilities Zone
and their neighbors within 500 feet. This would involve most of the city.

e If anew entity were to purchase land for this type of use, we would follow the process to rezone it
to Public Facilities.

e  Charter schools are allowed in any zone in the city. If a new school were to be built in Alpine, it
would be rezoned as Public Facilities.

e Cities and courts vary on how they treat the quasi-public designation. It would be up to the council
to determine how they would apply that designation, particularly regarding churches.

e Itisimportant for the city to be able to determine how land is used, especially if a church or school
were to be demolished in the future.

Motion: Chrissy Hannemann moved to approve Ordinance 2024-05 proposed code amendment to section 3.08 of the
Alpine Development Code creating a Public-Facilities Zone as proposed. Brent Rummler seconded the motion. There
were 5 yes votes, 0 no votes, and 0 excused as recorded below. The motion passed unanimously.

Yes No Excused
Brent Rummler

Jessica Smuin

Kelli Law

Chrissy Hannemann

Jason Thelin

C. Ordinance 2024-06: Code Amendment to Alpine Development Code 3.31, 4.04, and 4.06 Boundary
Line Adjustments

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Alpine City Staff in review of our current code has suggested
changes to the section regulating boundary line adjustments. These changes were made to make it more
compliant with the State Code as well as to make it easier to interpret and apply for residents and staff.
These changes include:

e Separating the sections by those in a recorded subdivision and those which are not.

e Clarifying the approving bodies in different situations.

CC 2/13/2024
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e Mirroring review language with State Code.

In their November 7, 2023, meeting the Planning Commission held a public hearing to amend this section
of the code and recommended a favorable motion to the City Council. After a further review by the city
attorney to better mirror the requirements of the State Code, enough changes were made to warrant
another review by the Planning Commission. Additional changes have been made after review by staff
and legal counsel. These changes provide references to sections in the new subdivision requirements in
title 4.04.100 and 4.04.110 to eliminate any inconsistencies.

CITY CODE: Alpine City Code 3.31 Boundary Line Adjustments

NOTICING: The notice requirements of the State of Utah and Alpine City have been met. A public
hearing is required as part of tonight's meeting.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Because this is a legislative decision, the standards for approval or
denial are that the proposed application should be compatible with the standards found in the General
Plan as well as the current city code and policies. A decision for approval or denial should be based on
those criteria.

Attorney Steve Doxey explained that the redlines (which are blue in the packet) indicate the actual
changes, and the other notes are just comments on the draft. The council can proceed and adopt the
ordinance including the edits that are in this draft, and then have staff put them in the code where they
belong.

Motion: Brent Rummler moved to approve Resolution 2024-06 proposed code amendment to section 3.31 Boundary
Line Adjustments as proposed, with the understanding that the edits in the draft proposal will be completed by staff.
Jessica Smuin seconded the motion. There were 5 yes votes, 0 no votes, and 0 excused as recorded below. The motion
passed unanimously.

Yes No Excused
Brent Rummler

Jessica Smuin

Kelli Law

Chrissy Hannemann

Jason Thelin

D. Award of Contract: Lambert Park Bonneville Shoreline Trail Connector Project — Sunset
Mountain Machinery $217,637.41

In 2022, the city applied for and was awarded a grant in the amount of $76,925.75 through the Utah Outdoor
Recreation Grant program. The plan was to construct an asphalt trail, approximately 8 feet wide, along the
north side of Grove Drive from the intersection of Grove Drive and Katherine Way, east to the Dry Creek
crossing. The Grove Drive Realignment Project included a similar asphalt trail from the Dry Creek crossing
to the entrance of the Bowery. When completed, this project would provide an all-weather walking/biking
path in an area that doesn’t have a sidewalk or dedicated pedestrian path. It would also complete a connection
between Lambert Park and the open space and trails in The Ridge at Alpine and Three Falls. The city has
until May 19, 2024, to construct the trail, unless an extension is granted.

After staff gave the project a close review, it was realized that the design was more complicated and expensive
than originally anticipated. The City Council approved a contract with Wilding Engineering at the October
24, 2023, City Council meeting to design the project in more detail. As the design progressed, city staff
presented updates to the City Council including the impact on each property involved. The affected residents
were also involved. The design was completed, and the project was advertised for competitive bids.

Bids from approximately ten companies were recently opened. The lowest bid on the project was Sunset
Mountain Machinery LC, with a total bid price of $217,637.41. This company was also the low bidder on
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the Grove Drive Realignment and Burgess Park Trail Rehabilitation Projects which were successfully
completed last fall. Attached is a bid tab and recommendation from City Engineer Jed Muhlestein, P.E.

As part of the design process, value engineering was used to reduce costs. The following changes were made:

e Narrowing the trail in front of the Gregory residence to reduce expense on landscape repair (~$40k
savings)

e Shifting the trail away from the Bening residence which reduced landscape repair as well as
eliminated the need to replace almost all of their driveway (~$30k savings)

e Changing grading to eliminate some storm drain sumps (~$30k savings)

¢ Modifying some minor things, such as narrowing the trail from the Gregory residence to the
intersection of Grove Drive and Kathryn Way.

The cost of this project is higher than originally anticipated. However, staff recommends that the project be
completed all at once rather than in phases. With this area not having any sidewalk, this is a key connection
between recreation areas and other parts of the city. The Grove Drive Realignment Project finished up under
budget, with the excess funds that were budgeted being available for funding the additional $63,785.91
needed to complete this project. The project is required to be completed prior to the grant due date this spring.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Review the bids for the Lambert Park Bonneville Shoreline Connector
Project and award the project to Sunset Mountain Machinery LC in the amount of $217,637.41.

Shane Sorensen clarified that this trail was presented under action items instead of the consent calendar so
that the council could have a discussion if desired. He has been surprised at the number of pedestrians walking
along Grove Drive and reported that there are drop offs of 6-8” in some areas. This trail would greatly
improve safety for pedestrians.

Shane explained that we have the option to move the Bountiful Shoreline Trail closer to where the historical
location was, and the Trails Committee would need to have input on that decision. Grove Drive is considered
a local street, mostly due to pavement width, although this section of Grove Drive acts as a collector. The
lack of sidewalks makes it more dangerous for pedestrians.

Chrissy Hannemann expressed that this trail seems like a safety necessity.

Shane Sorensen said that the trail will be beneficial to the community. Working with the residents, the city
learned that the Gregorys did not want their low rock wall moved. Shane thinks the wall will be fine as it is.
Some of their trees may need to be trimmed, but the trees can stay.

Mayor Pro Tem Jason Thelin clarified that when this area was annexed into the city, we could have required
homeowners to remove landscaping in the city easement, but we did not. Instead, we have worked with the
homeowners to find the best solution.

Shane Sorensen said that because the project must be completed by May 19, we could have the contractor
begin grading, even with the wet weather we are experiencing.

Motion: Jessica Smuin moved to approve the award of the Lambert Park Bonneville Shoreline Connector Project to
Sunset Mountain Machinery LC in the amount of $217,637.41. Kelli Law seconded the motion. There were 5 yes
votes, 0 no votes, and 0 excused as recorded below. The motion passed unanimously.

VI.

Yes No Excused
Brent Rummler

Jessica Smuin

Kelli Law

Chrissy Hannemann

Jason Thelin

STAFF REPORTS
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Chief Brian Gwilliam reminded the council of tomorrow’s Public Safety Board meeting 7:30 am in Highland.
Chief Brian Patten had stepped out for a phone call.

Ryan Robinson gave an update on the city’s effort to inform the public about new subdivisions. Ryan
displayed a draft that Heidi Smith created of a Current Projects report that could appear on the city website.
This would be not only for subdivisions, but also for street repairs and other city projects. The report included
the name of the project, the address, the current status, and the next steps to be taken. The city would want
to publicize this new website offering on social media and in the Newsline.

Kelli Law asked if we could have a subscription function so people could be notified when there are changes.
Communications Specialist Heidi Smith asked if the council wanted changes to trigger a notification to
subscribed residents.

Kelli Law said that would be ideal and suggested that we should include photos of the projects on the website.

Ryan Robinson said that we could also include the concept plans and have an email function for residents to
submit comments.

Chrissy Hanneman appreciated that this outreach would allow residents to see the big picture and be
informed.

Ryan Robinson asked the council members to let him know if they are aware of any possible future grant
projects for trails, outdoor recreation, etc.

Ryan followed up on our Emergency Preparedness plan that was distributed to the council members in
January. The plan has a pre-emergency section, during the emergency, and post-emergency sections. It details
purchasing requirements, notifying the County, and other relevant information. Ryan said that the Emergency
Preparedness committee has met with stake leaders of local churches and is working to get everyone on the
same page with an emergency plan.

Chrissy Hanneman mentioned the limitation of only having three exit roads from our city and how traffic
would be congested in the event of an emergency.

Brent Rummler said that the traffic light cycle at Timpanogos Highway is controlled by the state, so it is not
helpful outside of school hours. It would also contribute to traffic congestion.

Attorney Steve Doxey did not have any business to discuss.

Shane Sorensen updated the council on our Alpine Yesterdays book. Megan Oliphant did a lot of work to find
a publisher who could take the book apart and scan it. We are very pleased with how nicely it turned out. We
have sold quite a few copies since the re-printing, and an electronic copy of the book is now preserved.

Shane explained that at the end of last year the Alpine and Highland Justice Courts were notified that they
had to recertify. This raised questions about what Alpine City should do. Our justice court has been operating
with the Highland court, and we pay our portion of the invoices for the judge, staff, and supplies. This has
worked very well for Alpine. We do not currently have an interlocal agreement in place with Highland City
but have been given until May 1, 2024, to create one. Alpine met with the Highland court and identified some
options. These options may be affected by decisions made by the state legislature which is currently in
session. Our two choices are: 1) we could run a separate justice court that rents space from Highland, or 2)
the preferred option would be to contract with Highland to continue to run the court for us and we would pay
our portion of the invoices.

There were no objections from the council.

Shane reported on the fire station remodel. We have met with architect and SIRQ who is helping us with
information and costs. and have another meeting next week. We are trying to narrow down the concept plan
S0 we can submit a rough cost estimate to the City Council. We hope to have this information ready in the
next month so that we can make decisions on how to proceed.

Chrissy Hannemann asked if we had settled on creating public meeting space.
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Shane Sorensen explained that the previous directive from the City Council was to create public space, so
we are moving ahead with that. The final proposal will be brought to the City Council for approval.

There is a Utah League of Cities and Towns mid-year conference April 17-19. Council members are welcome
to attend. Staff can help with registration and hotels, but they need to take care of this sooner than later. The
Planning Commission meeting that week is on April 16.

Brent Rummler and Chrissy Hannemann expressed interest in attending the conference.

Shane reported that we have finalized our submittal for the MAG grant for the CVBG program to install more
ramps to be ADA compliant in the city. Last year the award was $50,000. We are hoping to receive that
amount again to continue to make improvements.

Shane asked the council if there were additional items they would like addressed on the website. Heidi Smith
is working hard and is willing to incorporate their suggestions.

Chrissy Hannemann said it would be nice to include the photos of the recent Mayor’s award for a local
business, Alpine Airway Wellness.

COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
Brent Rummler had nothing to report.

Jessica Smuin is working on the plans for the spring senior luncheon, which will likely be held near the end
of April. The Alpine Arts Center will host again.

Jessica said that several months ago the council talked about updating the alcohol sales code and wondered
where we were in that process.

Shane Sorensen explained that last year there were restaurants interested in coming to Highland, but they
needed to be able to sell alcohol to make it a viable option. That started the controversy in Highland.
Ryan Robinson reported that Alpine received a number of calls when Highland was dealing with that, but
we do not have the same commercial draw as Highland.

Jessica Smuin commented that the code that was written previously may not be sufficient to deny an
application to sell alcohol in Alpine.

Ryan Robinson explained that our current ordinance prohibits the sale of beer, but there is no additional
language regarding alcohol. An applicant would still need to meet state code and state law.

Jason Thelin wondered if we could just add the language without a big discussion.

Ryan Robinson said we would need to consider alcohol law and what we can and cannot deny. Some
discussion would be needed.

Jessica Smuin asked about the status of cemetery plot sales.
Shane Sorensen said that the software integration update is not complete yet, so we are unable to sell plots
in the new section at this point.

Kelli Law asked about improving the rodeo bleachers that are in rough condition.
Shane Sorensen said he will follow up with Cody Smith and review it.

Chrissy Hannemann reported that with Mayor Carla Merrill out of town, she went as the alternate to the
Mountainland Association of Governments (MAG) meeting. There were discussing the funding of two
major transportation improvements. The first project was to widen the main street of Santaquin City, which
was originally estimated at $9 million, but with the passage of time and the effect of inflation the cost
jumped to $20 million. They used value engineering to reduce it to $18 million, but it was still a huge
increase that had to be approved by MAG. The second project was for Eagle Mountain. They are building
another school and it does not have an access road. MAG approved funding at $14-15 million. Mayor Carla
Merrill was appointed to participate in two committees: trails and UDOT. Chrissy Hanneman felt the
meeting was very educational.
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Mayor Pro Tem Jason Thelin had nothing additional to discuss.

Motion: Mayor Pro Tem Jason Thelin moved to adjourn to an Executive Session to discuss litigation and property
acquisition, to be held in the conference room, and to adjourn at the end of the session. Kelli law seconded the mation.
There were 5 yes votes, 0 no votes, and 0 excused as recorded below. The motion passed unanimously.

Yes No Excused
Brent Rummler

Jessica Smuin

Kelli Law

Chrissy Hannemann

Jason Thelin

The meeting was adjourned at 7:29 pm.
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Mountain Water & Irrigation LLC
PO Box 680283

Park City, Utah 84068
435-731-0595

Alpine City
20 North Main Street
Alpine, Utah 84004

J

Quote: Smooth Canyon 2023
Date: November 21, 2023

Job Name: Irrigation Controller
and Flow Sensor Installation

Project Description: Provided and install Weather Trak controllers, master valves and

flow sensors. Install provided filters.

