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Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Planning Commission will meet in regular
session on November 4, 2026, at the American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street
commencing at 6:30 PM. The agenda shall be as follows:

1. Regular Session

a. Pledge of Allegiance
b. Roll Call

2. Public Comments
a. Up to a 20-minute public comment period to receive public comments. Each
speaker is limited to two minutes.

3. Common Consent Agenda (Common Consent is that class of Commission action that
requires no further discussion or which is routine in nature. All items on the Common
Consent Agenda are adopted by a single motion unless removed from the Common
Consent Agenda).

a. Approval of the October 7, 2026, Planning Commission minutes.

4. Public Hearings (Public Hearings is that class of Commission action that requires further
discussion on General Plan changes, Zone changes, and Code Text Amendments that
alter the land use characteristics of American Fork City. Public Hearing items will have
the chance for the public to speak upon.)

a. Public hearing on the proposed update to the American Fork City Storm Water
Management Plan (SWMP) for the 2026-2031 permit cycle.

5. Action Items (Action Items is that class of Commission action that requires further
discussion on Site Plans and proposed zoning designation for annexing areas. The
Planning Commission will have authority to approve Site Plans for final action and
provide recommendations for the zone of annexing property.)

a. Review and recommendation on the proposed update to the American Fork City
Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP) for the 2026-2031 permit cycle.

b. Review and action on an application for a Commercial Site Plan, known as Silver
Fox Office, located at 52 N 350 W, American Fork City. The Commercial Site
Plan consists of 0.3873 acres and is in the CC-2 Zone.

6. Other Business
a. Upcoming Projects

7. Adjournment



Dated this 29" day of October 2026
Patrick O’Brien

Development Services Director

*The order of agenda items may change at the discretion of the Planning Commission Chair
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

Notice is hereby given that the American Fork City Planning Commission will hold a Public
Hearing on November 4, 2026, in the City Hall, located at 31 N. Church Street, commencing at
6:30 PM.

The public and each affected entity is invited to provide information and comment for American
Fork City to consider in the process of the proposed items.

- Notice of public hearings and public meetings on adoption or modification of land
use regulation.

o Public hearing, review, and recommendation on a proposed Code Text Amendment,
known as Performance Guarantee, of the American Fork City Municipal Code.
Amending Section 17.9, the Code Text Amendment clarifies improvements, public or
private, required to be included in the performance guarantee that applicants provide to
the City and clarifies expiration requirements.

» Description: The Code Text Amendment clarifies that performance
guarantees need to be in place for the duration of the project without an
expiration or that if they do have an expiration, a renewal will be required
to ensure that a performance guarantee is in place until the project is
completed and City Council has accepted the infrastructure and released
the performance guarantee. It also requires the improvement warranty to
be in place until the durability period for the project is completed, the
applicant has completed all punch list items, and all public infrastructure
has been inspected by City Staff and meets all City standards. If the
improvement warranty has an expiration, a renewal shall be required until
the above-mentioned items are complete. Further, it quantifies the



contingency amount required for performance guarantees. Private
infrastructure that is required to meet various qualifying criteria as
outlined in Utah State code shall be included in the performance
guarantee.

o Public hearing, review, and recommendation on the proposed update to the American
Fork City Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP) for the 20262031 permit cycle.

= Description: The updated plan outlines the City's policies, procedures, and
responsibilities for managing stormwater runoff, preventing water
pollution, maintaining stormwater infrastructure, and complying with the
Utah Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (UPDES) Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit requirements.

Shortly before the public hearing, supporting documentation is posted on the city website at
www.americanfork.gov or available by contacting the City Recorder at 801.763.3000.



UNAPPROVED MINUTES
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AMERICAN FORK CITY
PLANNING COMMISSION REGULAR SESSION
October 7th, 2026

The American Fork City Planning Commission met in a regular session on October 7th, 2026 at
the American Fork City Hall, 31 North Church Street, commencing at 6:30 p.m.

Commissioners Present: Christine Anderson, Chris Christiansen, Geoff Dupaix, Claire Oldham,
Harold Dudley

Commissioners Absent: Rodney Martin, David Bird

Staff Present:

Cody Opperman Senior Planner
Justin Peng Planner

Ben Hunter City Engineer

Others Present: Paul Harward, Gil Bolotin, Eric Lyman

REGULAR SESSION

Christine Anderson led the “Pledge of Allegiance”
Roll Call

PUBLIC COMMENT

No Comments

COMMON CONSENT AGENDA

1. Minutes of the September 16th, 2026, Planning Commission Regular Session.
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Geoff Dupaix motioned to approve the Common Consent agenda.

Chris Christiansen seconded the motion.

Voting was as follows:

Christine Anderson AYE
Chris Christiansen AYE
Geoff Dupaix AYE
Claire Oldham AYE
Harold Dudley AYE

The motion passed

PUBLIC HEARINGS

a. Public hearing, review, and recommendation on a proposed Code Text Amendment,
known as Sploot Veterinary Clinic, of the American Fork City Municipal Code.
Amending Section 17.7.602 Planned Shopping Center Projects, the Code Text
Amendment plans to propose Veterinary Clinics as a permitted use with the SC-1

Zone.

Public Hearing Opened

No Comments

Public Hearing Closed

b. Public hearing, review, and recommendation on a proposed Code Text Amendment,
known as American Fork Hillcrest 2. 3. 6 Wards, of the American Fork City
Municipal Code. Amending Section 17.21.020 Landscaping Requirements, the Code
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Text Amendment plans to increase the lawn areas for Institutional Uses (churches,
schools, etc.).

Public Hearing Opened

No Comments

Public Hearing Closed

c. Public hearing, review, and recommendation on a proposed Code Text Amendment,
known as Administrative Site Plan Approvals, of the American Fork City Municipal
Code. Amending Section 17.6.101, the Code Text Amendment plans to amend the
Site Plan Approval Process.

Public Hearing Opened

No Comments

Public Hearing Closed

ACTION ITEMS

a. Public hearing, review, and recommendation on a proposed Code Text Amendment,
known as Sploot Veterinary Clinic, of the American Fork City Municipal Code.
Amending Section 17.7.602 Planned Shopping Center Projects, the Code Text
Amendment plans to propose Veterinary Clinics as a permitted use with the SC-1
Zone.

The applicant has applied for a Code Text Amendment to amend Section 17.7.602 of the
American Fork City Municipal Code. The proposed amendment looks to include veterinary
Cody Opperman reviewed the background information for Public Hearing Item letter a: The
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clinics (small animal care only, no outside runs, no overnight boarding) as a permitted use within
the SC-1 zone. The applicant is proposing to add veterinarian clinics into the shopping center
zone. With the veterinarian clinic, it will be specific to small animal care and not large animals
or any kind of commercial kenneling. Staff's recommendation if planning commission
recommends approval, instead of providing it to be in the retail and service outlets area for
permitted uses, we're recommending the use to be its own separate category as item number nine,
as we want to keep the SC-1 zone focused more on retail sales to generate revenue for the city.

Geoff Dupaix asked for clarification on the concerns related to this request,

Cody Opperman explained that this type of business seems to be more appropriate in the PO-1
zone, which is the professional office zone, as the shopping center use is designed to generate
retail sales.

Christine Anderson asked to see a map of the SC-1 zones.

Geoff Dupaix mentioned there is a PetSmart in the zone currently, that has both retail and dog
grooming.
Chris Chritiansen asked if this use is permitted in any of the other zones.

Cody Opperman confirmed that there is a small animal hospital category in the PO-1 zone, as
well as a veterinarian clinic - animal hospital use that is permitted in the I-1 zone.

Claire Oldham asked how one would categorize PetSmart as they are primarily retail, but then
they do have the vet clinic and other groups.

Cody Opperman commented that with PetSmart being mostly retail, it is considered a retail use
but noted that there is nothing in the code that addresses the incidental uses, so he apologized for
not having a direct answer to that question.

Christine Anderson asked if there was a reason that a veterinary clinic would not fit in a GC-1 or
GC-2 zone.

Cody Opperman explained that at this time they are not identified as a permitted use in the GC-1
or GC-2 zones.

Christine Anderson recalled the planning commission adding clinics to the SC-1 zone in years
past, and that may need to be revised as she cannot picture a clinic in the Meadows shopping
center area.

Harold Dudley asked about the zone designation for the current clinic at the corner of Pacific and
State Road.

After looking at the zone map, it was determined that the current clinic is in the SC-1 zone
possibly as a non-conforming use.
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The applicant, Gil Baltine, introduced himself as the co-founder and co-CEO of Sploot
Veterinary Care. He explained that they believe adding a veterinary clinic and updating the use
would be very helpful for the community. Sploot Veterinary Care’s model is urgent care and
primary care for small animals, and in this area the only accessible urgent care or emergency
care, is roughly a 25-minute drive. The operating hours are 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. 365 days a
year with walk-in availability as well as pre-scheduled appointments. He confirmed as already
mentioned, that they have identified three other clinics that are already operating in this zone,
one of them being Petco, and although all of these are only primary care and vaccine clinics,
Sploot Veterinary Care can extend care to pet parents. He hopes this is approved so they can
serve the community here.

Christine Anderson noted that while she does not see a clinic fitting in The Meadows area, there
are a lot of clinic spaces within this zone that work really well.

Claire Oldham thinks given that there are already some clinics there; they should move forward
with the request.

Geoff Dupaix agreed that while the use is not listed in the code, there are several similar
businesses currently operating in the zone, so it is hard to say ‘no’.

Harold Dudley mentioned that as a dog owner, he does see a need within the community, and he
is in favor of moving forward with a positive motion.

Chris Christiansen added that in looking at some of the other cities around, like Saratoga Springs
and Pleasant Grove, this is a use allowed in their SC-1 zones but noted there seems to be some
urgent care facilities that are closer than 25 minutes but they are only open a couple of days a
week. He concluded that he does not think it is outside of the intent of the zone.

Christine Anderson wanted to amend what she said earlier as she was thinking of one specific
area, but agrees there are many areas within the SC-1 zone that this use fits those certain parcels.

Harold Dudley moved to recommend approval for the proposed Code Text Amendment,
amending Section 17.7.602, titled Planned Shopping Center Projects, relating to including
veterinary clinics listed as item number 9 within the SC-1 zone and providing an effective
date for the ordinance.

Claire Oldham seconded the motion.

Voting was as follows:
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Christine Anderson AYE
Chris Christiansen AYE
Geoff Dupaix AYE
Claire Oldham AYE
Harold Dudley AYE

The motion passed

b. Public hearing, review, and recommendation on a proposed Code Text Amendment,
known as American Fork Hillcrest 2. 3. 6 Wards, of the American Fork City
Municipal Code. Amending Section 17.21.020 Landscaping Requirements, the Code
Text Amendment plans to increase the lawn areas for Institutional Uses (churches,
schools, etc.).

Christine Anderson asked for clarification if schools should be included, or if they were
considered separate.

Cody Opperman explained that the institutional uses would be considered schools as well.

Cody Opperman reviewed the background information for Action Item letter b: The applicant
has applied for a Code Text Amendment to amend Section 17.21.020(D) of the American Fork
City Municipal Code. The proposed amendment looks to change the current maximum lawn area
requirement of 20 percent to 33 percent for institutional uses (churches, schools, etc.) The
applicant has noted that leaders of local church units have determined that the 20 percent does
not provide sufficient space for social gatherings and sports activities that occur on lawn areas.

Items to consider:
(1) What changed or changing condition supports the amendment under AFMC 17.11.200
(2) Why 33% is the appropriate number

(3) Existing versus proposed turf percentages for the affected meetinghouses and anticipated
water savings

(4) Why the amendment should apply broadly to all institutional uses.
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Cody Opperman also noted that the current code indicates that it's for institutional, churches, and
multifamily landscapes. This proposal just incorporates taking the institutional uses out from the
combination of institutional uses and multifamily, leaving multifamily still at 20% of water
efficiency or 20% maximum lawn area, but creating a new section to say, 33% is specific to just
institutional uses.

Christine Anderson asked what other things fall under institutional uses.

Cody Opperman informed that churches, places of worship, and private schools would be
included.

Christine Anderson asked that it be clarified that when we say the total landscape area, that
means minus the building, and minus parking.

Cody Opperman provided the definition in the code as the definition for total landscaped area is
part of the improved areas of the property that incorporate all the completed features of the
landscape, for the landscaped area does not include footprints of buildings or structures,
sidewalks along the street, but does include internal walking paths, driveways, and other non-
irrigated areas intentionally left undeveloped.

Harold Dudley asked if the water efficiency portion of the code existed before 2023.

Cody Opperman explained that this was a complete creation of the code back in 2023 so it did
not exist prior to 2023.

Christine Anderson asked how they came up with the 20% at that time.

Cody Opperman noted that was a good question, and to his recollection, he believes there were
recommendations from the Central Utah Water Conservancy District. He recalls additional
recommendations for drought-tolerant plants as well, but the city was not looking to specifically
require drought-tolerant plants but does encourage people to consider them.

Christine Anderson asked if parks are also held to the 20% standard.

Cody Opperman confirmed that he believes any new park would be required to follow the 20%
standard.

Claire Oldham asked if parks are considered institutional and not just open space.

Cody Opperman apologized that he could not confirm, but his understanding is that a soccer field
at a park would be taken into consideration for the 20% requirement, meaning that if the soccer
field pushes over 20% they can't have the soccer field.

