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Maple Mountain Plat N Phase 2 Zoning Map Amendment

The Applicant has requested that a Zone Change to apply the Master Planned Development (MPD) Overlay be approved.

Proposed Motion: I move that the proposed Maple Mountain Plat N Zone Change be approved based on the following findings:

Findings

1. That the proposal conforms to the City’s General Plan Designation of Low Density Residential.

2. That the proposal provides additional housing at a lower density range.

3. That the proposal provides for local street and utility connections.

4. That the proposal meets the required findings of the Master Planned Development Overlay zone.



Maple Mountain Plat N Phase 2 Preliminary Plat

The Applicant has submitted a Preliminary Plat for a Master Planned Development for reapproval.

Proposed Motion: I move that the proposed Maple Mountain at Spanish Fork Subdivision Plat N Phase 2 Preliminary Plat be 
approved based on the following findings and subject to the following conditions:

Findings

1.  That the proposal conforms to the City’s General Plan Designation.

2. That the proposal is consistent with the purpose, intent and findings of the MPD Overlay District.

Conditions

1. That the Applicant meets the City’s development and construction standards, zoning requirements and other applicable 
City ordinances.

2. That the Applicant addresses all red-line review comments before a Final Plat application is submitted.

























Walmart Online Order Pick Up Expansion Development Enhancement Overlay Zone Change 

The Applicant has applied for a Zone Change in order to add the Development Enhancement Overlay Zone to Walmart.

Proposed motion: I move to approve of the proposed Walmart Development Enhancement Overlay Zone Change based on the 
following findings:

Findings

1. That the proposal conforms to the City's Commercial General Plan Designation.

2. That the Development Enhancement Overlay is required as the site currently fails to meet the City's landscape 

requirements.

3. That the Development Enhancement Overlay is required as the proposal would not provide the number of parking spaces 

that are required by the Municipal Code.

4. That the implementation of the Development Enhancement Overlay would allow for the Site Plan to be approved with the 

noted parking and landscape deficiencies.

5. That the proposal provides a service that is being utilized by residents and there is a need to expand said service.

6. That the necessary findings have been met for the Development Enhancement Overlay to be approved.



AMENDMENTS TO MODIFY LAND USE REGULATIONS

This proposal involves changes being made to the City's Title 15 Municipal Code











Stewart Farm Annexation Resolution

The Applicant has requested an annexation that includes five parcels, totaling 62.25 acres and located at approximately 1000 South 
3400 East, be initiated via resolution.

Proposed Motion: I move to adopt the resolution to initiate the proposed Stewart Farms Annexation based on the following 
findings:

Findings

1. That annexing this property would contribute towards the elimination of an island of unincorporated Utah County.

2. That the proposed annexation qualifies for annexation approval by resolution.

3. That the subject property is located within the City’s Annexation Policy Boundary and Growth Management Boundary.











Brent Money Annexation 

The Applicant has petitioned for Annexation of 221.91 acres.

Proposed motion: I move to accept the proposed Brent Money Annexation Petition for further study based on the following 
findings:

Findings

1. That annexing this property would eliminate a peninsula of unincorporated Utah County.

2. That staff believes that this area can be serviced by Spanish Fork City utilities.

3. That the subject property appears to be in the path of development.













1050 West Annexation Petition

The Applicant has proposed that 11 parcels totaling 99.56 acres, located at approximately 1050 West 400 North, be annexed.

Key Issues

1. Access limitations.

2. Annexation configuration, it may create at least one peninsula.

3. The availability of residential services on the west side of Interstate 15.

4. The Growth Management Boundary.

5. The timing of future transportation improvements, FrontRunner and a new Interstate 15 interchange.