Healy Park

Weather Trak Pro-3 controller w/ second flow key
Weather Trak Flow Link XT

3” Hunter ICV master valve & Flow-Mec flow sensor
Master valve & Flow sensor fittings and boxes
Master valve & Flow sensor wire

Filter fittings

Concrete Pad materials and re-bar

Flow Sensor, Master Valve & Filter Installation
Mini Excavator

Compact Loader

Transport of Equipment

Controller Installation

Mounting Materials

Site Profile & Programing

Station Flow Learning

1 $5,632.00
2 $5,614.00
2 $1,975.00
$895.00
$65.00
$805.00
$320.00
Sub Total Materials $15,306.00
2 Days $5,440.00
10 Hours $850.00
5 Hours $425.00
2 Machines $600.00
Installation $630.00
Materials $160.00
Site Consulting $450.00
Site Consulting $400.00
Sub Total Installation $8,955.00
Total $24,261.00




ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Resolution R2024-06: Wastewater Planning Program Survey
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: February 27, 2024
PETITIONER: Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Review and approve Resolution
R2024-06 — Wastewater Planning
Program Survey.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

Each spring we are required by the Division of Water Quality to complete a self-
assessment of our sewer system for the prior year. Based on the questions, it appears that
they want to make sure that we are financially stable within our sewer utility fund and
that we are planning for any major changes that might be on the horizon. The Division
requires that the report be adopted by resolution and submitted by April 15, 2024.

We have recently completed a sewer master plan update and are nearing completion of a
sewer rate study and feel good about the state of our sewer system and our finances.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Review and approve Resolution R2024-06: Wastewater Planning Program Survey.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE:
I move to approve Resolution R2024-06: Wastewater Planning Program Survey as
written.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE WITH CONDITIONS:
I move to approve Resolution R2024-06: Wastewater Planning Program Survey as
written with the following conditions/changes:

e **ngert finding**

SAMPLE MOTION TO TABLE/DENY:
I move to table/deny Resolution R2024-06: Wastewater Planning Program Survey
based on the following:

e **ngert finding**




RESOLUTION NoO. R2024-06

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 2024 MUNICIPAL WASTEWATER PLANNING PROGRAM
OF ALPINE CITY

WHEREAS, the Utah Division of Water Quality requires the City to complete an annual
municipal wastewater planning program survey; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the program survey for the current year;

WHEREAS, the City Council has met in regular session to consider approval of the
program survey, included as Exhibit A.

Now, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Alpine City that it approves
the 2024 Municipal Wastewater Planning Program as prepared.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 27" day of February, 2024.

ALPINE CITY COUNCIL

By:
Carla Merrill, Mayor

VOTING:

Jason Thelin Yea  Nay
Jessica Smuin Yea  Nay
Kelli Law Yea  Nay
Chrissy Hannemann Yea  Nay
Brent Rummler Yea  Nay

ATTEST:

Bonnie Cooper
City Recorder

DEPOSITED in the office of the City Recorder this 27" day of February, 2024.

RECORDED this 27" day of February, 2024.



Exhibit A

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program Survey



From: Google Forms

To: Shane Sorensen
Subject: Full MWPP Survey - 2024
Date: Friday, February 16, 2024 3:49:16 PM

Thanks for filling out Full MWPP Survey - 2024

Here's what was received.

Edit response

Full MWPP Survey - 2024

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program survey for 2024.

Email *

ssorensen@alpinecity.org

Section I: General Information

Name of the Facility? *

Alpine City

What is the name of the person responsible for this organization?
*


mailto:forms-receipts-noreply@google.com
mailto:ssorensen@alpinecity.org
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSew6y3bnfWlhesoa7SiCawnGhE4FLOrzw2FXcp0DTsaAb7Ehg/viewform?usp=mail_form_link
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSew6y3bnfWlhesoa7SiCawnGhE4FLOrzw2FXcp0DTsaAb7Ehg/viewform?edit2=2_ABaOnudy-hYkzCloioOiFdiNINYghVSijD8W2gQEz2CgL3oEl5zvFmeslmyQodbW-uOGCn8

Shane L. Sorensen, P.E.

What is the title of the person responsible for this organization? *

City Administrator/Public Works Director

What is the email Address for the person responsible for this organization? *

220 North Main, Alpine, Utah 84004

What is the phone number for the person responsible for this organization? *

801-756-6347

Facility Location? *
Please provide either Longitude and Latitude, address, or a written description of the location (with area

or point).

181 East 200 North, Alpine, Utah 84004

Federal Facility Section

Are you a federal facility?

A federal facility is a military base, a national park, a facility associated with the forest service, etc.

O Yes
@® No




Financial Evaluation Section

This form is completed by [name]? *

Shane L. Sorensen, P.E.

Part I: GENERAL QUESTIONS
Please answer the following questions regarding GENERAL QUESTIONS.

Are sewer revenues maintained in a dedicated purpose enterprise/district
account?

@® VYes
O No

Are you collecting 95% or more of your anticipated sewer revenue?
*

@ Yes
O No

Are Debt Service Reserve Fund requirements being met?

@ Yes
O No

Where are sewer revenues maintained?

D General Fund



Combined Utilities Fund

Other

What was the average annual User Charge for 2023?

If there is more than one rate divide the total municipal yearly User Charge collected, by the total
number of connections.

Do you have a water and/or sewer customer assistance program (CAP)?

@ Yes

No

Part Il: OPERATING REVENUES AND RESERVES
Please answer the following questions regarding OPERATING REVENUES AND RESERVES.

Are property taxes or other assessments applied to the sewer systems?

Yes

@® No

Revenue from these taxes =

Are sewer revenues sufficient to cover operations & maintenance costs, and
repair & replacement costs (OM&R) at this time?

==



Are projected sewer revenues sufficient to cover operation, maintenance, and
repair (OM&R) costs for the next five years?

@ Yes

No

Does the sewer system have sufficient staff to provide proper OM&R?

@ Yes

No

Has a repair and replacement sinking fund been established for the sewer
system?

@ Yes

No

Is the repair & replacement sinking fund sufficient to meet anticipated needs?

@ Yes

No

Part lll: Capital Improvements, Revenues and Reserves.
Please answer the following questions regarding Capital Improvements, Revenues and Reserves.



Are sewer revenues sufficient to cover all costs of current capital
improvements projects?

@® VYes

No

Has a Capital Improvements Reserve Fund been established to provide for
anticipated capital improvement projects?

@ Yes

No

Are projected Capital Improvements Reserve Funds sufficient for the next five
years?

@ Yes

No

Are projected Capital Improvements Reserve Funds sufficient for the next ten
years?

@ Yes

No

Are projected Capital Improvements Reserve Funds sufficient for the next
twenty years?

@ Yes

No



Part IV: FISCAL SUSTAINABILITY REVIEW
Please answer the following questions regarding FISCAL SUSTAINABILITY REVIEW.

Have you completed a rate study within the last five years?

@ Yes

No

Do you charge Impact fees?

@ Yes

No

Impact Fee (if not a flat fee, use average of all collected fees) =

$362.52

Have you completed an impact fee study in accordance with UCA 11-36a-3
within the last five years?

@ Yes

No

Do you maintain a Plan of Operations?

@ Yes

No



Have you updated your Capital Facility Plan within the last five years?

@ Yes

No

In what year was the Capital Facility Plan last updated?

May 2022

Do you use an Asset Management system for your sewer systems?

@® VYes

No

Do you know the total replacement cost of your sewer system capital assets?
Yes

No

Replacement Cost =

$163,957,854

Do you fund sewer system capital improvements annually with sewer
revenues at 2% or more of the total replacement cost?

Yes

@No



What is the sewer/treatment system annual asset renewal cost as a
percentage of its total replacement cost?

Describe the Asset Management System.
Check all that apply

Spreadsheet

GIS

Accouting Software

Specialized Software

Please answer the following: - 2023 Capital Assets Cumulative Depreciation?

Please answer the following: - 2023 Capital Assets Book Value?

Book Value = total cost - accumulated depreciation

Part V. PROJECTED CAPITAL INVESTMENT COSTS
Please answer the following questions regarding PROJECTED CAPITAL INVESTMENT COSTS.

Cost of projected capital improvements - Please enter a valid numerical value.
-2023?



$100,000

Cost of projected capital improvements - Please enter a valid numerical value.
- 2024 through 2028?

$400,000

Cost of projected capital improvements - Please enter a valid numerical value.
- 2029 through 2033?

$400,000

Cost of projected capital improvements - Please enter a valid numerical value.
- 2034 through 2038?

$400,000

Cost of projected capital improvements - Please enter a valid numerical value.
- 2039 through 2043?

$400,000

Purpose of Capital Improvements - 2023?
Check all that apply.

Replace/Restore



[:] New Technology

[} Increased Capacity

Purpose of projected Capital Improvements - 2024 through 2028?
Check all that apply.

Replace/Restore
[:] New Technology

[[] Increased Capacity

Purpose of projected Capital Improvements - 2029 through 2033?
Check all that apply.

Replace/Restore
[:] New Technology

[[] Increased Capacity

Purpose of projected Capital Improvements - 2034 through 2038?
Check alll that apply.

Replace/Restore
D New Technology

[[] Increased Capacity

Purpose of projected Capital Improvements from 2039 through 2043?
Check all that apply.

Replace/Restore

~



D New Technology

D Increased Capacity

To the best of my knowledge, the Financial Evaluation section is completed
and accurate.

@ True
O False

Note: This questionnaire has been compiled for your benefit to assist you in
evaluating the technical and financial needs of your wastewater systems. If
you received financial assistance from the Water Quality Board, annual
submittal of this report is a condition of the assistance. Please answer
questions as accurately as possible to give you the best evaluation of your
facility. If you need assistance please send an email to wginfodata@utah.gov
and we will contact you as soon as possible. You may also visit our
Frequently Asked Questions page.

Do you have a collection system?

The answer to this question is obvious in most cases, but for clarification, some wastewater systems
consist of only wastewater collections (answer Yes). Some wastewater systems do not have a
collection system but receive wastewater from separate collection system jurisdictions (answer No).
Some wastewater systems have treatment and collections and consider their entire system as one
entity (answer Yes). Some wastewater systems have treatment and collections, but consider their
collections a separate entity from treatment (answer No). If you have treatment but have an
independent collection system and you answered "No," you must enter your collection system
separately as an independent response to the survey.

Collection System

The collection of wastewater in a system of pipes and possibly pump stations that deliver wastewater to a



treatment system that may or may not be independent of the treatment system.

This form is completed by [name]?

The person completing this form may receive Continuing Education Units (CEUs).

Shane L. Sorensen, P.E.

Partl: SYSTEM DESCRIPTION
Please answer the following questions regarding SYSTEM DESCRIPTION.

What is the largest diameter pipe in the collection system?

Please enter the diameter in inches.

What is the average depth of the collection system?

Please enter the depth in feet.

What is the total length of sewer pipe in the collection system?

Please enter the length in miles.



What is the largest capacity lift/pump station in the collection system?

Please enter the design capacity in gpm.

Do seasonal daily peak flows exceed the average peak daily flow by 100
percent or more?

Yes

@No

What year was your collection system first constructed (approximately)?

In what year was the largest diameter sewer pipe in the collection system
constructed, replaced or renewed?

If more than one, cite the oldest.

Part Il.: DISCHARGES
Please answer the following questions regarding DISCHARGES.

How many days last year was there a sewage bypass, overflow or basement
flooding in the system due to rain or snowmelt?



How many days last year was there a sewage bypass, overflow or basement
flooding due to equipment failure (except plugged laterals)?

Sanitary Sewer Overflow (SSO)

Class 1 - a Significant SSO means a SSO backup that is not caused by a private lateral obstruction or
problem that:

(a) affects more than five private structures;

(b) affects one or more public, commercial or industrial structure(s);

(c) may result in a public health risk to the general public;

(d) has a spill volume that exceeds 5,000 gallons, excluding those in single private structures; or

(e) discharges to Waters of the State.

Class 2 - a Non-Significant SSO means a SSO or backup that is not caused by a private lateral
obstruction or problem that does not meet the Class 1 SSO criteria

What is the number of Class 1 SSOs in Calendar year 2023?



Please specify whether the SSOs were caused by contract or tributary
community, etc.

Part Ill. NEW DEVELOPMENT
Please answer the following questions regarding NEW DEVELOPMENT.

Did an industry or other development enter the community or expand
production in the past two years, such that flow or wastewater loadings to the
sewerage system increased by 10% or more?

Yes

@® No

Are new developments (industrial, commercial, or residential) anticipated in
the next 2 - 3 years that will increase flow or BOD5 loadings to the sewerage
system by 25% or more?

Yes

@® No

What is the number of new commercial/industrial connections in 2023?



How many equivalent residential connections are served?

Part IV: OPERATOR CERTIFICATION
Please answer the following questions regarding OPERATOR CERTIFICATION.

How many collection system operators do you employ?

State of Utah Administrative Rules require all public system chief operators
considered to be in Direct Responsible Charge (DRC) to be appropriately
certified at no less than the Facility's Grade. List the designated Chief
Operator/DRC for the Collection System by: First and Last Name, Grade, and
email.

Grades: Grade |, Grade ll, Grade Ill, and Grade IV.

Shane L. Sorensen, P.E., Grade I, ssorensen@alpinecity.org

Please list all other Collection System operators with DRC responsibilities in
the field, by name and certification grade. Please separate names and
certification grade for each operator by commas.

Grades: Grade |, Grade I, Grade Ill, and Grade IV.

Greg Kmetzsch, Landon Wallace, Travis Austin



Please list all other Collection System operators by name and certification
grade. Please separate names and certification grades for each operator by
commas.

Grades: Grade |, Grade I, Grade Ill, and Grade IV.

Is/are your collection DRC operator(s) currently certified at the appropriate
grade for this facility?

@ Yes

No

Part V: FACILITY MAINTENANCE
Please answer the following questions regarding FACILITY MAINTENANCE.