Christine Anderson thinks it might be smart to allow outdoor gathering places a higher
percentage, but she was not sure what that number should be.
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Cody Opperman noted that it can be hard to determine exact usable space, so that would be
something that would need a specific definition.

Harold Dudley mentioned that while he does not remember specifically the discussion when this
was put in place, he thinks 20% seems applicable to the current watering situation. He added that
governmental entities need to encourage less water intensive uses, and he wishes the ordinances
gave more flexibility to reason.

Chris Christiansen feels that what is being proposed is separating all commercial spaces from
gathering areas, but he was surprised that the residential areas have a 25% maximum usable
space because he has homes in his neighborhood that have been built in the last few years that do
not comply with this.

Harold Dudley added that this is difficult because in some places there is way too much grass.

Christine Anderson invited the applicant to address the commissioners and apologized for there
being so much discussion before he was invited to speak.

Eric Lyman informed them that these are the same kind of these his team has been talking about.
He is with EA Lyman Landscape Architects, and he showed the commissioners 3 different
landscape models to help visualize the different landscaping options that he has used over the
last 20 years on over 200 chapels across the intermountain area while trying to decrease water
usage. He added that going forward, their goal is to reduce the water usage of all buildings by
50%.

Christine Anderson asked the applicant if he was doing this presentation in every City.

Eric Lyman informed the commissioners that American Fork is the only city where he has had an
issue. He continued that while there are some great people here and he has had some fabulous
interactions with some of the staff, their hands are tied because of some of the ordinances that are
in place, so it makes it very difficult to get approval on some of these projects.

Christine Anderson asked how he came up with the 33% he is requesting.

Eric Lyman explained that they started out asking for a smaller percentage with the original
approach, but the church leadership came back saying they need a little bit more lawn area, so
they decided on the 33%.

Harold Dudley noted that he understands doing incremental improvements, but this is a large
jump from 20% to 33% which doesn’t seem to improve the churches’ water usage. He added that
he respects that the applicant is a professional in this field and thanked him for his

comments.

Eric Lyman stated that he has been working with American Fork City on the tabernacle
landscaping project, and they have removed a substantial amount of the lawn out on the
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North side in order to comply with the 20% requirement. He noted that when people come
out of Stake Conference, the lawn is where they are going to go to socialize.

Christine Anderson asked staff if it was possible to allow partial landscaping improvements
for institutional uses. She wondered if there was a way to craft the code so that they could do
half of a project but still ensure that eventually the water efficiency would be reached.

Cody Opperman explained that in the code it states that if you are building any addition that
is 10% greater than the original structure, the project would require a full commercial site
plan application. He added that if you want a stricter landscaping code, the percentages seem
to be the best way to go.

Chris Christiansen stated that while thinking through this, he doesn’t think they need to
change the 20% because what is being presented here is saving water as he only has to be at
20% of the portion that is changing. He added that it is very rare to require the whole project
to be considered, it is usually just the part the applicant is changing.

Eric Lyman explained that he tried to take that approach initially, saying if they just take the
area that's in the scope of the of the project, it's 0% lawn, but he was told that he could not go
that way because of the way that the ordinance was set up. He noted that it is also an issue
with new construction.

Christine Anderson requested that staff explore some options on the landscaping
requirements and the idea of making incremental improvements. She added that it probably
wouldn't be involved in the motion tonight regarding this specific proposal.

Geoff Dupaix noted that Christine’s request should be addressed separately. However, he
agreed that the code needs greater flexibility. He said the intent is sound, but the language
should be revised to allow more flexibility in how the code is interpreted and applied to
unique situations.

Chris Christiansen explained that his interpretation of the verbiage provided would allow this
project to move forward with the current 20% requirement.

Christine Anderson spoke to her interpretation being that the 20% doesn’t work for this
project because it does not differentiate between improvements for new builds; this would be
for all projects, at any point in their development or construction.

Geoff Dupaix explained that the way he sees this being interpreted, is that any change to a
parcel of property, in this case, it's a church; That 20% applies to the entirety of the parcel.
What's being requested is to change that to 33% of the entirety of the parcel. That is the
challenge.
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Chris Christiansen noted that if that is the case, in his mind, it makes sense to move forward
on this project, and the 33%, but then you are establishing the standard for future.

Geoff Dupaix agreed and added that this is a blanket change, so if the code is changed to
33%, that applies to anything new that comes in.

Christine Anderson reminded the commissioners that the change is just for institutional
projects.

Geoff Dupaix noted that covers churches, schools, etc. and wondered why the commissioners
can’t approve a variance on this parcel, and request that staff reexamine the code and address
some very valid issues that have been brought up in this discussion.

Cody Opperman explained that it does not say anywhere in this section of code that a
variance or deviation from the code is allowed by going to the planning commission or the
city council. He explained that there are sections of code that specifically state that the
requirements can be modified by the planning commission or the city council, but there is
nothing in our water efficiency standards that has that language.

Geoff Dupaix suggested that the unintended consequences of the way the ordinance is currently
written is prohibiting this from moving forward.

Chris Chistiansen agreed, noting that it prohibits conservation.

Paul Harward, who is with the church, wanted to explain that when they first started this code
text amendment process, it was done because it was suggested by the staff. He added that if it
could have been crafted differently, earlier on, that would have been much better, as they thought
this was the vehicle they had to use.

Claire Oldham asked if the commissioners could modify the proposed code text amendment to
allow 33% for today, and then have staff review the landscaping requirements so this project can
move forward today.

Cody Opperman informed them that they can make that recommendation, and the city council
can take that into consideration as they are the final determining body for this amendment.

Harold Dudley asked where in the code it says this requires a full site plan approval, as he would
like to see if there is a loophole where they as the planning commissioners could recommend that
there was a misinterpretation, with all due respect to staff.

Cody Opperman explained that they do go through an administrative approval process, but
ultimately, that administrative approval body would be the DRC board rather than planning
commission for amended site plan applications. He further explained that after whatever decision
is made on this code text amendment, their application goes through an amended site plan
approval, as already indicated to the applicant at the concept plan meeting, they had with staff.
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Harold Dudley referenced a portion of the code that says minor amendments including
modifying existing landscaping to water efficiency standards, can be allowed, and he feels they
are meeting the water efficiency standards.

Cody Opperman explained that what this section of code indicates is that if the applicant is
meeting those minor requirements, instead of doing a full commercial site plan application, they
can do an amended site plan application, as determined by staff. He further explained that if the
applicant is only making minor changes to the landscaping for water efficiency standards, then it
can be determined by staff to only require the amended site plan instead of a full commercial site
plan application. So, for example, a full site plan application would ultimately entail a
geotechnical report, a site plan application, a full landscaping plan, building elevations, traffic
impact study, and so on and so forth. The section of code referenced states that if the applicant is
just changing landscaping, staff can allow the applicant to only provide landscaping plans to
amend their current commercial site plan.

Geoff Dupaix noted that it looks to him like the applicants did that.

Cody Opperman further explained that while they did provide the landscaping plans, the plans do
not meet the 20% requirement, so they are required to go through this code text amendment to
see if they can get the approval to increase the requirement to 33%, If the code is amended to the
33%, the applicant will go through the DRC board for the amended site plan approval.

Christine Anderson clarified that if the plans met the 20% requirement, the applicants would
have gone through the DRC board already.

Eric Lyman, the applicant, explained to the planning commissioners that they are going through
the process for the tabernacle, and it was 2-3 months for the reviews and approval, and now they
are working to provide the bonding, which is something he finds very unique to American Fork
City as the projects they have in Park City, Draper, and Sandy have not required a bond for
landscaping when they are not going into the city roads. He added that the tabernacle project
would be completed by now if there was not this extra process to go through.

Cody Opperman clarified that the DRC review and DRC board approval for the Tabernacle
Landscaping Plan has been approved. He explained that any project going through the DRC
process is in the hands of city staff for a 2-week time frame only. After that 2-week review
process, if the applicant waits an extended period of time to resubmit, American Fork City staff
has no control over that.

Chris Christiansen noted that there are specific areas of the lawn on this parcel, that they are not
asking to change, and he feels that maybe this should be looked at based on just the areas the
applicant is changing. He asked how long the process would take if the applicant resubmitted this
code text amendment to only incorporate what is being improved.
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Cody Opperman explained that it would have to be written, reviewed by legal, and reviewed by
staff, so the best-case scenario would be a month or two.

Christine Anderson stated that for tonight, she would be in favor of recommending approval for
the 33% but requesting staff to explore options for language in the code for progressive
improvement options like maybe renovation rather than new build, so it is easier in the future.
She informed the commissioners that her reasoning for this is feeling the need for communities
to have third spaces, there is work, and home and she feels there is a need for these gathering
spaces as well. She also thanked the applicants for their extensive work for water efficiency.

Chris Christiansen reminded the commissioners that they are only the recommending body on
this, so ultimately the council will have the opportunity to weigh in. He added that he feels this
project matches the intent of what the city is trying to do, so it makes sense for this to move
further into the process. He concluded by saying he really hopes the city council will read these
minutes and understand that the way the code is structured right now, prohibits the very thing
they are trying to accomplish, and that needs to be addressed.

Geoff Dupaix added that while he is not saying this would apply to a residential lot, but if there
is a partial reduction to the property that makes it a little more water wise, he does not believe
they should have to start over at zero in order to meet the code. He also really wanted to
emphasize the importance of reviewing this and all of the unintended consequences that this
could create and is creating. He concluded by stating that someone making a small modification
to their existing ground, to make it more water wise, should be able to do it without too much
weight.

Christine Anderson noted that the code also needs to have a measure of accountability, especially
with the institutional type properties.

Geoff Dupaix wanted it to be clear that this could also apply to residential law as well, so he
wants to make sure that is also being looked at in addition to the institutional assurance.

Chris Christiansen agreed and added that the majority of landscaped areas in the city are on
residential parcels, so he agrees the city is missing the mark.

Chris Christiansen moved to recommend approval for the proposed Code Text
Amendment, amending Section 17.21.020(D), titled Landscaping Requirements, relating to
increasing the maximum lawn area within the total landscaped area from 20 percent to 33
percent for institutional uses (churches, schools, etc.) as written by planning staff and
providing an effective date for the ordinance.
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Harold Dudley seconded the motion.

Voting was as follows:

Christine Anderson AYE
Chris Christiansen AYE
Geoff Dupaix AYE
Claire Oldham AYE
Harold Dudley AYE

The motion passed

c. Public hearing, review, and recommendation on a proposed Code Text Amendment,
known as Performance Guarantee, of the American Fork City Municipal Code.
Amending Section 17.9, the Code Text Amendment clarifies improvements, public
or private, required to be included in the performance guarantee that applicants
provide to the City and clarifies expiration requirements.

Agenda Item C. related to Section 17.9 Performance Guarantee has been pulled from the agenda.

d. Public hearing, review, and recommendation on a proposed Code Text Amendment,
known as Administrative Site Plan Approvals, of the American Fork City Municipal
Code. Amending Section 17.6.101, the Code Text Amendment plans to amend the
Site Plan Approval Process.

Cody Opperman reviewed the background information for Action Item letter d: Staff has

initiated a Code Text Amendment to fix a clerical error within the code. He showed the planning
commissioners the small clerical changes that are identified in red and noted the changes are due
to spelling errors, moving one word to a different place, as well as changing one ‘and’ to an ‘or’.
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Christine Anderson asked if a small spelling error is always required to go through this process
to make the change.

Cody Opperman explained that even something very minor would need to come through
planning commission for recommendation, and then city council for approval because even a
minor thing is now legislative.

Geoff Dupaix moved to recommend approval for the proposed Code Text Amendment,
amending Section 17.6.101, titled Administrative Site Plan Review, relating to DRC Site

Plan approval for Site Plan amendments and providing an effective date for the ordinance.

Claire Oldham seconded the motion.

Voting was as follows:

Christine Anderson AYE
Chris Christiansen AYE
Geoff Dupaix AYE
Claire Oldham AYE
Harold Dudley AYE

The motion passed

Other Business

Christine and Cody spoke about not having a 2™ meeting in October, and the November meeting

dates not interfering with the holiday.

Adjournment

Geoff Dupaix motioned to adjourn the meeting.

Chris Christiansen seconded the motion.
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Voting was as follows:

Christine Anderson
Chris Christiansen
Geoff Dupaix
Claire Oldham
Harold Dudley

The motion passed

Meeting adjourned at 8:00 PM

AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE

Angela McKee - Administrative Assistant

The order of agenda items may change to accommodate the needs of the commissioners, public

and staff.
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Meeting Date: November 4, 2026 c FORKs:

Agenda Topic

Public hearing, review, and recommendation on the proposed update to the American Fork City
Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP) for the 2026-2031 permit cycle.

The updated plan outlines the City's policies, procedures, and responsibilities for managing
stormwater runoff, preventing water pollution, maintaining stormwater infrastructure, and
complying with the Utah Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (UPDES) Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit requirements.

Background

American Fork City Public Works has initiated an update to the City's Storm Water Management
Plan (SWMP) to address the requirements of the 20262031 MS4 permit cycle.

The SWMP establishes the City's stormwater management practices and compliance procedures
through six Minimum Control Measures:

Public Education and Outreach

Public Involvement and Participation

[llicit Discharge Detection and Elimination

Construction Site Storm Water Runoff Control

Long-Term Storm Water Management in New Development and Redevelopment
Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping for Municipal Operations

A

The proposed update establishes procedures for inspections, enforcement, public education,
employee training, stormwater infrastructure maintenance, and regulatory reporting. The plan is
intended to protect local water resources and maintain compliance with state and federal
stormwater regulations.

