UPDATE RE:

Legislative Amendments to
Road Width Requirements



Dear Fire Marshals:

Many years there are bills in the legislature that we do not like. We work through the
process and try to accomplish the best law that we can. Some years are better than others,
and some years laws are passed that we disagree with, and we will have difficulty enforcing
them. A few years ago, a bill was passed establishing 32 feet as the maximum width of
pavement we could require on a minor road. The home builders wanted 25 feet; the fire
service wanted as much width as practical to facilitate firefighting operations.

Neither side was happy, but we compromised at 32 feetof pt N @ither side was happy, but we compromised at 32 feet of pavement with certain

exceptions for wider roads in specific circumstances that wq

roads. Recently builders have expressed concerns citing cit) @Xc@ptions for wider roads in specific circumstances that would reasonably require wider

relative to road widths or unreasonably using the exceptions

municipality chooses to misapply or ignore the law, they oty roads. Recently builders have expressed concerns citing cities that are ignoring the law

resulting in us fighting 25-foot-wide road widths again.

Fire response is often the reason given for reauiring wider oy F€1ATIVE 10 road widths or unreasonably using the exceptions to require wider roads. When a

does not even know that their department is being used as tH]

requirement. Please comply with the agreement, and law, of ITYUNICIpality chooses to misapply or ignore the law, they only encourage more legislation
roads in subdivisions. Please also encourage your city enginy

city council to comply with this law. A failure to comply will r fesumng in Us f'ghting 25‘f00t‘w‘de road Widths aga i n.

where we will be defending enough road width to effectively

Clint Smith, President Golden Barrett, President Ted Black, Fire Marshal

Utah State Fire Chiefs Fire Marshals Association State Fire Marshal




STREET CLASSIFICATION TABLE
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LOCAL (32' ASPHALT)*™ 60" 37 18.5' 6.5' 5'

PRIVATE ROAD 50" 31" 15.5' 45 5'

ALLEY/PRIVATE LANE 25' 25' 12.5' } }

REFER TO WEST POINT TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN FOR CLASSIFICATION DIRECTION

* ALL RESIDENTIAL ROADS REQUIRE ON STREET PARKING
H **  LOCAL (32" ASPHALT) ARE SUBJECT TO THE CRITERIA IN SECTION 10-9A-508 OF THE UTAH STATE CODE
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