Have you implemented a preventative maintenance program for your
collection system?

@ Yes

No

Have you updated the collection system operations and maintenance manual
within the past 5 years?

@ Yes

No

Do you have a written emergency response plan for sewer systems?



Do you have a written safety plan for sewer systems?

@ Yes

No

Is the entire collections system TV inspected at least every 5 years?

@ Yes

No

Is at least 85% of the collections system mapped in GIS?

@ Yes

No

Part VI: SSMP EVALUATION
Please answer the following questions regarding SSMP EVALUATION.

Have you completed a Sewer System Management Plan (SSMP)?

@ Yes

No

Has the SSMP been adopted by the permittee's governing body at a public
meeting?



Has the completed SSMP been public noticed?

@ Yes
O No

SSMP Public Notice Date

Date of public notice?

MM DD YYYY

03 / 24 / 2023

During the annual assessment of the SSMP, were any adjustments needed
based on the performance of the plan?

O Yes
@® No

What adjustments were made to the SSMP (i.e. line cleaning, CCTV
inspections, manhole inspections, and/or SSO events)?



During 2023, was any part of the SSMP audited as part of the five year audit?

Yes

@® No

If yes, what part of the SSMP was audited and were changes made to the
SSMP as a result of the audit?

Have you completed a System Evaluation and Capacity Assurance Plan
(SECAP) as defined by the Utah Sewer Management Plan?

@ Yes

No

Part VII. NARRATIVE EVALUATION
Please answer the following questions regarding NARRATIVE EVALUATION.

Describe the physical condition of the sewerage system: (lift stations, etc.
included)

Sewer system is in excellent condition.

What sewerage system capital improvements does the utility need to
implement in the next 10 years?

What sewerage system problems, other than plugging, have you had over the



last year?

General maintenance.

Is your utility currently preparing or updating its capital facilities plan?

Yes

@No

Does the municipality/district pay for the continuing education expenses of
operators?

® 100%

Partially

Does not pay

Is there a written policy regarding continued education and training for
wastewater operators?

@® VYes

No

Do you have any additional comments?

To the best of my knowledge, the Collections System section is completed
and accurate

@ True



O False

Note: This questionnaire has been compiled for your benefit to assist you in
evaluating the technical and financial needs of your wastewater systems. If
you received financial assistance from the Water Quality Board, annual
submittal of this report is a condition of the assistance. Please answer
questions as accurately as possible to give you the best evaluation of your
facility. If you need assistance please send an email to wginfodata@utah.gov
and we will contact you as soon as possible. You may also visit our
Frequently Asked Questions page.

Wastewater Treatment Options

ou have either just completed or just bypassed questions about a Collection System.
questions below) determines the next set of questions that you will be presented based on the choice you
make for treatment.

What kind of wastewater treatment do you have in your wastewater treatment
system?

If you have treatment, you must choose from Mechanical Plant, Discharging Lagoon, or Non-
Discharging Lagoon. If you don't have treatment then choose "No Treatment." Choose only one answer.

O Mechanical Plant
O Discharging Lagoon
(O Non-Discharging Lagoon

@ No Treatment of Wastewater

Adopt & Sign

| have reviewed this report and to the best of my knowledge the information
provided in this report is correct. *



Has this been adopted by the City Council or District Board? *
@ yes
O No

What Date?

What date was this adopted by City Council or District Board?

MM DD  YYYY

02 / 27 / 2024

End of Survey

This is the end of the survey. Please make sure you have submitted your responses for each section.
Thank you for your participation.

Create your own Google Form
Report Abuse


https://docs.google.com/forms?usp=mail_form_link
https://docs.google.com/forms/u/0/d/e/1FAIpQLSew6y3bnfWlhesoa7SiCawnGhE4FLOrzw2FXcp0DTsaAb7Ehg/reportabuse?source=https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSew6y3bnfWlhesoa7SiCawnGhE4FLOrzw2FXcp0DTsaAb7Ehg/viewform&usp=mail_receipt_abuse

ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Accessory Structure Setback Exception
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: February 27%, 2024
PETITIONER: Shane Peterson

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Approval of Accessory Structure Setback
Exception.

Review Type: Administrative

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

An application has been made by Shane Peterson (Contractor) on behalf of Chris Young (Property
Owner) for an exception to the setback requirements for an accessory structure in the CE-5 zone.
Alpine Development Code 3.05.050 (Setback requirements) requires accessory structures to have a
ten (10) foot setback on the side lot line and a fifteen (15) foot rear yard setback. Exceptions can be
made if conditions are met as outlined below to allow for two (2) foot minimum rear or side yard

setbacks.
Side and Rear Setback - Interior Lot Line. Accessory Structures shall be set back not less than fifteen
(15) feet from the rear lot line and ten (10) feet from the side lot line, except that a two (2) foot
minimum rear or side setback shall be required when all the following conditions are met:
1. The Accessory Structure is located more than twelve (12) feet from an existing dwelling on the
same or adjacent lot;
If the Accessory Structure is an Accessory Building, it shall contain no openings on the side
contiguous to the lot line;
No drainage from the roof will be discharged onto an adjacent lot;
The Accessory Structure shall be constructed of non-combustive materials or have fire-
resistive walls rated at one (1) hour or more;
The Accessory Structure will not be placed on land designated as a recorded easement, such
as a utility or trail easement, unless the owner(s) of said easement agree(s) to allow the
encroachment. Documentation of the agreement shall be provided to the City;
1. When utilities are present in an Accessory Structure, the building shall not be
permanently attached to the ground and can be moved or relocated within 24 hours.
Fines shall be issued for buildings that cannot be moved within 24 hours.
2. The owner acknowledges that they bear all costs of moving the Accessory Structure,
including damage to the property, in the event an easement needs to be accessed.
6. The Accessory Structure will not be taller than twelve (12) feet six (6) inches to the top of the
roof line;
7. If the Accessory Structure is an Accessory Building, it will not exceed 200 square feet in size;
8. The City Council may grant additional exceptions to the above conditions if the Accessory
Structure will be located adjacent to a non-residential property, and
9. No minimum rear or side setback shall be required if the building will not be taller than ten
(10) feet to the top of the roof line.
The submitted plans show the accessory structure to be 350 square feet which does not meet the
standards for the smaller setbacks (item #7 above). Item #8 does allow the City Council to grant
exceptions to the conditions if the structure is located adjacent to a nonresidential property. The
property to the south is owned by the Three Falls HOA and is private open space. There is a five (5)
foot public utility easement around the property, documentation will also need to be turned in to the
city showing the various public utility companies approved the structure to be in their easement.

Y RN

ALPINE CITY CODE
e Alpine Development Code 3.05.050 #2

GENERAL PLAN:
N/A



PUBLIC NOTICE:
No additional public notice or hearings are required for this item.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The City Council may grant an exception to the requirements as outlined in Alpine Development
Code 3.05.050 but is not required to do so. The exception would be for requirement #7 that the
max square footage cannot exceed 200 square feet. There are no additional standards for the
council to consider when making this decision.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE:

I move to approve the exception for the lot at 542 East Three Falls Drive to the requirement
that an accessory structure needs to be less than 200 square feet to meet the requirements for a
minimum two (2) foot setback from the rear property line.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE WITH CONDITIONS:
I move to approve the exception for the lot at 542 East Three Falls Drive to the requirement
that an accessory structure needs to be less than 200 square feet to meet the requirements for a
minimum two (2) foot setback from the rear property line with the following
conditions/changes:

e **ipgert additional findings**

SAMPLE MOTION TO TABLE/DENY:
I move that the exception to the requirement that an accessory structure needs to be less than
200 square feet to meet the requirements for a minimum two (2) foot setback from the rear
property line to be tabled/denied based on the following:

e **ingert finding**
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ryan
Polygonal Line

ryan
Callout
542 E Three Falls Drive Location. 
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GENERAL STRUCTURAL NOTES:

1
SHALL BE INCLUDED WITH THE STRUCTURAL PLANS AND PROJECT
SPECIFICATIONS

TYPICAL DETALS AND SCHEDULES SHALL APPLY WHERE SPECIFIC DETAILS

ARE NOT SHOWN

“CONTRACTOR" REFERS 10 THE CONTRACTOR OR SUB-CONTRACTOR
RESPONSIBLE FOR THE PARTICULAR TRADE REFERRED TO IN THE NOTES.
THE "CONTRACTOR" SHALL MEET ALL NOTE REQUIREMENTS AND SHALL
INCLUDE THE ASSCCIATED COSTS IN_HIS/HER BID.

C.L. REFERS TO COMPASS ENGINEERING, LLC

THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR, PROJECT MANAGER, OR SUPERINTENDENT
SHALL COCRDINATE THE WORK PERFORMED BY ALL TRADES, AND 15
ULTIMATELY RESPONSIBLE FOR COMPLIANCE WTH ALL NOTE AND CODE
REQUIREMENTS.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PERFORM HISéH[R TRADE AND DUTIES N A
MANNER CONFORMING TO THE PROCEDURES AND REQUREMENTS AS

STATED IN THE 2021 INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CCDE (IEEL, AND/OR THE

LATEST CODE AND ORDINANCES ADOPTED 8Y THE LOCAL
OFFICIAL

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR SAFETY AND PROTECTION
WITHIN AND ADJACENT TO THE JOB SITE

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY THE ENGINEER AND / OR ARCHITECT
OF ANY DISCREPANCIES, OMISSIONS OR CONFLICTS BETWEEN THE

UILDING

VARIOUS ELEMENTS OF THE WORKING DRAWINGS, SPECIICATIONS, AND /

OR THE NOTES BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH THE FABRICATION R
CONSTRUCTION OF ANY EFFECTED ELEMENTS. ANY WORK DONE BY THE
CONTRACTOR BEFORE RECEMNG THE ENGINEERS WRITTEN APPROVAL
WILL BE AT THE CONTRACTOR'S RISK/EXPENSE N CASE OF CONFLICT,
THE MOST SIRINGENT REQUIREMENTS SHALL GOVERN AND BE
PERFORMED AT NO ADDITIONAL COST 10 THE OWNER.

FAILURE TO FOLLOW PLANS AND CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS
CONSTITUTES CHANGE N PROJECT SCOPE  THE ENGINEER RESERVES
THE RIGHT TO REQUEST REPLACEMENT OF ANY PORTION OF THE
STRUCTURE DEVIATING FROM THE PLANS WHERE WRITTEN APPROVAL HAS
NOT BEEM OBTAINED. DEVIATION FROM CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS
WITHOUT WRITIEN APPROVAL RELIEVES ENGINEER OF ALL LIABILITY, AND
CONTRACTOR ASSUMES FULL LIABILITY.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL CONDITIONS, DIMENSIONS, SLOPES
AND ELEVATIONS, £1C.. (BOTH ON PLANS AND AT THE JOB SITE PRIOR
T0 DOING WORK), AND SHALL COORDINATE THESE WITH THE ARCHITECT
AND ALL TRADES. CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS SHALL NOT BE SCALED
FOR DIMENSIONS.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL B RESPONSIBLE FOR, PROVIDE AND INSTALLING

ALL TEMPORARY SHORING AND BRACING AS NECESSARY. SHORING AND
BEAMS SHALL SUPPORT ALL LOADS TO WHICH THE STRUCTURT MAY BE
SUBJECTED (.. WIND, CONSIRUCTION LOADING, ETC). SHORING SHALL
REMAIN IN PLACE AS LONG AS SAFETY REQUIRES AND/OR UNTIL ALL
THE STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS ARE COMPLETED

DURING AND AFTER CONSTRUCTION, THE LOADS IMPOSED ON THE
STRUCTURE. BY THE CONTRACTOR AND OWNER SHALL BE WITHIN THE
LIMITS OF THE OCCUPANCY DESIGN LOADS. SEE STRUCTURAL PLANS
AN[%_ECALCULAHUNS FOR THE OCCUPANCY DESIGN LOADINGS AND
CRITERIA

VISTS TO THE JOB SITE BY REPRESENTATVES OF COMPASS ENGINEERING 5

DO NOT CONSIUTE APPROVAL OR SPECIAL INSPECTION OF THE WORK
PERFORMED BY THE CONTRACTOR OR HIS SUBCONTRACTORS
STRUCTURAL SHOP DRAWINGS SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE ENGINEER
AND ARCHITECT OF RECORD PRIOR 10 FABRICATION AND ERECTION
SHOP DRAWINGS SHALL BE STAMPED BY A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER
RECISTERED IN THE SAME STATE AS THE PROECT

SEE STRUCTURAL PLANS AND PROJECT SPECIFICATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL
STRUCTURAL NOTES AND REQUIREMENTS.

ALL COMPONENTS AND SYSTEMS NOT SPECIFICALLY ENGINEERED BY THE
ENGINEER OF RECORD SHALL BE DESIGN-BUILD™ BY THE CONTRACTCR.
CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PROVIING SHOP DRAWINGS
OR AS-BUILT DRAWINGS STAMPED BY A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER I
REQUIRED BY THE CITY. IF PRE-ENGINEERED SYSTEM IMPACTS THE
ORIGINAL DESIGN FOR INTENT OF THE PROJECT IN ANY WAY,
CONTRACTCR SHALL COORDINATE WITH ENGINEER OF RECORD PRIOR 10
INSTALLATICN.

PRE-ENGINEERED SYSTEMS SUCH AS JDISTS, TRUSSES, GREENHOUSES,
POOLS. DECKS, ETC. SHALL BE ENGINEERED AND DETALED BY OTHERS
UNLESS SPECIFICALLY CONTRACTED OTHERWISE. THE ENGINEER OF
RECORD 15 NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR, NOR HAS ANY LIABILITY REGARDING
PRE-ENGINEERED SYSTEMS. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE SHOP
DRAWINGS AS REQUIRED. JOIST AND TRUSS, ETC. PROVIDED BY THE
ENGINEER ARE FOR COORDINATION AND ESTIMATING ONLY. THE JOIST
AND TRUSS MANUFACTURER (0R OTHER MANUFACTURERS) ARE
RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ACTUAL DESIGN BASED ON CODE PRESCRIBED,
AND ACTUAL LOADS AND FORCES.