The proposed action is an update to the City's Storm Water Management Plan and does not, by
itself, amend a specific section of the American Fork City Municipal Code.

Potential Motions — Storm Water Management Plan

Approval

I move to recommend approval of the proposed American Fork City Storm Water Management
Plan for the 2026-2031 permit cycle, establishing updated stormwater management practices and
procedures consistent with applicable state and federal MS4 permit requirements.
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Meeting Date: November 4, 2026 c FORKs:

Denial

I move to recommend denial of the proposed American Fork City Storm Water Management
Plan for the 2026-2031 permit cycle.

Table
I move to table action on the proposed American Fork City Storm Water Management Plan for

the 20262031 permit cycle and direct staff to address the comments and requested revisions
identified by the Planning Commission before returning for further consideration.
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Signatory Page

Governmental Entity Name: City of American Fork
Mailing Address:
Permit number: UTR090015

City: American Fork State: Utah Zip Code

Storm Water Management Program Responsible Person(s):
Name: Sam Kelly Title: Public Works Director

Telephone Number 385-265-4155

Name: Alister Scott Title: Assistant Public Works Director
Telephone Number 801-854-5610

Name: Tyler Mezenen Title: Storm Water Manager

Telephone Number 385-304-0150

Certification

"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate
the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those
persons directly responsible for gathering the information, | certify that the information submitted is, to the best of
my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for
submitting

false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations."

Print Name:

Signature:

Title:

Date:

Duly Authorized Position(s):

"Letter already on file with the Division of Water Quality, Storm Water Section, identifying the Public Works

Director as having the authority to sign this and future documents pertaining to the UPDES Permit Program."
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Storm Water Management Plan Overview

Last Reviewed: 2025
| PURPOSE

This document presents the City of American Fork's Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP). The City of American
Fork originally applied for coverage in 2003 and was granted permit number UTR090015. This management plan is
arevision meant to satisfy the requirements of the State for the period of 2026-2031. The plan has been updated
to limit the discharge of pollutants to the City of American Fork’s Storm Water System. This Plan was prepared to
guide the City in planning, funding, and implementing a comprehensive program for addressing current and future
regulatory and policy requirements for managing storm water runoff

The purpose of the Storm Water Management Plan is to comprehensively address the many different, but related
regulations, plans, programs, and policies that affect urban storm water runoff The goal of the SWMP is to provide
the City of American Fork the basis for establishing effective rules, regulations, and guidelines that will reduce the
potential for storm water damage to the environment, to the citizens of American Fork, to public and private
property, and to protect human, animal, and aquatic life.

Storm water regulations developed by the Utah Division of Water Quality require the operator of a regulated MS4
community to develop a program that:

* Prevents or reduces the amount of storm water pollution generated by municipal operations and conveyed
into receiving waters by identifying and implementing appropriate control measures and setting measurable
goals.

* Train employees on how to incorporate pollution prevention and good housekeeping techniques into
municipal operations.

| SWMP COORDINATION

Agency- City of American Fork, Public Works Department
Contact: Sam Kelly, Public Works Director
UPDES Number UTR090015

I Staffing and Recourse Allocations

Responsibility for implementation of the storm water management program is divided between different groups
and organizations within the City of American Fork. The group responsible for each task is stated in each section
of this document.

Permit Requirement 2.3.2.2 MS4 Location Description and Map

The City of American Fork has a population of approximately 41,881 and encompasses approximately 9.20 square
miles. American Fork is in northern Utah County, Utah. It's part of the Provo-Orem Metropolitan Area and lies
approximately 30 miles south of Salt Lake City. The city is nestled between the Wasatch Range to the east and
Utah Lake to the west

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031 PAGE 5
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Figure 1-1: Map of American Fork’s location

Permit Requirement 2.3.2.3 Water Quality Concerns
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The City operates and maintains a municipal storm water system that consists of numerus sumps (Class V

injection wells), several miles of pipe, and several detention basins. With these assets, the City has some unique

challenges as it addresses its storm drainage system. Most of the City is located on Loamy, Clayey and Sandy
soils that comprise American Fork City. The City has taken advantage of the highly permeable soils for
management of storm drainage and relies heavily upon sumps for storm drainage disposal.

There are currently more than 1,281 sumps within the City, of which 350 are located on public property. Runoff is

directed into these sumps, which discharge directly to the underlying soils. Even though the use of sumps is an

acceptable method for runoff disposal, untreated storm drainage runoff

can eventually reach the underlying groundwater aquifers, which supplies the culinary water to the

City and a number of other communities in Northern Utah County.
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Concern about the impact of sumps on groundwater quality, long-term maintenance of sumps, and areas with
existing storm drainage problems has motivated the City to evaluate current storm drainage practices and to
improve the storm water management plan for the City.

I STORM WATER POLLUTANT SOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

The table below outlines the most common potential pollutants that any MS4 could generate. These pollutants
can harm human health, degrade water quality, damage aquatic habitat, and seriously impair ecosystem
functions.

Pollutant Common Source Impacts on Water Quality
Sediment Construction sites, vehicle/boat washing, agricultural sites

Sedimentis acommon component of storm water. Sediment can be detrimental to aquatic habitat for fish and
plants; it can facilitate transportation of attached oils, nutrients and other chemical contamination; and it can
increase flooding.

Sediment can transport other pollutants that are attached to it including nutrients, trace metals, and
hydrocarbons. Sediment is the primary component of total suspended solids (TSS), a common water quality
analytical parameter.

Nutrients (Phosphorus, Nitrogen Potassium, Ammonia)

Fertilizers from agricultural operations, lawns and gardens, livestock and pet waste, decaying grass and leaves,
sewer overflows and leaks

Nutrients are often found in storm water. These nutrients can result in excessive or accelerated growth of harmful
algal blooms, reduced oxygen in the water, changes in water chemistry, and pH. In addition, un-ionized ammonia
(one of the nitrogen forms) can be toxic to fish.

Hydrocarbons (Petroleum Products, Benzene, Toluene, Ethyl
benzene, Xylene)

Vehicle and equipment fluid leaks, engine emissions, pesticides, equipment cleaning, leaking fuel storage
containers, fuel spills, parking lot runoff

Oil and grease include a wide array of hydrocarbon compounds, some of which are toxic to aquatic organisms at
low concentrations. Some of these pollutants are toxic to humans and wildlife at very low levels.

Heavy Metals Vehicle brake and equipment wear, engine emissions, parking lot runoff, batteries, paint and wood
preservatives, fuels and fuel additives, pesticides, cleaning agents

Metals including lead, zinc, cadmium, copper, chromium, and nickel are commonly found in storm water. Metals
are of concern, as they are toxic to aquatic organisms, can bioaccumulate, and have the potential to contaminate
drinking water supplies.

. . . . o Pesticides h b tedly detected
Toxic Chemicals Pesticides, herbicides, dioxins, .es icices have been repeatedty detecte
in storm water at
toxic levels, even when pesticides have
(Chlorides) PCBs, industrial chemical xictev ) V W pestici v
been appliedin

spills and leaks, accordance with label instructions. As pesticide use has

Deicers and solvents increased, so too have concerns about the adverse effect of pesticides on the environment
and human health.
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Typically resulting from an urban

Debris/Litter/ Improper solid waste storage . . L
environment, industrial sites

and construction sites, trash and floatable’s

. . create an aesthetic eye sore in waterways.
and disposal, abandoned equipment, human Y 4

Trash X Risk of toxicity from product decay. Risk of
negligence . . . .
aquatic animal entrapment or ingestion and
death.
Bacteria and viruses are
Pathogens Livestock, human, and pet waste common contaminants of storm

water.

. There are human health risks due
. Sewer overflows leaks, septic .
(Bacteria) to disease and the pathogens
systems . -
can be toxic to aquatic life.

The following table lists some lesser-known pollutants that can be found in most urban storm water runoff, yet are
harmful to the environment.

Pollutant Risk to the Environment Source

Chlorine Skin and eye irritant, respiratory Used as an additive to water to control microbes. Used risk in swimming
pools, drinking water disinfection, etc.

To reduce these pollutants the following six minimum control measures are used: (1) public education and
outreach, (2) public participation and involvement, (3) illicit discharge detection and elimination, (4) construction
site runoff control, (5) long-term storm water management in new development and redevelopment (post-
construction storm water management), and (6) pollution prevention and good housekeeping. Implementation of
these 6 control measures is presented in subsequent chapters and includes Standard Operating Procedures
(SOPs) and Best Management Practices (BMPs). The SOPs and BMPs are intended to meet the current needs of
the City and will be changed as needed.

Permit Requirement 2.3.2.5 Modifications to City Ordinance

The City of American Fork tracks changes to the City's ordinance. The date of the enactment of each ordinance
along with dates associated with amendments to each ordinance can be found in the City's code.

Permit Requirement 3.1.1.1-3.1.1.2 does the City Discharge to a 303(d) Waterbody?

Under Section 3.1 of the Small MS4 General UPDES Permit, Permit Number UTR090000, it states, “Permittees
must determine whether storm water discharge from any part of the MS4 contributes to a 303(d) listed
waterbody."

The City of American Fork currently discharges into three water bodies that are listed in the Utah 303(d) list.

e Utah Lake is listed as impaired for E. coli, Total Dissolved Solids (TDS), Total Phosphorus, and PCB in fish
tissue. The status associated with these pollutants are low to medium. A draft TMDL was published in 2007.
However, the TMDL has not been adopted. Once adopted, the City willimplement regulations necessary to
be in compliance with these standards.

e American Fork River contributes as a diversion at the mouth of American Fork Canyon. American fork
currently is not currently a listed impaired waterway that contributed to Utah Lake. The river, however, diverts
off into other rivers such as Spring Creek and the creek that connects into Mill Pond.

e Spring Creek is a listed TMDL impaired 303d list. This creek is attached to both American Fork City and the City
of Lehi, where it runs off into the Utah Lake. The creek carries listed contaminants such as dissolved oxygen,
E. coli and temperature.

Permit Requirement 3.2.1 Nitrogen and Phosphorus Reduction

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031 PAGE 8
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Developers must design BMPs to treat storm water with a goal of reducing pollutants in the receiving water bodies.
BMPs must address the removal of nitrogen and phosphorus. Proposed BMPs will be evaluated by City staff to

verify selected BMPs are addressing targeted pollutant removal.

American Fork Storm Water Management Plan Measurable Goals Matrix

Year Executed: 2023
Last Reviewed: 2026

Permit Part 4.1.3.1. The measurable goals for each of the BMPs shall include, as appropriate, the months and

years in which the permittee will undertake required actions, including interim milestones and the frequency of

the actions.

Description: The City of American Fork Storm Water Program BMPs are fully implemented and operating
according to the language found in our Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP). The following list contains the
goals and frequency of evaluation in order to ensure effectivity.

Goal: Frequency of Evaluation:

City Ordinance Evaluation

Every time the permit is renewed or changed

Review of MCM 1 and 2 and all measurable goals, practices,
procedures, and forms within those sections

Annually: from January 1 —March 1

Review of MCM 3 and 4 and all measurable goals, practices,
procedures, and forms within those sections

Annually: from March 1 - May 1

Review of MCM 5 and 6 and all measurable goals, practices,
procedures, and forms within those sections

Annually: from May 1 - August 1

Review of the appendices and all measurable goals, practices,
procedures, and forms within them

Annually: from August 1 — September 1

Annual Stormwater Program Report

Annually: from Send to State by October 1st

Inspect Priority IDDE Areas

Monthly: inspections recorded monthly

Gather and File ALL inspection Reports

Annually: collected by September 1st

Complete City Employee Stormwater Training

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031
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MCM 1: Public Education and Outreach on Storm Water
Impacts

The permit requirements for Public Education and Outreach on Storm Water Impacts can be found in Section
4.2.1 of the permit. This section also incorporates tasks intended to meet the Nutrient Reduction Section of the

permit found in Section 3.2. A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found at DWQ's
Website. The permit outlines in general the following requirements:

1. The MS4 must promote behavior change of the public to reduce water quality impacts associated with
pollutants in storm water runoff and illicit discharges. This is a multimedia approach targeted to specific
audiences. The four audiences are: (1) residents, (2) institutions, industrial and commercial facilities, (3)
developers and contractors (construction), and (4) MS4-owned or operated facilities. (4.2.1)

2. Target pollutants and pollutant sources and their potential impacts relating to storm water quality. (4.2.1.1)

3. Provide and document information given to the four focus audiences.

4. Provide documentation or rationale as to why particular programs were chosen for its public education and
outreach program.

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized
in this section:

PEO-1: Education and Outreach for General Public
PEO-2 Education and Outreach for Institutions, and Commercial Facilities

PEO-3: Education and Outreach for Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers, Development Review Staff
and Land Use Planners

PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031 PAGE 10
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I PEO-1: Education and Outreach for General Public

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: 2025
Reference Regulation: 3.3;4.2.1;4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.2; 4.2.1.7; 4.2.1.8; 4.2.3.6; 4.2.3.7; 4.2.3.8

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: General Public

Description: The City uses several outlets to reach the general public. Among these are:

e Utah Water Watch Webpage: This informational webpage features articles that are generally targeted at
residents living in Utah. New articles as well as past publications are available online as well as a link
provided in resident's paperless utility bill email notification. Additionally, it is publicized on the City's social
media pages.

¢ Information Booths at Community Events: The City has participated in several community events and plans to
do so in the future. Most notably, the city has set up a booth at its annual American Fork Steel Days. Booths
at these events will include two models.

e Social Media: The City often uses Facebook and Instagram to maintain a presence in social media. We use
these outlets to publicize Utah County's household hazardous waste collection days and publish a post once
a month related to storm water pollution prevention aimed at City residents.

e Utah County Storm Water Coalition (UCSC) School Education Program: During

2006-2007, UCSC hired an instructor who has taken on the load of doing classroom presentations. As a
participating member of the Coalition, we use this resource to educate students in our city. The City supports this
effort by providing financial support and oversight in the form of membership of the Coalition's Education
Subcommittee.

e Storm Water Hotline: This telephone number (801-763-3060) is publicized on our website’s reporting and
emergency contact sheet. This resource is used as an opportunity to educate both those that report
problems and those that are investigated because of reports. Further details can be found in MCM 3.

e Documented Notice: When residents/businesses are reported as having engaged in behaviors that are
potentially harmful to water quality, staff use informational notices to inform residents/businesses of the
issue and the solution to the issue. These can lead to actions under the IDDE program if not addressed.

These outlets are selected to reach a large number of people with messages that are meant to educate and inform

the public about the potential for detrimental impacts of contaminated storm water discharges into public waters.

Purpose and Benefit: These outlets allow for discussion of many common activities that affect the amount of
target pollutants potentially contaminating storm water throughout the city. These common activities include at a
minimum:

° maintenance of septic systems

e outdoor activities such as lawn care including use of pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers (spring of each
year)

¢ on-site infiltration of storm water

e automotive repairs

e proper car-washing

e proper disposal of swimming pool water (summer of each year)

* proper management of pet waste

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031 PAGE 11



AMERICAN FORK CITY / PUBLIC WORKS

¢ building and equipment maintenance

¢ use of salt and de-icing materials (fall of each year)

e proper storage of materials

e proper solid waste management (dumpsters)

e Stockpile management, especially as it relates to landscaping activities (spring of each year)

e Emphasis will be given to the hazards of illicit discharges (in April to coincide with County collection day)

Measure of Success: The city tracks emails and social media interactions received related to topics discussed in
outreach efforts.

This task will be evaluated annually according to the Storm Water Management Plan to ensure that messages are
focused and effective for the general public. It will also be reviewed to see how well it is helping to achieve
behavioral changes that lead to better water quality.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Program Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: none

Supporting Documents:

The log of General Public Outreach Efforts is available upon request

Public media postings can be found at the City's Instagram,
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I PEO-2: Education and Outreach for Institutions, Commercial Facilities

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: 2025
Reference Regulation: 3.3;4.2.1;4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.3; 4.2.1.7; 4.2.1.8; 4.2.3.6; 4.2.3.7

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: Institutions, and Commercial Facilities

Description: The City uses three main activities to promote awareness of water quality issues related to storm
water.

Online and Printed Media: The City will produce a series of social media post relating to specific activities that are
deemed to have significant potential for harmful effects to storm water quality. These articles will be accessible
on the city media pages. Additionally, the city plans to hand out printed media with relevant storm water
education directed at specific industries when a business license is granted.

The following topics will be reviewed for inclusion in publications and presentations to commercials. This list is
not all-inclusive:

* Proper lawn maintenance including proper use of pesticides, herbicides and fertilizer
(spring of each year)

¢ Benefits of appropriate on-site infiltration of storm water

¢ Building and equipment maintenance including proper management of wastewater

* Proper use and maintenance of grease traps

* Use and storage of salt or other deicing materials (fall of each year)

® Proper storage of materials to emphasize pollution prevention

* Proper management of waste materials and dumpsters

* Proper management of parking lot surfaces

® Proper reporting of spills

® Proper record-keeping of incidents

e Emphasis will be given to the hazards of illicit discharges

¢ Provide/Promote services for collection of household hazardous waste (April of each year to coincide with
County collection day)

Social Media: The City will use social media outlets such as Instagram to interact with Institutions, and
Commercial Facilities and encourage protection of storm water quality

Industrial Facility Inspections: The city will help monitor those businesses that are subject to the state Multi-
Sector General Permits. If a facility appears to be out of compliance with the permit the business owner and state
will be notified.

Purpose and Benefit: Institutions and Industrial and Commercial Facilities often have a higher potential risk to
water quality because of the chemicals used and stored on-site as well as manufacturing activities that can come
in contact with storm water. Reminding business owners and institutional operators about storm water is critical,
as it may be low on their list of priorities.

Measure of Success: This task will be evaluated annually according to the Storm Water

Management Plan to ensure that messages are focused and effective
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for the Institutions, Industrial and Commercial Facilities. It will also be reviewed to see how well it is helping to
achieve behavioral changes.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Program Manager
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None
Supporting Documents:

Business Owner Resources

New business storm water education printed media available upon request.
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PEO-3: Education and Outreach for Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers,
Development Review Staff and Land Use Planners

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: 2026
Reference Regulation: 3.2.1.3; 4.2.1; 4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.4; 4.2.1.6; 4.2.1.7

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers, Development Review Staff and

Land Use Planners

Description: The city holds training in pre cons for developers, contractors and homebuilders covering topics like
the specifics of developing Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs) for construction as well as BMPs
relating to the importance of clean storm water and the effects of pollution. Information about the principles of
Low Impact Development as well as the development of SWPPPs will be distributed. The Utah County Storm
Water Coalition provides most aspects of this function.

Online Education: The city has posted an education on storm water on the storm water page of the city website.
Additionally, the city plans to provide online training and information packets available throughout the year that
support the goals of the city in storm water design, LID practices, BMP implementation, and SWPPP compliance.

Purpose and Benefit: Annual training keeps engineers, construction contractors, and developers up to date on
critical issues associated with storm water quality. Providing more education specific to American Fork's storm
water standards will increase efficiency for all parties involved in the development or redevelopment process.

Measure of Success: Report on attendance at training. Analyze infractions to see if there is a lessening of issues.

This task will be evaluated annually to ensure that messages are focused and effective for the Engineers,
Construction Contractors, Developers, Development Review Staff and Land Use Planners. It will also be reviewed
to see how well it is helping to achieve behavioral changes that lead to better water quality.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None
Supporting Documents:

Training Attendance Logs (Available upon request)

Education and training packets are available online or by request.
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I PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees

Year Originally Executed: 2001

Last Reviewed: February 9, 2023

Reference Regulation: 3.2.1.3;4.2.1;4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.5; 4.2.1.6; 4.2.1.7; 4.2.1.8; 4.2.3.6; 4.2.3.7.
4.2.3.8;4.2.3.11;4.2.4.5

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: City Employees
Description: The city trains its employees in storm water quality. Employees receive different training based on

their contact or potential contact with issues that may affect water quality. Here is a summary of City Employees
and the topics they receive training on:

All Employees:

* Recognizing and reporting IDDE situations

Public Works:
e Public Works Facilities SWPPP
* Proper Landscape Maintenance
e Proper Storage, Transport, and Disposal of Chemicals
¢ Spill and Dumping Response Procedures
* Proper Concrete Disposal
e Proper Snow Removal and Deicing SOPs
¢ Cleaning, Washing, Painting and Maintenance Activity SOPs

¢ Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance and Storage SOP

Fleet:
¢ Fleet Operations SOP

Traffic:
e Street Marking SOPs

Water:

e Sediment and Erosion Control

Water Reclamation:

¢ Training is dictated by separate UPDES permit

Parks:

e City Parks and Open Space SOP

e Fertilizer, Pesticide, and Herbicide Application and Storage SOP
2026 1-8

e Sediment and Erosion Control, Material Storage SOP

* Pet Waste SOP

¢ Festival and Event Cleanup
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Streets:
e Street and Road Maintenance and Repair SOP
¢ Proper Maintenance of Parking Lot Surfaces

¢ Festival and Event Cleanup

Storm Water:
* Benefits of On-Site Infiltration
e Catch Basin Cleaning and Maintenance SOP
¢ Detention Cleaning and Maintenance SOP
e Green Infrastructure Practices
e Collection and Conveyance System SOP
¢ Video Inspection SOP
e Low Impact Development (LID) Practices
e Construction Site Inspection Procedures
* SWPPP Review
¢ Site Plan Review including preferred BMPs
e Enforcement Procedures
e Long-Term Storm Water Management Through the Use of Structural

Non-Structural Control Methods

* Post Construction Review SOP
¢ Inspection, Cleaning and Repair of MS4 and Associated BMPs

e Street Sweeping Dewatering and Disposal

Development Services:
* Benefits of On-Site Infiltration
e Low Impact Development (LID) Practices
e Green Infrastructure Practices
e Construction Site Inspections
* SWPPP Review
e Site Plan Review
* Post Construction Review
e Long-Term Storm Water Management Through the Use of Structural and

Non-Structural Control Methods

Fire:
¢ Training SOPs
¢ Spill and Dumping Response Procedures

Storm water staff are trained upon hire and before commencing duties. All this training is repeated at least
annually. Employees are required to participate in this training or similar training. It will be supplemented for those
that have a change of duties relating to storm water related tasks.

Purpose and Benefit: Training is the key to an even approach to storm water management. It helps keep everyone
on the same page and provides awareness of issues that may not be at the top of the priority list.
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Measure of Success: Track attendance at training. Training is accomplished in the early part of the year as
specified in the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Section Manager and Storm Water Program Managers
Funding: Storm Water Utility, Utah County Storm Water Coalition

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

Training Program Matrix (Available upon request) Attendance Logs (Available upon request)

Training Outlines and Presentation Materials (Available upon request)
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MCM 2: Public Involvement/Participation Program

The permit requirements for Public Participation and Involvement on Storm Water Impacts can be found in
Section 4.2.2-4.2.2.3 of the permit. A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found on
DWOQO's Website. The permit outlines in general the following requirements. General Permit for Discharges from
Small MS4s-UTR090000

1. Comply with applicable State, and local public notice requirements to involve interested groups and
stakeholders for their input on the SWMP.

2. Make available to the public a current version of the SWMP document for review and input for the life of the
permit. This should be posted on the City's website.

The City has identified the following target pollutants to be addressed by this Minimum Control Measure:
Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris; Pathogens

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized
in this section:

PIP-1: Public Review of this Storm Water Management Plan
PIP-2: Volunteer Opportunity

PIP-_3: Neighbor Committee Involvement

PIP-4: Public Notifications

PIP-5: Public Works Advisory Commission
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I PIP-1: Public Review of this Storm Water Management Plan

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.2.1,4.2.2.2,4.2.2.3

Audiences: General Public

Description:

American Fork City developed and implemented its Storm Water Management Program (SWMP in response to the
Phase Il Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) requirements under the Utah Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (UPDES) program administered by the Utah Department of Environmental Quality, Division of
Water Quality (DWQ).

The City adopted its initial SWMP in 2003 to comply with the original Phase Il MS4 permit requirements. Public
involvement and transparency were incorporated into the program through City Council proceedings, public
notice processes, and public availability of stormwater-related ordinances and program documents.

American Fork City established a Storm Water Utility to provide funding and administrative oversight for
stormwater infrastructure, maintenance, and regulatory compliance. Ordinances establishing stormwater
authority, utility fees, and enforcement mechanisms were adopted through the City Council following public
meetings conducted in accordance with Utah open meeting laws.

The SWMP has undergone periodic review and updates to align with revised MS4 permit requirements issued by
the State of Utah, including significant updates associated with permit renewals in 2010, 2016, 2021 and 2026.
These updates were reviewed internally by City staff and adopted through established municipal processes.

A current version of the SWMP is made available to the public through the American Fork City website. Updated
versions are posted as revisions occur during the permit term. Public notice regarding significant program updates
is provided through the City’s website and other standard public communication channels.

Purpose and Benefit: Public involvement strengthens the effectiveness of the Storm Water Management Program
by promoting transparency, accountability, and community awareness. Allowing public access to the SWMP and
providing opportunities for feedback supports informed participation and helps ensure the program reflects
community concerns and regulatory expectations.

Measure of Success:

Number of stormwater-related phone calls, emails, and online service requests received
Public comments submitted through City communication platforms

Public engagement related to stormwater topics at City Council meetings

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and American Fork City Public Works Department
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: none

Supporting Documents:

City of American Fork Stormwater Management Plan
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I PIP-2: Volunteer Opportunity

Year Originally Executed: 2016
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.2

Audiences: General Public

Description: American Fork City provides opportunities for public and employee participation in activities that
support stormwater quality and environmental stewardship. These opportunities have historically included
community clean-up events, creeks, parks, cemetery and participation in regional or state-led cleanup initiatives
occurring within City boundaries.

Cleanup activities are conducted periodically and may involve City employees, volunteers, youth groups, civic
organizations, and members of the general public. Activities focus on removing trash and debris from areas that
have the potential to impact the City’s storm drain system and receiving water, including streets, gutters, open
channels, detention facilities, and natural waterways.

City staff coordinate, support, or participate in cleanup efforts as appropriate. When feasible, cleanup events are
advertised through City communication channels or coordinated with partner organizations. These activities
complement the City’s routine stormwater maintenance and pollution prevention efforts.

Purpose and Benefit: This activity allows the public to be involved and increases awareness of storm water
issues.