THE ENGINEER OF RECORD IS ONLY RESPONSIBLE FOR [TEMS
SPECIFICALLY ENGINEERED BY HIM_OR UNDER HIS DIRECT SUPERVISION
THE ENGINEER OF RECORD IS NOT LIABLE FOR ANY NON-STRUCTURAL
ISSUES UNLESS SPECIFICALLY CONTRACTED OTHERWISE. CE. IS NOT
RESPONSIBLE FOR THL COST OF CONSTRUCTION NOR PROJECT BUDGETS,

UNO.

ANY STRUCTURAL CHANGES REQUIRED BY THE CONTRACTOR, OWNER,
ARCHITECT, E1C.. SHALL BE INVOICED BY C.E. AND TREATED AS
ADDIIONAL SERVICES.

C.E SHALL BE COMPENSATED FOR ACDITIONAL ENGINEERING REQURED
AS A RESULT OF ANY THIRD PARTY CR CITY REVIEW. PROVIDED CRIGINAL
DESIGN IS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CURRENT BUILDING CODE.
OMISSIONS IDENTIFIED DURING PLAN REVIEW OR CONSTRUCTION SHALL
BE ENGINEERED BY THE ENGINEER OF RECORD AT ND ADDITIONAL COST
70 THE OWNER. THE OWNER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PAYMENT OF
DMISSIONS THROUGH AN APPROVED CHANGE ORDER. THE CONTRACTOR
S RESPONSIBLE FOR THE MEANS AND METHODS OF CONSTRUCTION
CHECKING OF SUBMITTAL MEMS BY C.E. IS ONLY FOR GENERAL
CONFORMATION WITH THE DESIGN CONCEPT OF THE PROJECT AND
GENERAL COMPLIANCE WITH THE INFORMATION GIVEN IN THE CONTRACT
DOCUMENTS.

ANY ACTION SHOWN 1S SUBJECT 10 THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE PLANS
AND SPECIFICATIONS. CONTRACTOR |5 RESPONSIBLE FOR: DIMENSIONS
WHICH SHALL BE CONFIRMED AND CORRELATED AT THE JOB SITE;
FABRICATION PROCESS AND TECHNIQUES QF CONSTRUCTION,
COORDINATION OF HIS WORK WITH THAT OF ALL OTHER TRADES AND
THE SATISFACTORY PERFORMANCE OF HIS WORK

DESIGN_CODE

2021 INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE (IBC)

DESIGN CRITERIA

SNOW LOADING
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[T

mm PS =
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CONCRETE NOTES
AL WORK SHALL BE TH STRICT

AND LOCAL CROINANCES :
 CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE WITH MECHANICAL ELECTRICAL, AND

ARCHTECTURAL PRIR TO PLACNG CONCRETE. PROVIDE SLEEVES, BLOCK ¢

CUTS, ETC. A5 REQURED -

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLT FOR PROPER PLACEMENT OF AL 7

ANCHOR  BOLTS, SEISMIC ANCHORS OR STRARS, ETC...

MANUFACTURER'S  SPECIFICATIONS

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE CESIG, DETALING,

CARE, PLACTNENT AND REMOVAL OF ALL FORMWORK AND SHORES 9

00 NOT REWOVE FORMS AND SHORING UNTIL STRUCTURAL WEWBERS
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0
COEFT. OF FRICTION

REQUIREMENTS g
EGN]%KCTOFTD’ REMOVE ETC. TXISTING FOOTINGS, FOUNDATIONS, SLABS, b
SIIE PAVING, DEBRIS, AND STRUCTURES AS REQURED

TOR SHALL STRIP_THE RUILDING AREA FROM ALL VEGCTATION,

DEBRIS AN%) T0PSOIL_ CONTRACTOR SHALL E)((BW T[ ANY REMANING 1
LOCSE NATURAL OR FILL SOILS TO EXPOSE COM NATURAL SOILS
CONTRACTOR SHALL CHECK_FOR SCFT SPCTS OR OTHER UNSUMBLE 2
SQILS BY PROCF ROLLING THE ENTIRE BUILDING PAD AREA WITH NORMAL
COMPACTION EQUIPMENT.  REWOVE UNSUITABLE MATERIALS AND REPLACE
WiTH COMPACTED ENG\NEERED SIRUCTURAL fILL OR 2,000 PSI LEAN
CONCRETE. &LOW»\BLE B THE GROUND WATER 1S_HICH
PROOFROLLING [5 NOT REC MMENDED AND 2 FEEI OF Sﬂ!UC'URN. SITE
GRADING FULLS ARE RECOM ENDEDTORA!S THE OVERALL SITE GRADE
ENGINEERED OR STRUCTURAL FILL WA SHALL BE WELL-GRADED,
GRANULAR. WITH A MAXIMUM SIZE I.ESS THAN 4 INCHES, AND NOT MOR[
THAN 18 PERCENT FINES F'ASSING A NO_ 200 SIEVE. PLACE SIRUC
AILL IN MAXIMUM LIFTS OF 8 INCHES.  COMPACT STRUCTURAL FILL TO 9%
PH \ORY DENSFIT AS DEFERMI D BY ASTM
D 1557, UNO. TEST AL STRUCTURAL FILL FILL MATERIAL AN
PMEEF"‘EDg %ERALL FILL MATERIAL WUST MEET THE APPROVAL OF THE
SEE PLANS FOR THICKNESS OF ALL FLOOR SLABS. UNDERLAY ALL SLABS

AT LEAST A 4 INCH THICK LAYER OF FREE-DRAINING CRANULAR
mTLEIEM GRANULAR MATERIAL SHALL BE "PEA” GRAVEL OR %- 1 INCH
REFER

CLEAN GAP-G|

(] THE FROJECT SPECIFICATIONS AND SOILS REPORT FOR FURTHER 9
EARTHWORK REQUIREMENTS.

ANY UNFORESEEN CUN[]HIDNS ENCOUNTERED DURING SITE PREPARATION 10
SHALL BE BROUGHT E ATTENTION OF THE SOILS ENGINEER.

THE CONTRACTOR SHAU. E[ RESFONSIBLE TO HAVE ALL SITE SOILS "
CGNDH\ONS FIELIJ VERIF]

EXPANSIVE SOILS, COLLﬂ.PSIELE SOILS, SD\[S \‘IH'H A HIGH LIQUEFACTION
POT[NT\A[ H\GF WATER TABLE, STEEP § ETC. ALL REOURE

N

1500 PSF

30 INCHES 0
0.3 b

—

o - e e

ADDMONAL ENGINEER n cEE ORTRACTOR m cnmmmrr WITH PROVECT 12,

ENG\N[ER AND SOILS H

SOILS R[PORT HﬁS BEF_N PRO\'!DED THE SOILS DESIGN CRITERIA
HAS BEEN ASSUMED PER TABLE 1804.2 OF THE IBC. A BLARING
PRESSURE ﬂF 1500 PSF HAS BEEN USED FOR DESIGN.
AND DWNER ARE RESPONSIBLE TO HAVE ALL SITE
FILLS, ETI 'FIELD VER\FIED PRIOR TO STARTING CONSIRUC
CONT'RACIO t RESPONSIBLE FCR ALL DE- WATERIG A REQURED
F(}R CUNSIRUCHDN

ONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY ERACED TIEBACK, SLURRY

W.M.LS 0R SHEET PiLING REDULRED FOR EXCAV
ALL EARTHHOR AD LA EMENT MUST MEU THE APPROVAL 4
OF THE CEGTECHN{CAL N{)ASOILS ENGIN

BACKFILL ﬁ.ROUND FoU WALLS SHN_L E[ P[RF()RMED USING
CRANULAR WA PLACING BACKFILL
MATERIALS SU AS NOT TO DAMABE WE FUUNDAHUN CONTRACTOR TO
MONITOR AS NEEDED

[

4
ACCORDANCE WITH THE 2021 IBC, ACI 318,

INSTALL PER

CONCRETE_AND REINF(]RCING WATERIAL

A FOOTINGS AND FOUNDATIONS:
% INTERIOR SLABS ON GRADE:
4000 PS|

. WALLS
D. CONCRETE OVER STEEL DECK:
ITE CONCRET PSI

E 5 4UUU
PRDVID[ NORWAL WEIGHT AGGRECATES PER ASTM C-33. UKD 15
ND\éIDE TYPE 1 0R Il CEMENT PER ASIM C-130 FOR M CONCRETE

MA}(IMUM WATER 10 CEMENT RATIO IS EQUAL TO 0.50 FOR ALL CONCRETE g
MAXIMUM SLUMP OF CONCRETE IS EQUAL TO 4 INCHES PLUS OR MINUS 1

INCH.
PRL‘MDE MR ENTRAINING AS RECOMMENDED BY ACI 318 AND ASTM C-260
D NOT ADD CALCIUM CHLORIDE TO CONCRETE MiX
E CHLD DE ION CONTENT FOR CORROSION PROTECTION OF
REINFORCEME! 15% BY WEICHT OF CEMENT.
%EE PROJECT SPEC\FICATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL CONCRETE DESIGN

RENGTH OF CONCRETE:
3000 PSI

P Y R

—-e

b=

1.
3000 PSI UKD 1%.
4000 PSI h

FOOTINGS
ALT_FOOTINGS SHALL BE 12" THICK & PROPERLY FORMED. INTERIOR
FOOTINGS MAY BE MONOLITHIC WITH SLAB
ALL EXTERIOR FOOTINGS SHALL BEAR BELOW FROST DEPTH (30 INCHES,
FIELD VERI Fm
FOOTINGS E.EAR DN UNDISTURBED NATLRAL WATERIAL, OR ON
PROPERLY P GINEERED FIL[ SEE_EARTHRORK NOTES FOR
ADITIONAL REUUIREHENIS AND SOILS REPORT.
CONTRACTOR SHALL STEP FOI}TINGS & FOUNDATION AS REQUIRED
NO FOOTING SHALL HE PLACED IN WATER OR ON FROZEN GROUND.

REINFORCEMENT
ALT REINFORCING STEEL SHALL BE GRADE B0 BARS PER ASTM AG15.
FIELD BENT DOWELS MAY B
AL DEFORMED BAR ANC HU CONFORM_TO ASTM A406.
ALl HEADED STUD ANCHORS SH.AU. CONFORM T0 ASTM A103
ALL WELDED WIRC FABRIC SHALL CONFORM TO ASTW 1B5. LAP ONE MESH

TE
AL REINFUREING 51[[[ SHALL BE DEFAILED AND PLACED IN ACCORDANCE :

WITH THE AC G MANUAL AND AC| STANDARDS ‘LATEH ADDITION).
ﬁ%’éFﬂ!}CINPC SIEEl cAé{D ENEEQS SHALL B[ PROPERL‘( 1E0 INTO  PLACE

0 PLACIN
ALL SPLICES IN R[\NYORC\NG BARS SHALL LAP A MINIMUM OF 40 BAR

DIAMETERS EUNDJ SPLICES SHALL OCCUR N A COMPRESSION
ZONE UNLESS NOTED 0 HERWISE TERWN IE AL REINFORCING BARS
WITH A 90 DEG BENIJ R WITH SEPARATE CORN
EC HANICAL IJC HALL BE POSITVE CDNP-EEIING COUPLERS AND
NTS. ADJACEM MECHANIEAL

MEET ALL P CODE_REQUIREMENTS.
SPUCES SHALL BE ST&GGERED A MBMUM OF 24 INCHES ALONG THE
REIN| FDRCMNG BARS. TENSILE CAPACITY OF MECHANICAL SPLECES SHALL BE
1257 OF THE SPLICE BAR
HDRIZONIAI. REINFORCEMENT SHALL BE CONTINUOUS THROUGH
CONSIRUCTION  AND CONTROL JOINTS
00 NOT SPLICE STIRRUPS AND TIES
DO NOT WELD REINFORCING BARS. DO NOT SUBSTITUTE REINFORCING

S FOR DEFORMED ANCHOR BARS OR HEADED ANCHOR STUDS

RE NFURCEMENT SHALL HAVE THE FOLLOWNG CLEAR COVER

CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE X
i Cst muswémmwu EXPOSED TO EARTH 3
i, FORMED CONCRETE EXPOSED T EARTH/WEATHER

§ THAU §16 GRS .

5 D SUALLER BARS 1-1/2
ii. CONCRETE NOT EXPOSED wm(mwm—

SLABS, WALLS, JOISTS (F11 AND SMALLER) 1z

BEANS, COLUNNS, TIES, STIRRUPS [y}

FOUNDATION AND RETAINING WALLS
BRACE WALLS AS REOUIWED UNTIL FLOOR SLABS AND ‘OR FLOOR FRAMING
ARE IN -~ PLACE, AND WALLS HAVE PROP ER URED
BACKFILL ADUACENT TU OU DATION WALLS OR N LANDSCAPED AREAS
SHALL BE PLACED IN_B INCH MAXIMUM LOOSE LIFTS. FILL SHALL BE
COMPACTED TO AT LEAST 90% AND HAVE THE MOISTURE CONTENT WITHIN
2% OF OPTIMUM MAXIMUW_DENSITY vsASTIJ D 1557). HEAVY EQUIPMENT
Enﬁ.&[yg BE USED TO BACKRILL WITHOUT PRIOR” CONSENT OF THE

SEE AREHW‘E'SI]URN_ DRAWINGS FOR DRAINAGE WETHOD BEHIND FOUNDATION

AND RETAINING WALLS.
CONSTRUCTION JOINTS (COLD JOINTS) IN WALLS SHALL BE WATERPROOFED

élg u‘?f SPLICE VERTICAL BARS IN RETAINING WALLS UNLESS SPECIFICALLY

0

CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE STEPS IN WALLS WITH THE ARCHITECT,
AND SHALL VERIPY H COMPASS ENGINEERING.