Measure of Success: Participation
Responsible Staff: American Fork City HR
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: none

Supporting Documents: Volunteer photos (Available upon request)

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031 PAGE 21



AMERICAN FORK CITY / PUBLIC WORKS

I PIP-3: Neighborhood Committee Involvement

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.2

Audiences: General Public

Description: American Fork City engages neighborhood groups, residents, and community stakeholders in
stormwater-related issues through direct communication, City Council engagement, and community outreach
activities.

Stormwater staff are available to coordinate with residents, homeowner associations, community groups, and
neighborhood representatives to provide education regarding stormwater pollution prevention, including the
importance of keeping gutters and storm drains clear, reporting illicit discharges or illegal dumping, and proper
disposal of household hazardous waste.

Community input related to stormwater concerns is also received through City Council meetings, service
requests, complaints, and direct communication with City staff. When appropriate, stormwater-related topics are
addressed during public works outreach, or in response to localized concerns.

Purpose and Benefit: This activity allows the public to be involved and increases awareness of storm water
issues.

Measure of Success:

Number of stormwater-related neighborhood inquiries or requests

Stormwater-related issues addressed through resident outreach or City Council processes
Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and Public Works Department Staff

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

Records of Storm Water related public inquiries or service requests.

City council meeting agendas and minutes (when stormwater topics are addressed)

Outreach or education materials provided to the public when applicable
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I PIP-4: Public Notifications

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.2; 4.2.2.1;4.2.2.2; 4.2.2.3
Audiences: General Public

Description: The City follows all local public notice requirements.

Purpose and Benefit: This activity allows the public to be involved and increases awareness of storm water
issues.

Measure of Success: Public notices are kept according to the Public Notice Policy and can be found on the Utah
Public Notice website. American Fork Public Notice

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Program Manager and City Recorder
Funding: Storm Water Utility
Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents: Public Notice Policy
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I PIP-5: Public Works Advisory Commission

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.2

Audiences: General Public, Institutional, Commercial Representatives

Description l American Fork City provides opportunities for public involvement in stormwater and Public Works—
related issues through established municipal processes, including City Council meetings, Planning Commission
meetings, and other publicly noticed boards and commissions.

Stormwater-related topics, including stormwater utility funding, capital improvement projects, drainage
concerns, development-related stormwater requirements, and ordinance updates, may be presented for public
review and comment during City Council or Planning Commission meetings, as applicable. These meetings are
conducted in accordance with Utah’s Open and Public Meetings Act and provide formal opportunities for public
participation.

Public involvement is further supported through direct communication with the Public Works Department, public
notices, and the availability of stormwater-related information on the City’s website. Meeting agendas and
minutes are maintained and made publicly accessible through the City’s Agenda Center.

Purpose and Benefit: This activity provides an avenue for public and stakeholders input on stormwater and Public
Works issues through existing, transparent City processes. Public participation supports informed decision-
making and increases awareness of stormwater management responsibilities and infrastructure needs.

Measure of Success: Minutes of meetings where storm water issues are discussed.

Responsible Staff: Public Works Director, Assistant Public Works Director, and City Recorder
Funding: Public Works Department Standard Operating Procedures: None Supporting Documents:
Agendas and minutes of meetings, with Storm Water Discussions, can be found on Utah

Public Notice Website.
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MCM 3: IUicit Discharge Detection and Elimination (IDDE)

The permit requirements for Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination on Storm Water Impacts can be found in
Section 4.2.3 of the permit.

This Section also incorporates the requirements of 5.3 and 5.4 analytical and non-analytical storm water
monitoring.

A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found at DWQ’s Website. The permit outlines
in general the following requirements:

1. Maintain a storm water system map of the MS4, showing the location of all outfalls and the names and
locations of all State waters that receive discharges from those outfalls.

2. Through an ordinance, or other regulatory mechanism, a prohibition (to the extent

allowable under state or local law) on non-storm water discharges into MS4, and appropriate enforcement
procedures and actions.

3. Implement a plan to detect and address non-storm water discharges, including spills,
illicit connections/discharges, and illegal dumping to the MS4.

4. Implement Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) for:
a. Tracing the source(s) of anillicit discharge.

b. Characterizing the nature of, and the potential public or environmental threat posed by, any illicit discharges
found or reported.

c. Ceasing theillicit discharge, including notification of appropriate authorities, property owners, and technical
assistance for removing the source and follow-up inspections.

5. Inform public employees, businesses, and the general public about the hazards associated with illicit
discharges and improper disposal of waste.

6. Promote or provide services for the collection of household hazardous waste.

7. Publicly list and publicize a hotline or other local number for public reporting of spills or other illicit
discharges.

8. Implement a written spill/dumping response procedure, and a flowchart for internal use, including various
responsible agencies and their contacts.

9. Implement procedures for program evaluation and assessment.
10. Train employees, at a minimum, annually on the IDDE program.
11. Analytical and non-analytical monitoring.

12. Notify DEQ of dischargers to the MS4 that need a separate General Permitting Section for Construction. (e.g.,
Industrial Storm Water Permit, Construction Storm Water Permit, or Dewatering Permit).

13. Additionally, a 30-day deadline for a Permittee to report to the Developer that a discharger
may need a separate UPDES Permit.

The city has identified the following target pollutants to be addressed by this Minimum Control Measure:
Nutrients, Hydrocarbons, Heavy Metals, Sediment, Toxic Chemicals, Litter/Trash, Debris, and Pathogens.
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The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized
in this section.

IDDE-1: Maintain a Current Map of MS4

IDDE-2: Administrative Prohibition of Illicit Discharges

IDDE-3: Identification and Periodic Reclassification of High Priority IDDE Areas

[DDE.-4: Outfall Verification and Screening

IDDE-5: Field Response to IDDE Events

IDDE-6: Compliance Assistance and Enforcement

IDDE-7: Employee Training about Illicit Discharges, Spills, Illicit Connections and Improper
Disposal

IDDE-8: Publicize a Hotline for Public Reporting of Spills and Other Illicit Discharges

IDDE-9: Promote and Provide Services for the Collection of Household Hazardous Waste

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031 PAGE 26



AMERICAN FORK CITY / PUBLIC WORKS

I IDDE-1: Maintain a Current Map of MS4

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.1

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Contractors, Developers, Planners

Description: The Storm Water Utility has surveyed and mapped the current storm water system, which identifies
the location of all MS4 and drainage areas contributing to those outfalls that discharge from the City's jurisdiction
to receiving water. The names and location of all State waters that receive discharges from those outfalls have
been mapped and given an identifier. All mapping is done by GPS surveying and ArcGis Field Maps. The MS4 map
is found in Appendix A.

Purpose and Benefit: Knowing the locations of storm water systems and the type of development near them is
the first step in protecting it from pollution sources.

Measure of Success: The MS4 map is reviewed at least annually.
Responsible Staff: GIS administrator

Funding: Stormwater Fee

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

MS4 Map (Available upon request)

Ilicit Discharge Detection AND ELIMINATION (IDDE)
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I IDDE-2: Administrative Prohibition of Illicit Discharges

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: March 28, 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.2,4.2.3.2.1

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Residents, Developers, Contractors, Engineers and Planners

discharges into the municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) and regulated waters. These prohibitions are
founded in the City’s municipal code provisions concerning storm drains, watercourses, and related
environmental protections, which are codified and enforced through Title 13 of the American Fork City Code and
related sections.

The City’s stormwater ordinance establishes standards and restrictions on non-stormwater discharges, illegal
dumping, and activities that may negatively impact stormwater quality. These provisions have been amended over
time to align with changes in state regulations and MS4 permit requirements issued by the Utah Department of
Environmental Quality, Division of Water Quality.

City code revisions impacting illicit discharge controls and stormwater quality have been adopted in conjunction
with MS4 permit renewal cycles and updates to stormwater regulatory guidance. A summary of applicable City
ordinances that impact stormwater quality and illicit discharge prohibitions is maintained as part of the City’s
code documentation.

Purpose and Benefit: Codifyingillicit discharge prohibitions and stormwater quality requirements within the City
Code provides a legal basis for the effective enforcement of prohibitions and ensures compliance with state and
federal permit requirements. This supports protection of water quality and promotes consistent application of
stormwater pollution prevention measures throughout American Fork.

Measure of Success: Maintain a log of ordinance revisions. Reviewed with each permit renewal or change in the
permit according to the Storm Water Management Plan

Responsible Staff: City Attorney in coordination with Assistant Public Works Director and
Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

City Code City Storm Water Ordinance Summary (Appendix A)
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I IDDE-3: Identification and Periodic Reclassification of High Priority IDDE Areas

Year Originally Executed: 2011
Last Reviewed: October 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.3; 4.2.3.3.1; 4.2.3.10

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Commercial, Industrial

Description: American Fork City identifies and prioritizes areas within the MS4 that have a higher potential for
illicit discharges based on the likelihood and potential severity of impacts to stormwater quality. Priority areas are
selected using available system knowledge, land use information, infrastructure characteristics, and historical
data.

Factors considered when identifying high-priority IDDE areas include, but are not limited to:
Areas with older stormwater or sanitary infrastructure

Commercial or industrial land uses

Areas with a documented history of illicit discharges, illegal dumping, or sewer overflows
Drainage areas upstream of sensitive receiving waters

High-priority areas are reviewed and reclassified periodically to reflect changes in land use, infrastructure
condition, inspection findings, and complaint or investigation history. This process supports adaptive
prioritization of IDDE field activities and resource allocation.

Purpose and Benefit: Focusing IDDE monitoring and investigative efforts on higher-risk areas allows the City to
make efficient use of limited resources while improving the likelihood of identifying and eliminating illicit
discharges that could negatively impact water quality.

Measure of Success: High-priority IDDE areas are documented spatially using mapping tools and reviewed at
least annually. Observed illicit discharge locations and investigation results are compared against identified
priority areas to evaluate whether the prioritization accurately reflects field conditions.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager
Funding: Storm Water Utility
Standard Operating Procedures: Priority Area Identification Procedures

Supporting Documents: Gis Storm Water Map
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I IDDE-4: Outfall Verification and Screening

Year Originally Executed: 2011

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.3.2-4.2.3.3.4

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Commercial, Institutional, Industrial
Description:

American Fork City conducts outfall verification and screening activities as part of its Illicit Discharge Detection
and Elimination (IDDE) program to identify, investigate, and eliminate illicit discharges and illicit connections to
the municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4).

Stormwater staff implement written procedures to support outfall inspections, dry-weather screening, and follow-
up investigations when potentialillicit discharges are identified. These activities may include visual observations,
field screening, tracing activities, and coordination with other City departments or external agencies as necessary
to determine the source of a discharge.

When anillicit discharge or connection is confirmed, the City takes appropriate corrective actions, which may
include source elimination, enforcement, and documentation consistent with City Code and MS4 permit
requirements. If a discharge is suspected to require additional regulatory coverage, coordination with the Utah
Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) or Utah County Health Department is conducted as appropriate.

Purpose and Benefit: Outfall verification and screening activities provide a structured approach for identifying
and eliminating illicit discharges and direct sources of pollution, thereby protecting receiving waters and
maintaining compliance with MS4 permit requirements.

Measure of Success:

Documentation of outfall inspections and screening activities
Records of illicit discharge investigations and tracing activities
Reporting to DEQ or Utah County Health Department when required
Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures:

IDDE Response Procedures, Outfall and Sump Inspection Procedures, Dye Testing Procedures
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I IDDE-5: Field Response to IDDE Events

Year Originally Executed: 2011
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.4; 4.2.3.5; 4.2.3.5.1; 4.2.3.9.1; 4.2.3.12

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Commercial, Institutional, Industrial

Description: American Fork City responds to reported and observed illicit discharges, illicit connections, and spill
events through established field response procedures as part of its Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination
(IDDE) program.

Stormwater staff implement written Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs to assess reported concerns,
characterize suspected illicit discharges, trace sources of contamination, and take appropriate corrective
actions. Field response activities may include site investigations, visual assessments, system tracing,
coordination with other City departments, and communication with responsible parties.

When anillicit discharge or connection is identified, the City takes action to eliminate the discharge, remove or
correctillicit connections when feasible, and document findings consistent with City Code and MS4 permit
requirements. Coordination with the Utah Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and Utah County Health
Department occurs when required based on the nature of the discharge or spill.

Field response activities also include maintaining stormwater infrastructure as needed to support IDDE
investigations and prevent reoccurrence of illicit discharges.

Purpose and Benefit: To establish procedures for eliminating illicit discharges and direct sources of pollution in
the MS4.

Measure of Success:

Documentation of IDDE investigations and tracing activities

Records of corrective actions taken to eliminate illicit discharges or connections
Coordination and reporting to DEQ or Utah County Health Department when applicable
Responsible Staff: Storm Water Inspector and Storm Water Program Managers
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Tracking an Illicit Discharge Report, Tracing Illicit Discharges, Sump-Separator-
Manhole Inspections, Video Inspections (TV Camera), Dye Testing, and IDDE Response
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I IDDE-6: Compliance Assistance and Enforcement

Year Originally Executed: 2011
Last Reviewed: March 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.2.1; 4.2.3.6; 4.2.3.6.1; 4.2.3.9.1

Audiences: General Public, Commercial, Institutional, Industrial

Description:

American Fork City implements compliance assistance and enforcement measures to address illicit discharges

and illicit connections in accordance with City ordinances and MS4 permit requirements. Enforcement authority
related to illicit discharges is established through the City Code, and City staff apply professional judgment when
determining the appropriate level of response for a given situation.