PROVIDE CGRNER BARS AT INTERSECTING WALL CORNERS USING THE SAME

BAR SIZE AND SPACING AS THE HORIZONTAL WAL RE FORCIND
OVIDE VER“C& 5 INTO FOOTINGS AND FOUNDATIONS THAT MATCH

THE SIZE AND SPACING OF THE VERTICAL REINFORCEMENT IN THE ABOVE

MEMAER
%%l NOT SURCHARGE FDN. AND RETAINING WALLS WITH EQUIPMENT NOR
PROVIDE (2) §5 BARS MIN. AROUND ALL DOOR AND WINDOW OPENINGS

PENETRATIONS THROUGH PANELS SHALL BE REINFORCED BY PROVIDING
ONE_ ADDITIONAL BAR AT THE EOGE OF OPENING FOR TACH BAR
INTERRUPTED BY THE PENETRATION PROVIDE UNIFORM KUMBER OF BARS
EACH SIDE. PROVIDE (2% §5  DIAGONAL BARS ON 4 SIDES TYP. UNO.
%EFEU,%%IOJU&S TABLES, 'AND DETAILS FOR ADDITICNAL RE\NFUHCING AND

SLABS

SLAES ON GRADE WILL BE 4" THICK UNO. RENFORCE ALL SLABS W/ §4
18" 0.C_EACH WAY, OR WITH & x 6 — W2.1xW2.1 WELDED WIRE
FABRIC WF) UNLESS, ‘NOTED OTHERWISE ON THE PLAN.  REINFORCEMENT
SHN_L BE PLACED {4h THE SLAB YHkCKNESS + 1/7° BELOW THE TOP

LAR. SLAH REINFORCEMENT MAY Bt SU 1.5 POUND
D‘ 1007. VIRGIN POLYPROPYLENE FIBRILLATED FIRERS PER CUBIC YARD

NG,
AlJ. REINFORCING BARS SHALL BE CHARED IN THE SLAB. WWF SHALL BE
CGNHNUGUSU SUPPORTED AT 36™ ON CENTER PRIOR TO PLACING

N

BEGIN PUUR OF COMPOSITE ST[[L DECK AND CONCRETE FLOORS AT OR
NEAR A SUPPORT CR BEARING WALL TO AVOID EXCESSNE DEFLECTION
éga Or EI%EISSWG OF THE HOOH STRLICTURE SEE SUSPENDED SLAB

! FOR N)DHIDNAL
RECESS FOUNDAT\UN AHEI POUR SLAR RGUGH TYPICAL AT ALL
EXTERIOR DOORS AND STORE FRONT TYPE WINDOWS
DEPRESS SLABS AS REQUIRED IN_AREAS OF CEHAMIC TLE SPECIAL ENTRY
MATS, [?PCT FLOORS, £1C. COORDINATE [OCATION AND DEPTH WITH
PROVIDE ISOLATION JOINTS ARDUND COLUMNS/S READ FOGHNGS AND

CONTROL JOINTS. AS REOUIREI] EIE WHERE S\IEJ
THE CDNIRACTGR SHP\LL HSUR gHAI HEAVY [OU\PMENT AH? aﬁﬂh

AREAS O CRACK AND DAMAGE SLABS.  DAMAGED S|

REPAIRED UR R[PLACED AT NO ADDITIONAL EXPENSE 0 THE OWNER

PR(} E]E 2 - Iq‘i BARS X 45 INCHES AT ALL DISCONTINUOUS CONTROL
R CONS N JOINTS IN_SLAB~ON-GRADE.

SPAC!NG BWEEN CONSTRUCTION OR CONTROL JOINTS IN

SLABS-ON-GRADE SHﬂ.U_ NOI EKC[ED 15'-0" FOR 4" THICK SLABS AND

-0° FOR 3" AND 6
THE LENGIH TO WIDTH R '10 Of CONTRDL JOINTS SHALL NOT EXCEED
!DE?N:_[[(I:ON?E?N 10N AND CONTROL JOINTS SHALL BE INSTALLED AS

DRAKINGS
SAWCUT JOINTS SHALL BE MME WITHIN 12 HOURS AT PLACING CONCRETE
PROVIDE gl] DIAG E X 48 AT ALL INSIDE CORNERS
AL SIAB SHM BE_PROPERLY Cl
REOFER T0 THE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS f(JR SPECIFICATION OF ALL FLAT

PROVIDE 4° MIN. OF FREE-DRANING GRANULAR WATERAL, “PEA" GRAVEL
GR Egﬂ 0 I M\NUS CLEAN GAP-GRADED GRAVEL, UNDER ALL

&H’E&g CUR[ Nl CDNCRD[BELLMRS:%%\REHDI o %DI D A MOIST
SHALL FAND A

CONDITION ﬂJR AT L[AgT THE FIRST 7 DAYS AFTER PLACEMENT,

%HWGH EARLY-STRENGTH CONCRETE 10 REMAIN IN A MOIST CONDITION FOR

HE FIRST 3 DAYS) DXCEPT WHEN CURED IN ACCORDANCE WITH ACI

318-"ACCELERATED CURING'.

STEEL NOTES:
T ALWOW 10 B S

-
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. TUBULAR COLUMNS:
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TRICT ACCORDANCE WITH THE 2021 IBC, LOCAL
ORDINANCES,  AWS STRUCTURAL WELDING CODE, AND THE FOLLOWING AISC
PUBLICATIONS:  "SPECIFICATION FOR THE DESIGN, FABRICATION AND ERECTION
OF SIRUCTURAL STEEL FOR BULDINGS™ WITH "COMMENTARY", "CODE OF
STANDARD PRACTICE", SPECIFICATION FOR STRUCTURAL JOINTS USING ASTM
A375 DR A490 BOLTS", AND "SEISMIC PROVISION  FOR STRUCTURAL
BUILDINGS”.

AL DIMENSIONS AND CONDITIONS SHALL BE VERIFIED BY THE CONIRACTOR
PRIOR 10 FABRICATION AND ERECTION.

. SEC ARCHITECTURAL SHEETS FOR DIMENSIONS AND DECK BEARNG

ELEVATIONS.

. SEL ARCHITECTURAL FOR ACCESS HATCHES, DRAFT STOPS, EIC

SEE ARCHITECTURAL, MECHANICAL AND ELECTRICAL FOR ADDITIONAL STEEL
MEMBERS (BRACKETS, ANGLES, ETC...) REQUIRED.

. SUBMIT SHOP DRAWINGS OF ALL STRUCTURAL STEEL, STEEL JOISTS, STEEL

DECKING AND MISCELLANEQUS STEEL T0 COMPASS ENGINEERNG, LLC. FOR
APPROVAL PRIOR TO FABRICATION.

ALL STFEL SHALL BE PROPERLY PRIMED EXCEPT AREAS THAT REQURE FIELD
WELDING.

PROVIDE A STANDARD AISC FRAMED CONNECTION FOR ONE HALF THE BEAV'S
TOTAL  UNIFORM LOAD CAPACITY WHERE A CONNECTION I5 NOT SHOWN.

. STEEL DETAILER SHALL PROVIDE STANDARD STAIR DETAILING INCCRPORATING

€17 x 20.7 STRINGERS OR APPROVED EQUAL (UN.0.). SUBMT DRAWINGS
FOR APPROVAL  PRIOR TO FABRICATION

PROVIDE ADDITIONAL STEEL AS REQUIRED FOR, POUR STOPS, DECK ANGLES
@ ROOF AND FLOORS, DECK SUPPORT ANGLES AS NEEDED, ROOF AND
FLOOR DIAPHRAGM CHORDS, CLIP ANGLES, ETC.. AS NEEDED

REINFORCE DECK OPENINGS FOR SKYLIGHTS, ACCESS HATCHES, MECHANICAL
FQUIPNENT, ETC. WITH L4x4x3/B" OR L6x4x3/16" UMN.0. ON ALL EDGES
ANGLES SHALL SPAN BETWEEN JOISTS AND BETWEEN OTHER ANGLES EIC
A5 REQURED.  USE 1/47 MIN. FILLET WELDS.

ANY CONNECTION NOT DETALED SHALL BE THL RESPONSIEILNTY OF THE
SIEEL FABRICATOR.  CONNECTIONS MUST BE DESIGNED BY A LCENSED
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER. CONNECTIONS MUST ACCOUNT FOR ALL LOADS &
STRESSES INCLUDING BUT NOT LWAITED TO . GRAVITY, SEISMIC, WIKD,
THERMAL STRESSES, EXPANSION / CONTRACTION ETC..

CAMBERNG OF STEEL BEAMS SHALL BE PROVIDED BY LOCAL STEEL
FABRCATOR OF SIEEL MILL SHOP CAMBERING OF BEAMS SHALL BE DONE
BY A HEAT/SHRINK METHOD. ANY OTHCR METHOD OF CAMBERING SHALL BE
APPROVED BY AISC AND PROJECT ENGINEER.

AL EXPOSED STEEL SHALL HAVE WELDS GROUND SMOOTH

MATERILS

WIOE FLANGE SECTIONS  ASTW A992 (0 KS).

OTHER SHAPES AND PLATES: ASTH A3E

ASTH 8500 GRADE B (46 KS)

PIPE COLUMNS: ASTM AS01 (36 KSI) OR AS3 GRADE B.

. DEFORMED BAR ANCHORS:  ASTM A486

HEATED STUD ANCHORS.  ASTW AIB

ANCHOR BOLTS: ASTH A307 WITH ASTM ASG3 HEAVY HEX NUTS
WITH HARDENED WASHERS CRADE A (UNO)

BOLTED CONNECTIONS:  ASTH A325-N (3/4" DIAMETER W)

WELDS. 70 NX AT ALL JOISTS £60 Xk AT ALL DECKS E70 XX AT ALL
OTHER LOCATIONS

CONSTRUCTICN
ALL WELDS AND BOLTING 10 MEET APPROVAL OF SPECIAL INSPECTOR AS
REQUIRED BY BUILDING OFFICIAL

. ALL WELDING AND CUTING SHALL BE PERFORMED BY AWS CERTFIED

WELDERS
ALL INTERSECTING STEEL SHAPES WHICH ARE NOT BOLTED SHALL BE
CONNECTED BY A FILLET WELD ALL AROUND, UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.

. FOR THICKNESSES 1/4™ AND LARGER, WELD SIZES SHALL BE 1/167 LESS

THAN THE  THINNEST CONNECTED PART, UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE. FOR
THICKNESSES LESS THAN  1/47, WELD SIZE SHALL BE THE SAME SIZE AS
THE THINNEST CONNECTED PART, UNLESS ~ NOTED OTHERWISE

5. D0 NOT WELD REBAR OR ANCHOR BOLTS, INCLUDING “TACK" WELDS.

WELD HEADED STUD ANCHORS AND DEFORMED BAR ANCHORS PER
MANUFACTURE'S _ SPECIFICATIONS.

TIGHTEN BOLTS BY THE TURN OF THE NUT, CALIBRATED WRENCH, OR DIRECT
TENSION INDICATOR METHOD.

. USE HARDENED WASHERS BENEATH THE TURNED ELEMENT OF ALL BOLTS OR

NUTS. ALSO USE HARDENED BEVELED WASHERS TO COMPENSATE FOR THE
LACK OF  PARALLELISM

PROVIDE HARDENED WASHERS BENEATH THE HEAD AND NUT WHERE A490
BOLTS ARE  SPECIFIED PER AISC REQUIREMENTS

HARDENED WASHERS AND PLATES AT OVERSIZED HOLES SHALL CONFORM TO
ASTMF-436 AND SHALL COMPLETELY COVER THE SLOT AFTER INSTALLATION
00 NOT REUSE BOLTS, NUTS OR WASHERS

PROVIDE FULL-DEPTH STIFFENER PLATES AT EACH SIDE (F ALL BEAMS AT
AL BEARING POINTS. STIFFENER PLATE THICKNESS EQUALS THE BEAM WEB
TA:I([)IE#[F)_SS (1/4"  MIN). FILLET WELD BOTH SIDES OF SIIFFENER, ALL

STANDARD PENETRATIONS THROUGH STRUCTURAL MEMBERS FOR MECHAMICAL,
PLUMBING,  FLECTRICAL SYSTEMS, ETC. SHALL BE PROVIDED ON THE CENTER
LINE OF THE  MEMBER'S DEPTH AND WITHIN THE MIDDLE ONE-THIRD OF
THE SPAN.  PENETRATIONS  LARGER THAN STANDARD (0R GREATER THAN
1/3 THE BEAM DEPTH) ARE NOT PERMITIED WITHOUT PRIOR WRITTEN
APPROVAL FROM COMPASS ENGINEERING, LLC.