The City responds to identified illicit discharges using a graduated approach, which may include education,
compliance assistance, and voluntary corrective actions when appropriate. If voluntary compliance is not
achieved, enforcement actions may be escalated consistent with City Code provisions and applicable
enforcement procedures.

Compliance assistance may include communication with responsible parties regarding proper discharge
practices, timelines for corrective action, and requirements for eliminating illicit discharges or connections.
Enforcement actions are used as necessary to ensure protection of stormwater quality and compliance with
regulatory requirements.

Purpose and Benefit: Compliance assistance and enforcement provide effective tools for helping residents,
businesses, institutions, and industrial facilities eliminate sources of illicit discharges, protect water quality, and
maintain compliance with MS4 permit obligations.

Measure of Success: Tracking illicit discharges and follow up activities. This will be reviewed annually according
to the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Illicit Discharges, Spill/Dumping Response
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IDDE-7: Employee Training about Illicit Discharges, Spills, Illicit Connections and Improper
Disposal

Year Originally Executed: 1998

Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.7; 4.2.3.11
Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description: American Fork City provides training to City employees whose job duties have the potential to affect
stormwater quality. Employees across multiple departments may play a role in identifying, preventing, or
responding to illicit discharges, spills, illicit connections, and improper disposal activities.

Stormwater staff, Public Works employees, inspectors, public safety personnel, and other field staff receive
training appropriate to their responsibilities. This training focuses on recognizing indicators of illicit discharges,
understanding proper response and reporting procedures, and preventing stormwater impacts during routine
operations, maintenance activities, construction, and emergency response situations.

Employees whose duties involve work outside or interaction with stormwater infrastructure are encouraged to
report suspected illicit discharges, illegal dumping, or improper disposal practices to Stormwater staff for
investigation and follow-up. Training content may be delivered through in-person instruction SOP review, safety
meetings, onboarding processes, written materials, or sent out through annual training video from HR.

Purpose and Benefit: Annual training keeps staff up to date on critical issues associated with storm water quality.

Measure of Success: Training logs, Illicit Discharge Reports submitted by employees.
Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Reporting Illicit Discharges

Supporting Documents:

Employee Training Materials and SOP’s
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I IDDE-8: Publicize a Hotline for Public Reporting of Spills and Other Illicit Discharges

Year Originally Executed: 2011
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.9; 4.3.9.1, 4.2.3.10

Audiences: General Public, Businesses and Institutions

Description: American Fork has established a hotline number (801-404-7167) for reporting illicit discharges. This
number can be found on American Fork’s Storm Water Division website. Recorded messages received at this
number are forwarded to storm water personnel with a goal of responding to calls in a timely fashion.

Purpose and Benefit: The hotline allows City residents and business owners to become the eyes and ears of the
Storm Water Utility in its efforts to halt and eliminate further damages when illicit discharges occur.

Measure of Success: Track the number of phone calls received with the City's telephone system. These will be
reviewed annually according to the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Program Managers under the direction of the Storm Water
Inspector or Storm Water Section Manager
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: IDDE Response and flow chart, Tracking Illicit Discharge Report, Emergency
Spill or Illegal Dumping Hotline, and Spill/Dumping Response Procedure and Flow Chart
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I IDDE-9: Promote and Provide Services for the Collection of Household Hazardous Waste

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.8

Audiences: General Public, Commercial, Institutional, Industrial

Description: The city has oil and antifreeze recycled through mechanic shops during routine maintenance as part
of its Fleet Services Section. The city promotes oil and anti-freeze-recycling.

Purpose and Benefit: Eliminating the storage of unused or leftover chemicals and household hazardous waste
lessens the potential for IDDE events.

Measure of Success: fleet maintenance records

Responsible Staff: Fleet Manager

Funding: Fleet Services Section

Standard Operating Procedures: Fleet Operations SOP (available upon request)

Chapter4
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MCM 4: Construction Site Storm Water Runoff Control

The permit requirements for Construction Site Storm Water Runoff Control can be found in

Section 4.2.4 of the permit.

A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found on DWQ's Website. The permit
outlines in general the following requirements:

1.

Compliance with the General Permit Section for Construction through an ordinance or other regulations.

2. Documentation of enforcement activities including a written enforcement strategy and

Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) related to ceasing violations.

3. Develop and implement a plan for the pre-construction review of Storm Water Pollution

Prevention Plans (SWPPPs). a. Review BMPs

b. Include a checklist to evaluate water quality impacts as explained in the drainage

Design Manual

c. Encourage the use of low impact design (LID) and green infrastructure

d. Identify priority construction sites, especially those that directly discharge impaired waters to high quality
waters as identified by the State

e. Receive and consider information and comments submitted by the public on

proposed projects

4.

Develop and implement procedures for construction site inspection and enforcement of

SWPPP control measures.

5.

6

Track the preconstruction review, regular inspections, permit violations, and permit termination of
construction sites of one acre or larger and those sites smaller than one acre that are part of a common plan
of development or sale.

. Train employees and maintain records of training.

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized
in this section.

CSR-1: City of American Fork Ordinances

CSR-2 SWPPP Review Procedures

CSR-3: Construction Site Inspection Procedures

CSR-4: Documentation, Enforcement Strategies and Procedures to respond to Violation of

Ordinance

CSR-5: Tracking of Preconstruction and Construction Storm Water Activities

Tasks in other Minimum Control Measures

PEO-1: Education and Outreach for General Public

PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees
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I CSR-1: City of American Fork Ordinances

Year Originally Executed: 2003 revised and amended 2015, 2022
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.1;4.2.4.1.1; 4.2.4.1.2; 4.2.4.1.3

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and

Planners

Description:

City of American Fork’s ordinances include code about the use of erosion and sediment control practices at
construction sites disturbing greater than or equal to one acre and to construction projects of less than one acre
that are part of a larger common plan of development or sale. These projects are governed by the State's General
Construction Storm Water Permit. Sites that are smaller than this are governed by the City's Land Disturbance
Permit.

City ordinances require construction operators to prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and
apply sediment and erosion control BMPs as necessary to protect water quality, reduce the discharge of
pollutants, and control waste in accordance with the SWPPP requirements set forth in the General Permit Section
for Construction Activities.

Additionally, the ordinances address compliance with the UPDES General Storm Water Permit for construction
activities connected with a single lot of housing projects. The ordinance includes a provision allowing access by
qualified personnel to inspect construction of storm water BMPs on private properties that discharge to the MS4.

Purpose and Benefit: Ordinances supporting the City's storm water programs are vital to ensure the success of
programs that govern and protect the public.

Measure of Success: Evaluate storm water ordinances and draw connections to positive outcomes. This will be
reviewed every time the permit is renewed or changed.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Maintenance Division Manager and City Attorney
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

City Ordinance References

Storm Water Ordinances available online are linked below.

Chapter 13.94

Supporting Documents

American Fork UPDES Construction General Permit Number UTRC00000

American Fork UPDES Common Plan Permit UTRH00000

City of American Fork Land Disturbance Permit Application

American Fork Municipal Code Center
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I CSR-2: SWPPP Review Procedures

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.3-4.2.4.3.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and Planners

Description:

The City has developed and implemented procedures for pre-construction Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) review and for keeping records for construction sites that disturb greater than or equal to one acre
including projects less than one acre that are part of a larger common plan of development or sale. This is to
ensure plans are complete and in compliance with State and Local regulations. The City also has procedures in
place for sites that are smaller than one acre through its Land Disturbance Permit.

The City conducts pre-construction SWPPP reviews, which include a review of the site design, the planned
operations at the construction site, planned BMPs during the construction phase, and the planned BMPs to be
used to manage runoff created after development

These procedures consider potential water quality impacts and use a checklist. Priority construction sites shall
consider soil erosion potential, site slope, project size and type, sensitivity of receiving water bodies, proximity to
receiving water bodies, non-storm water discharges and past record of non-compliance by the operators of the
construction site. The review also identifies priority construction sites that discharge directly into or immediately
upstream of waters that the State recognizes as impaired or as high-quality.

Purpose and Benefit: Creating procedures and checklists allow for uniform review of sites based on agreed upon
objective criteria. This consistency should lead to better compliance as contractors, developers and engineers are
able to recognize patterns applicable to sites throughout the City.

Measure of Success: Maintain a file of reviewed and approved SWPPPs on the American Fork server, deficiencies
discovered by these reviews, and the actions taken to remedy these deficiencies. Reviewed during Development
Review Comments DRC

Responsible Staff: Stormwater Manager and Storm Water Inspector

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Preconstruction SWPPP Review (Available upon request)
Other References

Checklist: SWPPP Review

American Fork Preferred BMP List
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I CSR-3: Construction Site Inspection Procedures

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2026
Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.4-4.2.4.4.4

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description:

The City has developed and implemented a program for inspecting construction sites for compliance with storm
water regulations. Those sites that disturb an area larger than one acre or that are part of a common plan of
development or sale are governed by procedures that are defined by the General Storm Water Permit section
4.2.4.

Activities are carried out using the State's Oversight Construction Stormwater Inspection Form
(Checklist). Those smaller than one acre are governed by the City's Land Disturbance Permit.

Purpose and Benefit: Creating procedures and checklists allow for uniform review of sites based on agreed upon
objective criteria. This consistency should lead to better compliance as contractors, developers, and engineers
are able to recognize patterns applicable to sites throughout the City.

Measure of Success: Maintain a file of SWPPP inspections on the American Fork Asset Management System.
Include a record of deficiencies during these inspections and the actions taken to remedy these deficiencies.
Reviewed annually.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager
Funding: Storm Water Utility
Standard Operating Procedures: Construction Site Inspections SOP

Other Resources:

American Fork SWPPP Inspection list (Available upon request)
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CSR-4: Documentation, Enforcement Strategies, and Procedures to respond to Violation of
Ordinance

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2026
Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.2; 4.2.4.2.1; 4.2.4.2.2; 4.2.4.4.5; 4.2.5.2-4.2.5.2.1

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff
Description:

The City has developed a program to track enforcement actions related to compliance with regulations governing
storm water discharges from construction sites. This includes a series of escalating actions that are meant to
increase the probability of compliance. The system is identified in the Criminal and Civil Enforcement Strategy
SOP and includes actions ranging from verbal warnings to civil and criminal penalties.

A key component of this effort is the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan tracking program developed by the
City's stormwater staff. The Storm Water Manager uses this program to track inspections and enforcement
actions related to construction activities.

Purpose and Benefit: Creating procedures and checklists allow for consistent enforcement and documentation
of deficiencies. This should lead to better compliance as contractors, citizens of American Fork, developers and
engineers are able to recognize consistent enforcement of deficiencies at sites throughout the City.

Measure of Success: Annual review of enforcement actions and remedies according to the
Storm Water Management Plan.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and Storm Water Inspector

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Enforcement Strategy SOP (Available upon request)

City Ordinance References

Storm Water Ordinances available online
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I CSR-5: Tracking of Preconstruction and Construction Storm Water Activities

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.6

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and Planners

Description: The City has developed programs to track preconstruction and construction of storm water
activities. The Development Tracking program developed by all the City's Department tracks site plan reviews. The
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan tracking program developed by the City's Stormwater Department tracks
SWPPP inspections and enforcement.

The Storm Water Manager uses these programs to track inspections and enforcement actions related to
construction activities.

Purpose and Benefit: Tracking preconstruction and construction of storm water activities allows for consistent
enforcement of storm water regulations. It also allows for review of items such as common violations.

Measure of Success: Annual review of data collected compared to previous years according to the Storm Water
Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Inspector

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Enforcement Strategy SOP (Available upon request)
Other Resources:

Public Citation warning handout notice form (Available upon request)
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MCM 5: Long-Term Storm Water Management in New
Development and Redevelopment

(Post-Construction Storm Water Management)

The permit requirements for Long-Term Storm Water Management in New Development and Redevelopment
(Post-Construction Storm Water Management) can be found in Section 4.2.5. of the permit.

A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found at DWQ’s Website. The permit outlines
in general the following requirements:

Permittee’s new development/redevelopment program must have requirements or standards to ensure that any
storm water controls or management practices for new development and redevelopment will prevent or minimize
impact on water quality. BMPs must be selected to address pollutants known to be discharged or have potential
to be discharged from site.

2. Develop and adopt an ordinance or other regulatory mechanism that requires long-term post-construction of
storm water controls at new developments and redevelopment sites. The ordinance or other regulatory
mechanisms shall apply, at a minimum, to develop and redevelop sites that discharge to the MS4 that disturb
greater than or equal to one acre, including projects less than one acre that are part of the larger common
plan of development or sale that collectively disturbs land greater than or equal to one acre. The ordinance or
other regulatory mechanism shall require BMP selection, design, installation, operation and maintenance
standards necessary to protect water quality and reduce the discharge of pollutants to the MS4. Permittee
shall implement an enforcement strategy and implement the enforcement provisions of the ordinance or
other regulatory mechanism.

a. How long-term storm water BMPs were selected
b. The pollutant removal expected from the selected BMPs
c. The technical basis that supports the performance claims for the selected BMPs.

3. Permittee is required to adopt and implement procedures for site plan reviews which evaluate potential water
quality impacts. The procedures shall apply through the life of the project from conceptual design to project
closeout.

4. Permittee must maintain an inventory of all post-construction structural water control measures installed and
implemented at new development and redeveloped sited that disturb greater than or equal to one acre,
including projects less than one acre but contribute to a larger plan of development.

Short description of each storm water control measure (type, number, design or performance specifications)
Short description of maintenance requirements (frequency or required maintenance and inspections)
Inspection information (date, findings, follow up activities, prioritization of follow-up activities, compliance status)

5. Permittees shall ensure that all staff involved in post-construction storm water management, including those
that conduct plan reviews, annual maintenance inspections, and enforcement, receive appropriate training.
Training shall be provided or made available for staff in the fundamentals of long-term storm water
management using structural and non-structural control methods. Training records must be kept and
included, at a minimum, dates, activities or course description, and names and positions of staff in
attendance. The permittee shall ensure that all new hires are trained within 60 days of hire and annually
thereafter, at a minimum. Follow-up training shall be provided as needed to address changes in procedures,
methods, or staffing. (4.2.5.5)
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The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized
in this section.

LTM-1: City of American Fork Ordinances

LTM-2: Water Quality Protection Documentation

LTM-3: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan Review

LTM-4: Hydrologic Method

LTM-5: Site Plan Review Procedures

LTM-6: Site Inspection for Post-Construction Storm Water Management Compliance
LEM-7: Post-Construction Storm Water Management Structure Inventory

Tasks in other Minimum Control Measures

CSR-4: Documentation, Enforcement Strategies and Procedures to respond to Violation of
Ordinance (4.2.5.2.1, 4.2.3.6)

PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees (4.2.1.5, 4.2.1.6)
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I LTM-1: City of American Fork Ordinances

Year Originally Executed: 2003, revised and amended 2015, 2020
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.2.

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens.

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and

Planners

Description: City of American Fork Code includes ordinances about the use of BMPs needed to protect water
quality from all new development and redevelopment sites. These City ordinances govern the selection, design,
installation, operation and maintenance of long-term/post-construction BMPs. City code encourages the use of
non-structural BMPs by reference to a City approved BMP manual. It also encourages the use of a Low Impact
Development (LID) approach for handling storm water. American Fork requires documentation of LID and BMPs
considered and the reasons for choosing the practices or explanations of what prevents the use of LID for each
development or redevelopment project. City ordinances also require inspection and maintenance of long-term
storm water management structures as needed. In addition, maintenance agreements are required so that
property owners can be held accountable for keeping BMPs in good working order.

Purpose and Benefit: Ordinances supporting the City's storm water program are vital to ensure the success of
programs that govern and protect the public.

Measure of Success: Evaluate the ordinance and draw connections to positive outcomes when the permitis
renewed or changed according to the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Division Manager or designee, Maintenance Division
Manager and City Attorney

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

City Ordinance References:

Storm Water Ordinances available online are linked below.
Chapter 16

City Storm Water Ordinance Summary (See Appendix B)
Supporting Documents

Storm Water Maintenance Agreement (Available upon request) Storm Water Questionnaire (Available upon
request or online)
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I LTM-2: Water Quality Protection Documentation

Year Originally Executed: 2016
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.2.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens.

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers, Planners

Description:

Selecting specific long-term storm water BMPs for recommendation has been a challenge due to the lack of data
on the effectiveness and pollutants removal rates from studies that have been completed in Utah. The City of
American Fork recommends developers consider Low Impact Development (LID) through the use of the Utah
Department of Water Quality's (UDWQ) manual, a Guide to Low Impact Development within Utah. Additional
resources can be found at the International Storm Water BMP Database and the EPA's National Menu of Best
Management Practices (BMPs) for Storm Water. The preceding websites list expected removal rates from a variety
of BMPs and the technical basis and studies which support these performance claims. Developers must design
BMPs to treat storm water with a goal of reducing pollutants in the receiving water bodies. BMPs should address
removal of phosphorus, total suspended solids, and other site specific target pollutants. Proposed BMPs will be
evaluated by City staff to verify selected BMPs will target reduction of site specific pollutants.

Purpose and Benefit: Creating procedures and checklists allow for uniform review of sites based on agreed upon
objective criteria. This consistency should lead to better compliance as contractors, developers and engineers are
able to recognize patterns applicable to sites throughout the City.

Measure of Success: The number of new and redeveloped sites that implement LID features. Responsible Staff:
Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Inspector and City Engineer

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

See Links to: A Guide to Low Impact Development within Utah.
International Storm Water BMP Database

EPA’s National Menu of Best Management Practices for Storm Water.

City of American Fork BMP Manual.

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031 PAGE 45



AMERICAN FORK CITY / PUBLIC WORKS

I LTM-3: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan Review

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation:4.2.5.3.;4.2.5.3.1; 4.2.5.3.2.

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description:

Development can alter landscapes by increasing imperviousness (i.e. roofs, driveways, parking lots) and changing
drainage patterns, thereby increasing the volume and velocity of runoff from the site. Increased volume leads to
degradation of receiving water and increases the occurrence of flooding. Storm water from developed impervious
areas can also contain a variety of pollutants that are detrimental to water quality, such as sediment, nutrients,
road salts, heavy metals, pathogenic bacteria, and petroleum hydrocarbons.

Considering water quality impacts early in the design process can provide long-term water quality benefits. New
development projects on undeveloped land offer many opportunities to reduce storm water runoffs from the site.
Redevelopment projects, which replace existing development and are typically in more urban areas, usually have
less land area available for storm water controls.

The City of American Fork as a Phase Il regulated municipality, has developed ordinances which require property
owners and operators to include a combination of structural and non-structural BMPs. The ordinances also
ensure adequate long-term operation and maintenance of BMPs. The City needs to thoroughly review
development plans and supporting documents for each site to ensure that they minimize negative impacts on
water quality after construction is complete.

The City will regularly review and update design guidance documents written by MS4 staff that are provided to
design professionals. These design guidance documents are an additional resource that are specific to storm
water design considerations in American Fork. If mass mailings are distributed to design professionals, the date
and list of recipients will be recorded.

Purpose and Benefit: Plan reviews allow for the evaluation of selected BMPs and guidance for developers from
planning to construction, to long-term maintenance.

Measure of Success: Review site plan and subdivision reviews, deficiencies discovered by these
reviews and the actions taken to remedy these deficiencies according to the Storm Water
Management Plan. These reviewed site plans are found on American Fork's server.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Inspector and City Planner.

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan & Maintenance
Agreement Review (Available upon request)

Supporting Documents:

International Stormwater BMP Database
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| LTM-4: Hydrologic Method

Year Originally Executed: 2016
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.1.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and Planners

Description:

The use of hydrologic analysis in the design of storm water facilities for new developments and redevelopment
sites has been a part of the preconstruction process for many years at the City of American Fork. The standards
used have been selected by the Engineering Department under the direction of the City Engineer. The hydrologic
methods that can be used in calculation of run-off volumes are listed in American Fork's Storm Water Design
Manual.

The Storm Water Staff provide guidance in the process, ensuring that UPDES standards of management/retention
are met. Each site design submitted to the City will require technical rationale should retention, or pretreatment
requirements be infeasible for a given site. Exemptions can be obtained if retention or pretreatment is not feasible
due to site constraints such as- poor percolation, high groundwater levels, etc. The City Engineer will use
engineering judgment to determine if the exemption request will be accepted or denied on a case-by-case basis. If
an exemption is accepted, developers will be required to provide a plan to the City Engineer for approval. The plan
should identify the means by which water quality will be protected and volume control standards met.

Purpose and Benefit: Reducing runoff from sites and encouraging infiltration, evapotranspiration and/or reuse of
storm water allows for groundwater recharge and minimizes potentially adverse impacts to downstream waters.

Measure of Success: Design engineers use our preferred storm water calculation methods
Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and

City Engineer

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan & Maintenance
Agreement Review (Available upon request)

Supporting Documents:

Utah DEQ Guide to Low Impact Development within Utah

American Fork Stormwater Technical Manual
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I LTM-5: Site Plan Review Procedures

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.3.; 4.2.5.3.1; 4.2.5.3.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Contractors, Developers, Engineers

Description: The City reviews site plans to ensure that any storm water controls or management practices for new
development and redevelopment will prevent or minimize negative impacts on water quality. This process
involves the technical development review with engineering, Public Works, and public safety. This review
promotes non-structural BMPs such as minimizing disturbance areas, preserving areas deemed important for
water quality benefits, implementing flood control, and protecting natural resources. The review process requires
the evaluation of proposed LID that implements infiltration, evapotranspiration, and storm water harvesting in
accordance with state regulations. If LID is determined not to be feasible, documentation explaining site
limitations must be submitted to the development review committee for review and approval prior to
construction. BMPs will be reviewed to ensure that they will address anticipated pollutants from the developed
site. Additionally, this process of preconstruction and review meetings is a time to review storm water
maintenance agreements.

Purpose and Benefit: The best way to integrate long-term storm water quality measures into a site is during
planning and review.

Measure of Success: Document the number of sites evaluated, and the measures used to address the issues
with these site plans. This will be reviewed annually according to the Storm Water Management Plan.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and

City Engineer

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan Review
(Available upon request)

Supporting Documents

American Fork’s Long-Term Stormwater Management Plan

Alldocuments are listed on the stormwater American Fork webpage
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I LTM-6: Site Inspection for Post-Construction Storm Water Management

Compliance

Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.2.3; 4.2.5.2.4; 4.2.5.2.5

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Developers, Contractors, Business Owners

Description:

The City has a process to verify the proper installation and maintenance of long-term storm water management
controls. The post-construction installation inspection is completed by the City Storm Water Manager and/or a
City Engineer. This inspection is completed before final construction approval and all items of concern noted
during the inspection must be addressed by the developer before a certificate of occupancy will be granted by the
City.

Henceforth, each property owner who has signed the Storm Water Inspection and Maintenance Agreement
(SWIMA), shall submit to the City a storm water maintenance inspection report that is completed by a qualified
inspector. These reports are recorded by the Storm Water Manager to the American Fork Server. The City will then
inspect each site that is bound by a LTSWMP for a minimum of once every five years with the goal of every other
year during permit cycle.

Purpose and Benefit: Properly installed and maintained storm water controls ensure long-term benefits are
extended to the full life expectancy of the measures.

Measure of Success: Document the number of sites evaluated, and the measures used to address the issues
with these sites. This will be reviewed annually according to the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Stormwater Inspector ,and City Engineer

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Post-Construction, Maintenance Inspections

(Available upon request)

Supporting Documents: Storm Water Inspection and Maintenance Agreement (Available upon request)

Long-Term Storm Water Management Maintenance Inspection Report Form
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I LTM-7: Post-Construction Storm Water Management Structure Inventory

Year Originally Executed: 2016
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.4.; 4.2.5.4.1.; 4.2.5.4.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Developers

Description:

During the development review process, a long-term storm water BMP or grading and drainage map is collected
from the developer. This BMP map shows the location of all permanent storm water structures.

Post-construction, an "as-built" long-term storm water BMP map is requested in digital format. This data is then
used to update the City's storm water GIS inventory.

The City will monitor its current inventory of post-construction storm water management structures and collect
information on all such existing structures. A GIS map with related databases will track the description,
maintenance requirements and inspection of information regarding sites that require a Long-term Storm Water
Management Plan. This GIS and related database will be reviewed frequently to update necessary information.

Purpose and Benefit: A database allows for proper tracking of the maintenance and inspections of long-term
management structures and ensures greater compliance with maintenance expectations.

Measure of Success: An accurate storm water structure inventory in American Fork's GIS database with reports
on related maintenance and inspection activities. This will be reviewed annually according to the Storm Water
Management Plan.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and

GIS Specialist

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None
Supporting Documents:

GIS database information (Available upon request)

Chapter 6 (CSR)
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MCM 6: Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping for
Municipal Operations

The permit requirements for Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping for Municipal
Operations can be found in Section 4.2.6 of the permit.

A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found at DWO's Website. The permit outlines
in general the following requirements:

1. Develop and keep a current written inventory of Permittee-owned or operated facilities and storm water
controls. Permittees shall assess this written inventory for their potential to discharge typical urban pollutants
to storm water. The Permittee must identify

"high-priority" facilities or operations that have a high potential to generate storm water
pollutants. The Permittee shall develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or similar type of document for each "high-priority" facility.

2. Conduct the following inspections at "high priority" facilities:
a. Monthly visual inspections
b. Semi-annual comprehensive inspections
c. Annualvisual observation of storm water discharges

3. Develop and implement Standard Operating Procedures to protect water quality at each of the facilities
owned or operated by the Permittee and/or activities conducted by the Permittee. They must address:

a. Use, storage and disposal of chemicals;
b. Storage of salt, sand, gravel, landscaping materials, asphalt and other materials;
c. Waste and trash management;

d. Cleaning, washing, painting and maintenance activities including cleaning of maintenance equipment, building
exteriors, and trash containers;

e. Sweeping roads and parking lots;

f. Proper application, storage, and disposal of fertilizer, pesticides, and herbicides and minimizing their use;
g. Lawn maintenance and landscaping activities including proper disposal of lawn clipping and vegetation;
h. Proper disposal of pet wastes;

1. Vehicle maintenance and repair activities including: use of drip pans and absorbents under or around leaky
vehicles and equipment;

J. Vehicle/equipment storage including storing indoors where feasible;

k. Vehicle fueling including placing fueling areas under cover in order to minimize exposure where feasible;
1. Road and parking lot maintenance, including: pothole repair, pavement marking,

sealing, and repaving;

m. Cold weather operations, including plowing, sanding, application of deicing compounds, and maintenance of
snow disposal areas;
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n. Right-of-way maintenance, including mowing, herbicide and pesticide
application;

o. Municipally-sponsored events such as large outdoor festivals, parades, or street fairs and the clean-up
following these events;

p. Regular inspection, cleaning, and repair of storm water conveyance and structural storm water controls;
q. Graffiti removal; and

r. Any activities or operations not listed above that would reasonably be expected to discharge contaminated
runoff

4. Maintain an inventory of all floor drains inside all Permittee-owned or operated buildings. The inventory must
be kept current. The Permittee must ensure that all floor drains discharge to appropriate locations.