VENEER:

MASONRY NOTES:

ra

QOTHER WETHODS OF ATTACHMENT MAY BE USED WITH WRITTEN PERMISSION
FROM THE AﬂCNI'I'ECT AND STRUCTURAL
L ANGLE LINTELS AT ALL OPENINGS SEE THE STEEL ANGLE

. PROVIDE STEE] i
LINTEL SCHEDUII FOR SIZE AND REQUIREMENTS

RICK VENEER
ATTACH 10 STEEL AND WOOD STUD wms WiTH DUR-0-WAL DA 213
SEISMIC VENEER ANCHORS OR HOHMANN & BARNARD DW-10 GR DH-10HS
SEISMIC VENEER ANCHORS SPACED AT 16° 0.C. EACH w ATTACH
VENEER ANCHORS, 0 STUDS wnm 10 CORROSION_ RESISTANT
SELF-DRILLING SCREWS ~ATIACH THE VENEER T0 mg RehoRs WiTH
DUR —0-WAL sasmc sm PINIELSOR HMANN & BARNARD é‘
WETER BYNA-TIE WITH SEISMICLIPS. ANCHOR nEs MUST ENGAGE A
wNnNuous uomzom cmvwzm 9 GAUGE WIRE PLACED IN THE
C[NTER OF THE VENEER AT E:
ro co CREE WAL wnu 22 GAUGE GALVANIZED, VERTICAL
novrl D DUR-0-WAL 1b GAGE SEISMIC DOVETALL ANCHOR
TES OR umw & BARNARD 3/16" DIVETER BYNA-TIE WITH
sasmcups SPACED AT 16" O.C. (MAX.) IN EACH DIRECTION. ANCHOR
TIES WUST ENGAGE A Homznnw cm ANIZED §9 GAUGE WIRE PLACED IN
THE CENTER OF THE VENEER AT | ocvs
ATIACH 10 REINFORCED RSt el WK TR-ROD LACDER TYPE
RENFORCEMENT WITH THREE #9 GAUGE GALVANIZED CORRUGATED WIRES
SPACED AT 15" D.C (MAX) VERTICALLY. OPTION: A ACH VENEER WITH
DUR-O0-WAL OA 3605 IS\CLADSEREYE PACED uc\g g|
EACH DIRECTION BoER s AT etk HDRilUNm GALVANIZED
9 GAUGE WIRE PU\CE{J IN THE EENTER OF THE VENEER AT 16” 0.C
2 ANCHORS WUST DXTEND INTO THE GALVANIZED LADDER TYPE JOINT
EINFORCEMENT I m[ MASONRY WAL

STONE VENEER NOTES
ATTACH T0 CONCRETE OR MASONRY BACKING ‘MTH !2 GAUGE MIN
GALVANIZED WIRE, FORMFD B[YGND THE BASE OF THE BACKING. THE
LEGS OF THE LOQ IALL BE 6" MIN IN LENGTH EENT AT RICHT
ANGLES AND LAID IN THE MURTAR JOINT, AND SPACED SO THAT THE
FYES OR LOOPS ARE 12° MAX. ON CENTER IN BOTH DIRECTIONS. THERE
SHALI. BE A 12 GAUBE WIN. GALVAN\IED WRE TIE THREADED THROUGH
THE EXPOSED LOOPS FOR EVERY 2 SOUARE FEET OF STONE VENEER
THIS TIE SHALL BE A LOOP HAVING LEGS 15" MIN. LENGTH BENT SO
THATIT WILL LE IN THE MORTAR JOINT. THE LAST 2° OF EACH WRE LEG
SHAU. HAVE A 90° B MIN, - THICKN 55 OF CEM[N] GROUT SHALL
HE PLACED BETWEEN THE BACKING AND THE STONE VENEER.
AHACH TG STUD BACKING WTH A 2°%2°X16 GALVAN\IED WARE M
WITH TWO LAYERS OF WATERPROCF PAPCR BACKING APPLIED DIRECTI_T 10
STUDS AT 16" 0.C. MAX, THE MESH SHALL BE ATTACHED WITH 2° LONG
GALVANIZED STEEL WIRE FURRING NALS AT 4 OC. WTH 1 1/87 M\N
PENETRATION INTO S]UDS ANﬁ Bd COMMON NALS AT 8 OC INTO T
AND BOTTOM PLATES 1 EQUIVALENT WIRE TIES. THERE SHALL E[ A
12 GAUGE MIN GALW«RIZED ‘MR[ LOOPED THROUGH THE MESH FOR
EVERY 2 SQUARE FEET OF S VENEER  THIS TIE SHALL BE A LOOP
HAVING LEGS 15" MN i{NGTH BEN] SO THAT IT WILL LIE IN THE MORTAR
JOINT THE LAST 7" OF EACH WIRE LFG SHALL HAVE A 90° BEND. 17
MIN. THICKNESS OF CEMENT CROUT SHALL BL PLACED BETWEEN THE
BACKING AND THE STONE VENEER

1
2
3
4

ALL WORK SHALL BE IN STRICT »\CCURDANC[ WITH THE 2021
INIERNATI[}RM BUH.DING CODE ?iS 30, AND LOCAL ORDINANCES
DR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL SHORING AND BRAEING A

REDU
Cg{())fDlNM[ WITH ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS FOR WALL TYPES AND

NS
RACIOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ACTUAL LAYOUT AND PLACEMENT
DF REINFORC\NG STEEL. COORDINATE WITH MASONRY

MANUFACIURER,:’SUPPLI[R AS REQUIRED
MATERIALS

1

[

=]

VATERIALS UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE ON THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS
A CONCRETE  LICHTWEIGHT GRADE N TYPE 1

MASONRY $uw smwcm wuu )

UNIT (CMU):  F'm=1500 P
8. ALAS BRKK:  {'m=BD0O p5| J{S m=2500 PS| utsm

(CONFORM 10 WSCPA STANDARDS)

C. MORTAR: wpg *S* (MIN. COMP. STRENGTH=1800 PSI)
D. GROUT 2000 PSI (MIN. COMP. STRENGTH AT 28 DAYS)
SOUD CROI/OR(-PACK ML B D JOST POCKETS SOLID AFTER
NSTALIION OF BLAMS. AND JOISTS.
SOLID_ GROUT ALL CELLS CONTAINING REINFORCEMENT. ANCHOR BOLTS, OR
EWBEDS, ALIGN CELLS T0 PRESERVE ur.nasmucm VERTICAL CELLS OF
20 X 3 MNMUM. GROUT N FOOT LETS M
WECHANCALLY VIBRATE ALL GROUT DURING rhiaring ﬂE\ﬂBRM[ AFTER
EXCTSS UOSIURE I ABSOREED (BEFOR. WORKABILITY 5, 10ST)
TERMIRATE. EACH GROUT POUR AT TOP OF UNT BT s v
VERTICAL mnmacww S GR{)UI 1-1/2° BELOW TOP OF UNIT.
000 Gyt ROUT ALL MASD

LOW
10 BE INSH\LL[D WITH RUNNING BOND, UNLESS NOTED

QTHERWISE,

AL NONBEARNG mmmw WALLS SHALL EXTEND TO THE ROOF DECK
AS PER S IURAL PLANS, OR SHALL HAVE BRACING PROVIJED PER THE
mucmm MASONRY A{

24'-0" MAXIHUM, Bt ACING FOR MASONRY CONTROL JOINTS.  SEE
ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS FOR LOCATIONS. PROVIDE_ADDITIONAL JOINTS AT
DISCOMTINUITIES mn wnms THERE IS A NOTICEABLE CHANGE IN WASS
VERIFY LOCATIONS WITH ARCH. AND ENGNEER

S0UD GROUT I;a]ms ADJACENT 10 OPENINGS (DOORS, WINDOWS, ETC.)
2'-0" MIN. WIDTH

REINFORCEMENT

1

2

(=

en

w

=

WATERILS UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE ON THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS

A REINFORCING STEEL. ASTM A615 GRADE 60 (Fy = 80 KSR

B. ANCHOR BOLTS: ASTM A307 W/ ASTM A63 I’?EAW HEX NUTS AND
HAR] WASHERS

C HEADED STUD ANCHORS: ASTM A108

REQUIRED REINFORCEMENT COVER.

A MASONRY EXPOSED 10 SOIL: 1

B JOINT REINFORCEMENT. 5/8° FRDM EXPOSED

C OTHER REINFORCEMENT: ONE BAR DIAMETER (NOT LESS THAN 3/47)

SECURE AL VERTICAL STEEL RE\NFORCEMENT AGkNSI DISPLACEMENT PRIOR
0 GROUTING WITH WIRE POSITIONERS OR SMLAR DEVICE. POSITIONERS
SPMIING NOT TO EXCEED 200 BAR DIME![RS 10°-07, OR SFUCE

LOCATE BAR CENTER OF WALL UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE
E%%Dl CﬂN‘!’INg‘DUS HDRiZON‘IN. WALL R[\N’URC\NGP EESRUU%H JOINING

MASONRY WALLS, COLI
OVDE CGNTINUOUS HDR\ZU‘HAL ‘REINFORCEMENT AT ALL CORNERS AND
\NTERSECT\NG[ WALLS. PROVIDE CORNER BARS WITH THE REQUIRED LAP

SPLICE LENG

TERMINATE HORIZONTAL WALL REINFORCING AT EACH SIDE OF CONTROL
JOINTS [XCEPT AT RDQRFJFLUUH BEARING, BEAWS, AND TOP OF PARAPETS
TERMINATE ALL S WITH 135 DEGREEHOOKS PLUS A 6 BAR
DLMAEI'ER E}(T{NSION & MJNIMU&

DOWEL WALL AND CEMENT INTO THE FOOTING OR
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Ordinance 2024-10 - FY2023-24 Mid-Year Budget Amendment
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: 27 February 2024
PETITIONER: Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Hold a Public Hearing and Adopt
the Proposed Amended Budget for
FY2023-24.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The following items are included in the proposed budget adjustment for FY2023-24:

e Property Purchase: Adjustment in budget for the purchase of the property at 124
East 100 South. Funds will be appropriated from the Capital Improvement Fund
balance.

e Fire Department: Adjustment in the budget for a 5% increase in wages for all
full-time Fire Department employees to bring wages closer in line with
surrounding departments. The increase would be retroactive to January 7, 2024.
Chief Patten believes this increase is necessary to recruit and retain highly
qualified staff. The Lone Peak Public Safety District Board approved the increase
at their February 14 board meeting. The Highland City Council will consider
approval of the request at an upcoming city council meeting. Funds will be
appropriated from the fund balance.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Hold a public hearing and adopt the amendment to the FY2023-24 budget.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE:
I move to approve Ordinance 2024-10 amending the FY2023-24 budget as proposed.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE WITH CONDITIONS:
I move to adopt Ordinance 2024-10 amending the FY2023-24 budget with the
following conditions/changes:

e “*¥insert finding™*

SAMPLE MOTION TO TABLE/DENY:
I move to table/deny Ordinance 2024-10 amending the FY2023-24 budget.




ORDINANCE NoO. 2024-10

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING AND ADMINISTERING THE ALPINE CITY FISCAL YEAR 2023-24
ANNUAL BUDGET

WHEREAS, it is deemed desirable and in the best interest of the City of Alpine, Utah to
adopt the annual budget for the operations, debt amortization, and capital outlay of the City; and

WHEREAS, the FY2023-24 Annual Budget was adopted on June 27, 2023, as Ordinance
No. 2023-19; and

WHEREAS, adjustments to the budget are periodically necessary to reflect the receipt of
additional resources and to approve appropriate expenditures.

Now, THEREFORE, THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CiTY OF ALPINE DO
ADOPT AND ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

ARTICLE I
DEFINITIONS

SEcTION 1. “BUDGET YEAR” means the 2023-2024 fiscal year for which this budget is made.

SEcTION 2. “FISCAL YEAR” means that year which begins on the first day of July, 2023, and
ends on the last day of June, 2024.

ARTICLE 11
AMENDED BUDGET ESTABLISHES APPROPRIATIONS

SECTION 1.
That the budget amendments shown on Exhibit “A” are adopted.

SECTION 2. APPROPRIATIONS.

From the effective date of this Ordinance, the budget as outlined in the attached Exhibit “A”, the
several amounts stated therein as proposed expenditures, shall address the several objects and
purposes therein named.

SECTION 3. ANTICIPATED REVENUES.
The amended anticipated revenues shall include revenue from all sources, including grants and
loans and shall be classified in accordance with the chart of accounts of the municipality.

SECTION 4. FUND BALANCE.
The fund balance shall be available for emergency appropriation by the City Council.

SECTION 5. ANTICIPATED SURPLUS FROM MUNICIPAL UTILITY OR ENTERPRISE FUNDS.
The anticipated revenue and proposed expenditures of each utility or other public service
enterprise owned or operated by the city is stated in a separate section of the budget (See



attached Exhibit “A”); and as to each such utility, an anticipated surplus, if legally available for
general purposes and to the extent such surplus is to be used to support budget operation, is
stated as an item of revenue in the budget.

ARTICLE III
SEVERABILITY

If any provision of this ordinance or the application thereof to any person or circumstance is held
invalid, the invalidity shall not affect other provisions or application of the ordinance which can
be given effect without the invalid provision or applications; and to this end the provisions of the
ordinance are severable.

ARTICLE IV
ADOPTION & EFFECTIVE DATE

This Ordinance is hereby adopted this 27" day of February 2024 and shall be effective for the
Fiscal Year 2023-2024.

Carla Merrill, Alpine City Mayor

VOTING:
Jason Thelin Yea_ Nay_
Jessica Smuin Yea__ Nay_
Kelli Law Yea_ Nay_
Chrissy Hannemann Yea__ Nay_
Brent Rummler Yea_ Nay_

ATTEST:

DeAnn Parry, City Recorder



EXHIBIT "A"
Alpine City
Budget Adjustments (Mid-Year)
27-Feb-24

Capital Projects

45-40-75 Capital Outlay - Residential Home
45-40-76 Capital Outlay - Residential Land
45-39-11 Fund Balance

Purchase of home and property on 100 South

Emergency Services

10-57-63 Fire - Professional Service
10-39-10 Fund Balance
5% wage increase for fire department employees

Debit Credit
197,600
561,100
758,700
Debit Credit
20,700
20,700



ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Code Amendment to the Land Use Authority for Subdivision Amendments.
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: February 27th, 2024.

PETITIONER: City Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Approval of Recommended Code Amendment
Review Type: Legislative

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

During the January 23" City Council meeting updates to the subdivision review process were
approved as required by the State. Part of that review process was to create a table with the various
land use applications and the reviewing, recommending, and approving bodies. One of the items
was a subdivision amendment which was broken up into two different categories. If the
amendment requires the vacating of a public right of way or public utility easement it would
require a recommendation by the Planning Commission and approval by the City Council. If it
does not require a vacation it can be approved by City Staff. This helps by keeping simple
amendments (I.E. Combining Lots) an efficient process as long as all other code requirements were
met.

This amendment will add language to subdivision amendments that can be approved by city staff
to say staff can require an application to be reviewed by the City Council if staff believes it
necessary. As outlined in Alpine Development Code 3.31 and Utah State Code, the Council is not
required to approve subdivision amendments and should not be viewed as an administrative
decision.

The Planning Commission reviewed this item during their February 20" meeting. The following
motion was made:

MOTION: Planning Commissioner Susan Whittenburg moved to recommend approval of
Ordinance 2024-09 Amending the land use authority for subdivision amendments.

John MacKay seconded the motion. There were 5 Ayes and 0 Nays. The motion passed.

City Staff has also added that any amendment or creation of public open space would also need
City Council approval.

ALPINE CITY CODE:
e 4.04.110

Public Notice:

The requirements for a public hearing by Alpine City and the State have been met. A public
hearing took place during the review of this item by the Planning Commission during their
February 20%, 2024 meeting.

GENERAL PLAN:
N/A



SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE:
I move to approve Ordinance 2024-09 Amending the land use authority for subdivision
amendments.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE WITH CONDITIONS:
I move to approve Ordinance 2024-09 Amending the land use authority for subdivision
amendments with the following conditions/changes:

e **insert additional findings**

SAMPLE MOTION TO TABLE/DENY:
I move that Ordinance 2024-09 Amending the land use authority for subdivision amendments
be tabled/denied based on the following:

e **ingert finding**










SECTION 1:

AMENDMENT “4.04.010 Designation Of Land Use

Authority” of the Alpine City Development Code is hereby amended as follows:

AMENDMENT

4.04.010 Designation Of Land Use Authority

1. The following chart designates the Land Use Authority for subdivision approvals with

the City

2. Pursuant to §10-9a-306 of Utah State Code (as amended), the Land Use Authority

shall apply the plain language of land use regulations.

3. .If a land use regulation does not plainly restrict a land use application, the Land Use
Authority shall interpret and apply the land use regulation to favor the land use

application.
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ALPINE CITY
ORDINANCE 2024-09

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 4.04.010 OF THE ALPINE
DEVELOPMENT CODE AMENDING LANGUAGE REGARDING THE LAND USE
AUTHORITY FOR SUBDIVISION AMENDMENTS

WHEREAS, the Alpine City Planning Commission has reviewed proposed
amendments to section 4.04.010 of the Alpine Development Code and held a public hearing
on February 20th, 2024, pertaining to the proposed amendments;

WHEREAS, on February 20th, ,2024, the Planning Commission made a favorable
recommendation of the proposed amendments to sections 4.04.010 of the Alpine Development
Code;

WHEREAS, the Alpine City Council has reviewed the proposed amendments and
deems it in the best interest of the health, safety, and welfare of Alpine City and its residents to
amend section 4.04.010 of the Alpine Development Code.

NOW THEREFORE, be it ordained by the Council of the Alpine City, in the State of
Utah, as follows:

SECTION 1: AMENDMENT “4.04.010 Designation Of Land Use
Authority” of the Alpine City Development Code is hereby amended as follows:

AMENDMENT
4.04.010 Designation Of Land Use Authority

1. The following chart designates the Land Use Authority for subdivision approvals with
the City

2. Pursuant to §10-9a-306 of Utah State Code (as amended), the Land Use Authority
shall apply the plain language of land use regulations.

3. .If a land use regulation does not plainly restrict a land use application, the Land Use
Authority shall interpret and apply the land use regulation to favor the land use
application.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE ALPINE CITY COUNCIL
AYE NAY ABSENT ABSTAIN
Chrissy Hannemann
Jason Thelin
Jessica Smuin
Brent Rummler
Kelli Law
Presiding Officer Attest

Carla Merrill, Mayor, Alpine City

DeAnn Parry, City Recorder, Alpine

City
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ALPINE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

SUBJECT: Proposal for Canyon Crest Road Speed Limit Study
FOR CONSIDERATION ON: 27 February 2024
PETITIONER: Staff

ACTION REQUESTED BY PETITIONER: Consider approval of the contract
for a speed limit study on Canyon
Crest Road.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

City staff received a request to consider reducing the speed limit on Canyon Crest Road,
particularly from the roundabout to the south side of Carlisle hill. Canyon Crest Road is
an arterial street and is one of three main accesses into Alpine City. The speed limit is
currently posted at 35 mph. Staff recommends that a speed study be performed when
considering a reduction in the speed limit on a given street. A proposal was requested
from Hales Engineering to complete this work. The proposal and scope of work is
included in the packet. The fee to complete the study is $4,200.

Section 2B.21 in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) outlines
how speed limits are required to be established. The complete section is included in the
packet. Following are some excerpts:

o Agencies with designated authorities to set speed limits, which include States, and
sometimes local jurisdictions, can establish non-statutory speed limits or
designate reduced speed zones using an engineering study.

o  Setting appropriate speed limits is especially important to ensure safety for all
road users in varying types of contexts, particularly on roadways where adjacent
land use suggests that trips could be served by varied modes. These situations
include urban and suburban non-freeway arterials or rural arterials that serve as
main streets in smaller communities, consistent with the context classifications of
urban core, urban, suburban, and rural towns found in “A Policy on Geometric
Design of Highways and Streets,” 2018 Edition, AASHTO.

o  When setting a speed limit, a range of factors such as land-use context, pedestrian
and bicyclist activity, crash history, intersection spacing, driveway density,
roadway geometry, roadside conditions, roadway functional classification, traffic
volume, and observed speeds can influence the speed limit determined in the
engineering study. The engineering study will determine which of the
recommended factors will prevail in setting the speed limit.

o To achieve desired operating speeds, agencies often implement other speed
management strategies concurrently with setting speed limits, such as traffic
calming measures, geometric design features, speed safety cameras, and
increased enforcement.

o Standard: Speed zones (other than statutory speed limits) shall only be
established on the basis of an engineering study that has been performed in



accordance with traffic engineering practices. The engineering study shall
consider the roadway context.

o Guidance: Among the factors that should be considered when conducting an
engineering study for establishing or reevaluating speed limits within speed zones
are the following:

o Roadway environment (such as roadside development, number and
frequency of driveways and access points, and land use), functional
classification, public transit volume and location or frequency of stops,
parking practices, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities and activity;

o Roadway characteristics (such as lane widths, shoulder condition, grade,
alignment, median type, and sight distance),

o Geographic context (such as an urban district, rural town center, non-
urbanized rural area, or suburban area), and multi-modal trip generation,

o Reported crash experience for at least a 12-month period;

o Speed distribution of free-flowing vehicles including the pace, median
(50th-percentile), and 85thprecentile speeds, and

o A review of past speed studies to identify any trends in operating speeds.

o When the 85th-percentile speed is appreciably greater than the posted speed limit,
and the roadway context does not support setting a higher speed limit, the
engineering study should consider whether changes to geometric features,
enforcement, and/or other speed-reduction countermeasures might improve
compliance with the posted speed limit. A similar approach should be used if the
results of past speed studies indicate that the 85th-percentile speed has
consistently increased.

e  On urban and suburban arterials, and on rural arterials that serve as main
streets through developed areas of communities, the 85th-percentile speed should
not be used to set speed limits without consideration of all factors described in
Paragraph 7 of this Section.

Hales Engineering proposes to complete the study based on UDOT Policy 06C-25
(included in packet), which follows the MUTCD requirements.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Consider approval of the proposal from Hales Engineering to complete a speed limit
study on Canyon Crest Road.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE:
I move to approve the proposal from Hales Engineering to complete a speed limit
study on Canyon Crest Road as outlined.

SAMPLE MOTION TO APPROVE WITH CONDITIONS:
I move to approve the proposal from Hales Engineering to complete a speed limit
study on Canyon Crest Road as outlined with the following conditions/changes:

e **insert finding**

SAMPLE MOTION TO TABLE/DENY:
I move to table/deny the proposal from Hales Engineering to complete a speed limit
study on Canyon Crest Road as outlined based on the following:

e **insert finding**




HALES@ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

February 16, 2024

Alpine City

Jed Muhlestein, PE
20 N Main St
Alpine, UT 84004

801.473.0076
jed@alpinecity.org

Subject: Alpine Canyon Crest Rd Speed Study
P3845

Jed,

Thank you for inviting Hales Engineering to submit this proposal to complete a speed study for
your project located in Alpine, Utah. The following is an outline of our proposed scope of work
and cost estimate to complete this study according to standard speed study guidelines.

Scope of Work

Task 1: Data Collection

Hales Engineering will collect speed data at two (2) locations along Canyon Crest Road in both
directions. The 50" and 85" percentile speed by direction and combined will be identified at each
location.

Task 2: Speed Analysis

Hales Engineering will evaluate the posted speed limits along the corridor according to UDOT
Policy 06C-25, which follows the new MUTCD (2023). Hales Engineering will consider factors
listed in UDOT Policy 06C-25, such as:

» Reported crash experience for the most recent five-year period

» Pedestrian and bicycle activity

* On-street parking utilization

» Observed speeds

» Roadway context, including roadside development, roadside side treatments, lighting, and

other relevant factors

Based on these factors, Hales Engineering will make a recommendation for the posted speed
limits along the corridor.

1220 North 500 West, Ste. 202  Lehi, UT 84043 p 801.766.4343 1
www.halesengineering.com



HALES@ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

February 16, 2024

Task 3: Speed Management

If vehicle speeds are well above (5 to 10+ mph) the recommended posted speed limit, Hales
Engineering will recommend speed management measures to encourage drivers to follow the
posted speed.

Task 4: Memo Preparation

Hales Engineering will summarize the results of our study in a memo including the necessary text,
tables, and figures. Following completion of the memo we will submit one (1) electronic version
for your use and distribution.

Cost Estimate

We anticipate that the breakdown of the cost to complete the four (4) tasks identified in the scope
of work will be $4,200. It is anticipated that a speed study at any other location would be the same,
assuming two (2) data collection points.

Out of Scope Work (e.q. Meeting Attendance)

Predicting the time commitments and the number of meetings required to move a study through
the approval process varies from project to project. Therefore, in the best interest of our clients,
we have not included any meetings beyond those identified in this scope of work. If additional
work or meetings are necessary, they will be billed separately on a time and materials basis.
Additional work will be completed and/or meetings will be attended by representatives of Hales
Engineering only upon prior written approval given by you or a designated representative.

Schedule

We will complete the study after we have received the written authorization to proceed. We will
complete the study within two to three weeks of receiving notice to proceed.

1220 North 500 West, Ste. 202  Lehi, UT 84043 p 801.766.4343 2
www.halesengineering.com



HALES ) ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

February 16, 2024

Agreement

This letter will serve as our contract along with the attached Standard Terms and Conditions. If
you agree to the terms and conditions of this letter, please countersign below. Invoices for work
completed will be submitted monthly for payment. Again, thank you for asking Hales Engineering
to prepare this proposal. We look forward to working with you on this project. If you have any
questions, please feel free to call.

Sincerely, .
HALES ENGINEERING, LLC Accepted by:
Company:

E -y Signature:

Ryan Hales, PE, PTOE, AICP
Principal / Owner

Date:

P3845-UT

1220 North 500 West, Ste. 202  Lehi, UT 84043 p 801.766.4343 3
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HALES@ENGINEERING

innovative transportation solutions

February 16, 2024

STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS

These STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS apply to, and are made part of, the attached letter agreement (“Agreement”) by and
between HALES ENGINEERING, LLC, a Utah company, (“Consultant”), and the “Client” referenced in the signature block on the
Agreement.

WITNESSETH THAT, in consideration of the premises and covenants hereinafter set forth, the parties agree as follows:

1. Data to Be Furnished. All information, data, reports, records and maps with respect to the Project which are available to
Client and which Client deems reasonably necessary for the performance of work set forth in the Agreement, shall be furnished to
Consultant without charge by Client.

2. Personnel. Consultant agrees that it will employ, at its own expense, all personnel necessary to perform the services
required by this Agreement and in no event, shall such personnel be the employees of Client. All the services required hereunder
shall be performed by Consultant and all personnel engaged therein shall be fully qualified under applicable federal, state and local
law to undertake the work performed by them. Consultant assumes full and sole responsibility for the payment of all compensation
and expenses of such personnel and for all state and federal income tax, unemployment insurance, Social Security, disability
insurance and other applicable withholdings.

3. Compensation. Client shall pay Consultant an amount not to exceed the sum noted in the Agreement as consideration for
the services described. Consultant shall submit invoices to the Client monthly. Client agrees to pay the invoices within 30 days of
receipt. If payment is not received within 60 days, Consultant may, at its sole discretion, elect to stop work until payments are received.
In that case, Consultant will notify Client that work has ceased. Client also agrees to pay all costs, including attorney’s fees and court
costs, incurred by Consultant to collect on past due invoices. If Client fails to make any payment due Consultant for services and
expenses within thirty (30) days after receipt of Consultant's statement, the amounts due Consultant will be increased at the rate of
1.5% per month from due date identified on invoice.

4. Ownership of Documents. The work papers, drawings, photographs and any other written or graphic material, hereinafter
materials, prepared by Consultant for this Project are instruments of the Consultant’s service for use solely with respect to this Project
and, unless otherwise provided, the Consultant shall be deemed the author of these documents and shall retain all common law,
statutory and other reserved rights, including the copyright. The Client shall be permitted to retain copies, including reproducible copies
of Consultant’s materials for information and reference in connection with the Client’s use on the Project. The Client or others shall
not use the Consultant’'s materials on other projects, or for changes to this Project without the express written consent of the
Consultant. Submission or distribution of documents to meet official regulatory requirements or for similar purposes in connection with
the Project is not to be construed as publication or violation of copyright.

5. Attorneys’ Fees/Arbitration. If either party brings an action or claim arising out of or in connection with this Agreement,
the prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable and actual attorneys’ fees incurred, as well as costs incurred, as well as expert
witness fees. All disputes shall be resolved by way of binding Arbitration, which shall take place in Salt Lake City, Utah utilizing a
single Arbitrator. Arbitration shall take place under the auspices of either the American Arbitration Association or JAMS, at the election
of the party commencing Arbitration. The prevailing party shall also be entitled to be reimbursed for any and all Arbitration expenses
incurred.

6. Limitation of Liability. Unless Client and Consultant otherwise agree in writing in consideration for an increase in
Consultant’s fee, Client agrees to limit Consultant’s liability to Client to the sum of the Consultant’s fee for any loss or damage, including
but not limited to special and consequential damages arising out of or in connection with the performance of services or any other
cause, including Consultant’s professional negligent acts, errors, or omissions, and Client hereby releases and holds harmless
Consultant from any liability above such amount.

7. Madification/Termination. No waiver, alteration, modification or termination of this Agreement shall be valid unless made
in writing. This agreement may be terminated for convenience and without cause by either party upon seven days’ written notice.

8. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by and constructed in accordance with the laws of the State of Utah.

9. Entire Agreement. This Agreement sets forth the entire understanding between the parties as to the subject matter of this
Agreement and merges all prior discussions, negotiations, letters of understanding or other promises, whether oral or in writing.

1220 North 500 West, Ste. 202  Lehi, UT 84043 p 801.766.4343 4
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06C-25 Establishment of Speed Limits
on State Highways

UDOT Policy UDOT 06C-25
Group or Divisions Traffic and Safety Division
Affected

Reference Documents  Procedures, manuals, and guides for this policy:
e Procedure for UDOT Policy 06C-25
e Guidelines for Setting Speed Limits on State
Highways
Other reference documents:
e Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
e R930-6, Access Management
e UDOT Roadway Design Manual

Owned by Traffic and Safety Division
Authority Utah Code 41-6a-602
Revised Date November 07, 2023

Next scheduled review November 07, 2026

. Purpose

This policy describes how UDOT establishes speed limits on state highways.
(Refer to Policy 06C-61 for temporary speed limits in work zones.)

Il. Definitions

As used in this policy and its related procedures, the boldfaced terms below have
the following meanings:

A. 85th percentile speed - the speed at or below which 85 percent of
vehicles are traveling under free-flowing conditions at a given location.

B. Access category - as defined in R930-6-5 and more fully described in
R930-6-6, a classification assigned to a segment of highway that
determines the degree at which access to a state highway is managed.
(The associated GIS map is available here.)


https://maps.udot.utah.gov/arcgis01/rest/services/ROW/ROW_AccessCategories/MapServer
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IV.

C. MUTCD - the currently adopted edition of the Manual on Uniform Traffic
Control Devices.

D. Other developed area - an area that is not categorized as an urbanized
area but that includes permanent residential dwellings and at least two
other land uses in separate buildings that provide commercial, industrial,
or public services for the community, surrounding area, or persons
traveling through the area.

E. Roadway context - the general characteristics of the land use,
development patterns, and roadway connectivity along a roadway that
provide cues as to the types of uses and user groups that utilize the
roadway.

F. Signal influence area - a segment of roadway within 0.25 miles of a
signalized intersection.

G. Urbanized area - an area defined by the United States Census Bureau as
an urban area or urban cluster. (The associated GIS map is available
here.)

Background

As part of UDOT'’s goal of zero fatalities, this policy is established to promote
traveling at reasonable and consistent speeds to reduce the potential of severe
and fatal crashes. In addition to the long-standing practice of determining speed
limits based on 85th percentile speeds, this policy adds consideration of roadway
context to protect all users when UDOT establishes speed limits. Consideration
of roadway context is a new approach to setting speed limits. Accordingly, UDOT
will implement this policy over time.

Policy

A. UDOT will establish speed limits on state highways based on an
engineering and traffic study in accordance with the MUTCD and Utah
Code Sections 41-6a-601 and 41-6a-602.

B. Except as otherwise limited by state statute or other provisions of this
policy, UDOT will establish speed limits within 5 mph of the 85th percentile
speed on the following facilities:

a. access category 1 facilities (freeway and interstate system
facilities); and

b. facilities outside of an urbanized area or other developed area.


https://maps.udot.utah.gov/central/rest/services/UDOT/Urban_Boundaries/MapServer
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a. use access categories to identify recommended ranges of posted

speed limits; and

b. use roadway context to determine what the posted speed limit
should be within the recommended ranges.

D. The table below outlines the recommended speed limit ranges within
urbanized or other developed areas for each remaining access category.

2 - System priority-rural importance (S-R) 45 - 55 MPH
3 - System priority-urban importance (S-U) 35 - 50 MPH
4 - Regional-rural importance (R-R) 40 - 50 MPH
5 - Regional priority-urban importance (R-PU) 35 -45 MPH
6 - Regional-urban importance (R-U) 30 - 45 MPH
7 - Community-rural importance (C-R) 30 - 40 MPH
8 - Community-urban importance (C-U) 30 - 40 MPH
9 - Other importance (O) 15 - 30 MPH
10 - Freeway one-way frontage road (F-FR) 35 - 55 MPH

E. When using roadway context to set speed limits, UDOT will still consider
85th percentile speeds. When setting a speed limit based on roadway
context that deviates by more than 10 mph of the 85th percentile speed,
UDOT will consider implementing speed management measures in
cooperation with local governments. (For additional information, see
UDOT'’s speed management webpage.)

F. UDOT may set a speed limit outside of the access-category ranges when
a roadway segment falls outside of the recommended speed range due to
factors beyond the limited scope of access category classification,

including if:

a. pedestrian, bicycle, or on-street parking activity is outside what is
typical for the access category; or

b. access is more restricted than typical for the access category, for
example where there is a raised median.


https://sites.google.com/utah.gov/udot-safety-standards/training-tools-and-resources/speed-management?authuser=0
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G. As described in the table below, UDOT will determine the appropriate
speed limit within the range of recommended posted speed limits for a
given segment based on:

a. reported crash experience for the most recent five-year period;
b. pedestrian and bicycle activity;

c. on-street parking utilization;

d. observed speeds; and

e. roadway context, including roadside development, raised medians,
roadside side treatments, lighting, and other relevant factors.

History of pedestrian, No history of pedestrian,

bicycle, or severe bicycle, or severe

speed-related crashes; speed-related crashes; limited
Current frequent pedestrian or pedestrian or bicycle activity;
Roadway bicycle activity; frequent no or infrequently used
Conditions | parking activity; slower on-street parking; faster

observed speeds; or curves | observed speeds; and

or other conditions that adequate geometry

provide limited sight

distances

H. UDOT will set speed limits at or below 55 mph within a signal influence
area. This requirement takes precedence over all other factors.

|. For a rural roadway that does not meet design standards specified in the
UDOT Roadway Design Manual or standard drawings, UDOT may set a
speed limit 5 mph or more below the 85th percentile speed.

V. Search Terms
Speed limit; speed zone; 85th percentile speed; context based; access
categories

Original effective date: October 4, 1991
Last review completed: November 7, 2023
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SPEED LIMIT SIGNS AND PLAQUES

Section 2B.21 Speed Limit Sign (R2-1)
Support:
01 In general, the maximum speed limits applicable to rural and urban roads are established:

A. Statutorily — a maximum speed limit applicable to a particular class of road, such as freeways or city
streets, that is established by State law; or
B. As speed zones — based on engineering studies.
02 State statutory limits might restrict the maximum speed limit that can be established on a particular road,
notwithstanding what an engineering study might indicate.

03 Agencies with designated authorities to set speed limits, which include States, and sometimes local
jurisdictions, can establish non-statutory speed limits or designate reduced speed zones using an engineering
study. Setting appropriate speed limits is especially important to ensure safety for all road users in varying types
of contexts, particularly on roadways where adjacent land use suggests that trips could be served by varied modes.
These situations include urban and suburban non-freeway arterials or rural arterials that serve as main streets in
smaller communities, consistent with the context classifications of urban core, urban, suburban, and rural towns
found in “A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets,” 2018 Edition, AASHTO. When setting a
speed limit, a range of factors such as land-use context, pedestrian and bicyclist activity, crash history, intersection
spacing, driveway density, roadway geometry, roadside conditions, roadway functional classification, traffic
volume, and observed speeds can influence the speed limit determined in the engineering study. The engineering
study will determine which of the recommended factors will prevail in setting the speed limit.

04 Jurisdictions can use speed limit setting tools and methods such as expert systems and those consistent with
the safe system approach as part of the required engineering study for a non-statutory speed limit. As speed limit
setting tools vary, jurisdictions need to be aware of their limitations and advantages, possible variation between
the tools and the need to explore gaps or weaknesses of tools, and weigh the output accordingly in consideration
of setting speed limits.

05 To achieve desired operating speeds, agencies often implement other speed management strategies
concurrently with setting speed limits, such as traffic calming measures, geometric design features, speed safety
cameras, and increased enforcement.

Standard:

06 Speed zones (other than statutory speed limits) shall only be established on the basis of an engineering
study that has been performed in accordance with traffic engineering practices. The engineering study
shall consider the roadway context.

Guidance:

07 Among the factors that should be considered when conducting an engineering study for establishing or
reevaluating speed limits within speed zones are the following:

A. Roadway environment (such as roadside development, number and frequency of driveways and access
points, and land use), functional classification, public transit volume and location or frequency of stops,
parking practices, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities and activity;

Roadway characteristics (such as lane widths, shoulder condition, grade, alignment, median type, and
sight distance);

Geographic context (such as an urban district, rural town center, non-urbanized rural area, or suburban
area), and multi-modal trip generation;

Reported crash experience for at least a 12-month period;

Speed distribution of free-flowing vehicles including the pace, median (50th-percentile), and 85th-
precentile speeds; and

A review of past speed studies to identify any trends in operating speeds.

m WD 0w

08 When the 85th-percentile speed is appreciably greater than the posted speed limit, and the roadway
context does not support setting a higher speed limit, the engineering study should consider whether changes to
geometric features, enforcement, and/or other speed-reduction countermeasures might improve compliance with
the posted speed limit. A similar approach should be used if the results of past speed studies indicate that the
85th-percentile speed has consistently increased.

09 On urban and suburban arterials, and on rural arterials that serve as main streets through developed areas
of communities, the 85th-percentile speed should not be used to set speed limits without consideration of all
factors described in Paragraph 7 of this Section.

Sect. 2B.21 December 2023
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10 On a freeway, expressway, or rural highway (outside urbanized locations or conditions), the speed limit that
is posted within a speed zone should be within 5 mph of the 85th-percentile speed of free-flowing motor-vehicle
traffic under the following conditions:

A. All factors described in Paragraph 7 of this Section have been considered and determined to be non-
mitigating, and
B. The measures described in Paragraph 8 of this Section have been considered to the extent practicable.
1 State and local agencies should conduct engineering studies to reevaluate non-statutory speed limits on

segments of their roadways that have undergone significant changes since the last review (such as changes to
roadway context, the addition or elimination of parking or driveways, changes in the number of travel lanes,
changes in the configuration of bicycle lanes, changes to road geometrics, changes in traffic control signal
coordination, or significant changes in traffic volumes).

12 Speed studies for signalized intersection approaches should be taken outside the influence area of the traffic
control signal, which is generally considered to be approximately 1/2 mile, to avoid obtaining skewed results for
the speed distribution. If the signal spacing is less than I mile, the speed study should be at approximately the
middle of the segment.

Standard:

13 The Speed Limit (R2-1) sign (see Figure 2B-3) shall display the limit established by law, ordinance,
regulation, or as adopted by the authorized agency based on an engineering study. The speed limits
displayed shall be in multiples of 5 mph.

14 Speed Limit (R2-1) signs, indicating speed limits for which posting is required by law, shall be located
at the points of change from one speed limit to another.

15 At the downstream end of the section to which a particular speed limit applies, a Speed Limit sign
showing the next speed limit shall be installed.

16 Speed Limit signs indicating the statutory speed limits shall be installed at entrances to the State and,
where appropriate, at jurisdictional boundaries in urban areas.

Guidance:

17 Additional Speed Limit signs should be installed beyond interchanges and major intersections and at other
locations where it is necessary to remind road users of the speed limit that is applicable.

Support:

18 The “Traffic Control Devices Handbook™ contains suggested criteria on the spacing of speed limit signs.
Option:

19 If a jurisdiction has a policy of installing Speed Limit signs in accordance with statutory requirements only
on the streets that enter a city, neighborhood, or residential area to indicate the speed limit that is applicable to the
entire city, neighborhood, or residential area unless otherwise posted, a CITYWIDE (R2-5aP), NEIGHBORHOOD

(R2-5bP), or RESIDENTIAL (R2-5cP) plaque may be mounted above the Speed Limit sign and an UNLESS
OTHERWISE POSTED (R2-5P) plaque may be mounted below the Speed Limit sign (see Figure 2B-3).

Support:

20 Section 2C.40 contains information about the use of speed zone signs to inform road users of a reduced or
variable speed zone to provide advance notice to comply with the posted speed limit ahead.
Option:

21 If a W3-5b sign is posted to provide notice of a variable speed zone, an END VARIABLE SPEED LIMIT

(R2-13) sign (see Figure 2B-3) may be installed at the downstream end of the zone to provide notice to road users
of the termination of the speed zone.

Standard:

22 If a W3-5c sign is posted to provide notice of a truck speed zone, an END TRUCK SPEED LIMIT
(R2-14) sign (see Figure 2B-3) shall be installed at the downstream end of the zone to provide notice to
road users of the termination of the speed zone.

Guidance:

23 An advisory speed plaque (see Section 2C.59) mounted below a warning sign should be used to warn road
users of an advisory speed for a roadway condition. A Speed Limit sign should not be used for this purpose.

24 Advance traffic control warning signs (see Section 2C.35), intersection warning signs (see Section 2C.41),
and/or other traffic control devices are appropriate warning prior to a signalized intersection. A Speed Limit
sign should not be used for this purpose.

December 2023 Sect. 2B.21
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	1. The Accessory Structure is located more than twelve (12) feet from an existing dwelling on the same or adjacent lot;
	2. If the Accessory Structure is an Accessory Building, it shall contain no openings on the side contiguous to the lot line;
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	ALPINE CITY CODE
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	N/A
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