5. Assess the effectiveness of flood management structural controls for water quality and

hydrologic performance. Suggest improvements to these structures can provide significant improvements to
water quality.

6. Assure that City construction projects follow the requirements of the General UPDES Permits for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Construction Activities.

7. Train City employees responsible for the construction, operation or maintenance of
facilities, structures, vehicles or equipment likely to affect storm water quality.

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized
in this section.

PPGH-1: City of American Fork Facility Inventory

PPGH-2: High-Priority Facility Inspections

PPGH-3: Standard Operating Procedures for Good Housekeeping and Municipal Operations
PPGH-4: Floor Drain Inventory

PPGH-5: Flood Management Control Assessment

PPGH-6: Public Construction Project Compliance

PPGLH-Z Oversight of Contractors Performing Municipal Maintenance

PPGH-8: Retrofit Plan

Tasks in other Minimum Control Measures

PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees (4.2.6.10)
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I PPGH-1: City of American Fork Facility Inventory

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.6; 4.2.6.1; 4.2.6.2; 4.2.6.3; 4.2.6.4

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description:

The City maintains a list of all City owned and operated facilities including city buildings (offices), equipment
storage and maintenance facilities, landscape maintenance facilities, parking lots, golf courses, swimming
pools..

Regular assessments are made of the impact of each facility on storm water quality based on the presence of
potential pollutants. Through these assessments, the City has determined that its Public Works Complex along
with Fox Hollow Golf Course Maintenance Shed should be considered a "high-priority" facility. Designated City
owned maintenance sheds are also considered "high-priority" facilities and are regulated as such. The City has
developed a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan to help manage the Public Works Complex facility's potential
impacts on storm water quality. Fox Hollow maintenance shed was determined a "high-priority" facility through
the 2013 DWQ audit process.

Purpose and Benefit: This inventory will ensure that City facilities are regularly reviewed to minimize adverse
impacts of City operations on storm water quality.

Measure of Success: Review of City facility inventory will be done annually. IDDE incidents are properly reviewed
with follow up, and an up-to-date facility inventory list is kept.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Managers, Storm Water Inspector, Storm Water
Division Manager and Assistant Director of Public Works.

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

City of American Fork Facility Inventory (available upon request)
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I PPGH-2: High Priority Facility Inspections

Year Originally Executed: 20011
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.5;4.2.6.5.1; 4.2.6.5.2; 4.2.6.5.3

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff
Description:
The City conducts the following inspections on High-Priority Facilities, in accordance with the permit:
1. Monthly visual inspections to look for evidence of spills that could come in contact with precipitation runoff

2. Semi-annual comprehensive inspections to review all storm water controls, waste storage areas, equipment
maintenance/fueling areas, material handling areas and similar pollutant generating areas.

3. Annual visual observation of storm water discharges where discharges are observed for irregularities
(discoloration, foam, sheen, turbidity) that may indicate polluted runoff

Purpose and Benefit: Regular inspections of areas that have the potential to lead to polluted runoff can minimize
the potential of polluted discharges.

Measure of Success: Completed and filed inspection reports including follow up actions each time inspections
are completed.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Managers
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: High Priority Inspections Weekly and Quarterly inspection SOP
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PPGH-3: Standard Operating Procedures for Good Housekeeping and Municipal
Operations

Year Originally Executed: 2011
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.6; 4.2.6.6.1; 4.2.6.6.2; 4.2.6.6.3; 4.2.6.6.4; 4.2.6.6.5; 4.2.6.6.6;

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description: The City has developed and implemented Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) to address storm
water concerns related to municipal operations. The following topics are all addressed in the City's SOPs.

1. City Buildings and Facilities

o))

. Storage and Disposal of Chemicals

O

. Spill Prevention and Cleanup Plans

(9]

. Dumpsters and Waste Management

o

. Cleaning and Washing Activities

0]

. Painting and Maintenance Activities
2. Material Storage Areas
3. Heavy Equipment storage areas and maintenance areas
4. High Priority Area Maintenance
5. Parks and Open Space
a. Application, Storage and Disposal of Fertilizer, Pesticides and Herbicides b. Sediment and Erosion Control
c. Lawn Maintenance and Landscaping Activities
1. Disposal of Lawn Clippings and Vegetation
11. Selection of Alternative Landscaping Materials d. Waste management
e. Building Exterior and Equipment Cleaning i. Graffiti Removal
f. Other Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping Practices
6. Pet Wastes
7.Vehicle and Equipment
a. Storage of Vehicles Awaiting repair
b. Washing of Vehicles
8. Roads, Highways, and Parking Lots
a. Street and Parking Lot Sweeping
b. Asphalt and Concrete Maintenance
1. Pothole Repairs
11. Pavement Marking

111. Sealing & Repaving
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c. Cold Weather Operations
1. Plowing
11. Sanding
111. Deicing Compounds
iv. Snow Disposal Area Maintenance
d. Right-of-Way Maintenance (see Landscaping Maintenance in Parks Section)
e. City Sponsored Event Management (Steel Days, Freedom Festival, etc.)
9. Storm Water Collection and Conveyance System
a. Video Inspections
b. Cleaning, Maintenance, Repairs
c. Other Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping Practices d. Structural BMPs
1. Swales
11. Detention Basins
e. Disposal of materials removed from catch basins, detention basins, and by street sweeping operations
10. Other Facilities and Operations
a. City of American Fork Fire Training Activities
Purpose and Benefit: SOPs lead to standard applications of policies and procedures.

Measure of Success: The MS4 successfully incorporates all SOPs and reviews them annually. SOPs lead to a
reduction in pollutant loads found in storm water.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Managers, Storm Water Inspector
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: SOPs available here
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I PPGH-4: Floor Drain Cleaning

Year Originally Executed: 2010
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.6.6

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description: The City maintains all interior floor drains. All drains have been tested to make sure that they drain to
the sanitary sewer.

Purpose and Benefit: Floor drains could be direct conduits for pollutants to enter storm drain systems if not
properly plumbed..

Measure of Success: This maintenance will be reviewed annually. A clean floor drain ensures that no waste
waters reach storm water infrastructures or allowed to percolate into the ground untreated.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Assistant Public Work Director
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents: None

2026 6-7
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I PPGH-5: Flood Management Control Assessment

Year Originally Executed: 2016
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.8; 4.2.6.8.1

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and Planners

Description:
Successful implementation of any BMP is dependent on the following:

e Effective training of municipal employees working in both fixed facilities and field programs.

e Regular inspections of fixed facilities, field programs, and treatment controls.

e Maintenance of treatment controls as needed to ensure proper functioning.

¢ Periodic evaluation/monitoring of BMP performance consistent with the UPDES permit requirements.
e Correct deficiencies in BMP implementation noted during inspections.

e Keep accurate records of inspections, training, monitoring, and BMP maintenance. Maintenance of treatment
controls and drainage conveyance systems (e.g. detention basins, sumps, catch basins, etc.) including
regular inspections are needed to maintain efficient pollutant reduction. If treatment control of BMPs is not
properly maintained, BMP effectiveness is reduced and water quality deteriorates. The following are steps to
be taken to ensure that new and

existing BMPs work properly:
e Special attention will be directed toward ensuring proper maintenance procedures are implemented.
* Regular inspections of facilities or programs including compliance with BMP

maintenance requirements.

¢ Visual monitoring will occur at key outfalls and at selected conveyance system structures to assess long-term
BMP effectiveness. Should any observed problems be identified

(e.g., color, foam, sheen, turbidity) that can be associated with pollutant sources, then analytical testing will be
conducted to determine the cause of the problem and the potential source identified.

¢ Develop and enforce ordinances, procedures, and mechanisms that maintain the effectiveness of BM

Purpose and Benefit: Reducing runoff from sites and encouraging the infiltration, evapotranspiration, and/or
reuse of storm water allows for groundwater recharge and minimizes potentially adverse impacts to downstream
waters.

Measure of Success: Document the number of sites evaluated, and the measures used to address the issues
with these sites. This will be reviewed annually.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager or designee, and City Engineer
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

Construction Standards & Specifications
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I PPGH-6: Public Construction Project Compliance

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals;
Litter/Trash; Debris; Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff
Description:

The City ensures that construction projects that the City manages and controls follow the same practices as
those undertaken by private entities. See MCM 4 for details and UPDES Permit No. UTR090000 section 4.2.4.

Purpose and Benefit: The City seeks to set the proper example for contractors, engineers and developers in their
compliance with storm water construction regulations.

Measure of Success: All City projects have a SWPPP on file and the plan is executed properly.
Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Inspector, and

City Engineer

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Refer to MCM 4
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I PPGH-7: Oversight of Contractors Performing Municipal Maintenance

Year Originally Executed: 2016
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.7; 4.2.6.10

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Contractors
Description:

The City contracts with private providers for various maintenance needs. The City ensures that its employees are
trained on issues relating to their jobs and the potential for exposure of storm water runoff to pollutants.
Contractors will be held to the same requirements as the City by staff responsible for overseeing contracted
projects.

Purpose and Benefit: Contractors working for the City should be held to the same standards as

MS4 staff

Measure of Success: Annual contractor training log. This training will be given annually to local contractors.
Responsible Staff: Storm Water Inspector, Storm Water Manager,
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None
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| PPGH-8: Retrofit Plan

Year Originally Executed: 2016
Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.9

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description:

The City has developed a program to retrofit existing developed sites that are adversely impacting water quality on
a case-by-case basis. It will emphasize infiltration,

evapotranspiration, harvesting and reuse of storm water. The program will rank the measures based on pollutant
removal expectations. The plan will analyze impact on sites based on proximity to water bodies, protection status
of water bodies as defined by the DEQ, hydrologic conditions of water bodies, proximity to sensitive ecosystems,
and the impact of future sites.

Purpose and Benefit: Evaluating sites that are already adversely affecting water quality and then reducing
polluted discharges will lead to better storm water quality.

Measure of Success: Document all City owned sites that have been evaluated, and the measures used to
address issues with these sites.

Responsible Staff: City Engineer and City Planners
Funding: Capitol Project Fund

Standard Operating Procedures: None
Supporting Documents:

American Fork City's Capitol Projects
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APPENDIX A CITY ORDINANCES

Last reviewed July 2025
AmericanFork : Municipal Code
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APPENDIX B

PRIORITY IDDE AREAS

Last Reviewed: September 1, 2026

DESIGNATION AND INSPECTION OF PRIORITY IDDE

Annually, the City will perform a standard analysis to determine priority IDDE areas.

With City Inspect software the Storm Water team reports spill then creates a map displaying IDDE incidents and
more

particularly the priority areas. The analysis is standardized so that priority areas are not subjective
year to year.

The following criteria are used in delineating Priority IDDE Areas:

@ Areas with older infrastructure with increased potential for illicit connections

O Areas of industrial or commercial use

@ Areas with a history of illicit discharges or illegal dumping

@ Areas adjacent to sensitive bodies of water

O AF River, Utah Lake, and Millpond

In American Fork, areas with onsite sewage disposal systems are not considered in the analysis of priority IDDE
areas because our Illicit Discharge and Detection Elimination (IDDE) program incident reporting already would
account for that type of incident. The same situation applies to sewer cross connections and overflow events, they
are included in our IDDE reporting.

All Priority IDDE Areas identified on the GIS asset management software and City Inspect will be inspected
annually moving forward using an inspection form housed in the City’s GIS based asset

management software (Elements).
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Appendix C

CITY FACLILITY RETROFIT PLAN
Last Reviewed: October 1, 2026
4.2.6.9.

The Permittee must develop a plan to retrofit existing developed sites that the Permittee owns or operates that are
adversely impacting water quality. The retrofit plan must be developed to

emphasize controls that infiltrate, have evapotranspiration, or harvest and use storm water
discharges. The plan must include a ranking of retrofit sites based on the following criteria:
@ Proximity to waterbody;
@® Current assessment of waterbody with the goal to improve impaired waterbodies and
protect unimpaired waterbodies;
@ Hydrologic condition of the receiving waterbody;
@ Proximity to sensitive ecosystem or protected area; and
@ Any sites that could be further enhanced by retrofitting storm water controls.
Implementation of Retrofit Plan:
@ Step One: The City shall identify all city owned or operated sites that need to be
evaluated for storm water system retrofitting based on the criteria listed in Orem City
Code. The City shall perform assessments in order of greatest probable risk to water
quality. Sites that are closest to water bodies, sensitive ecosystems, or protected areas
will be evaluated first. Sites that were installed prior to 1996 before the City of Orem
had an MS4 permit in place will be evaluated second. The remaining city owned or
operated sites will be assessed at the time of capital improvement evaluation or
redevelopment. The same storm water quality standards for private development are
used for city redevelopment projects.
@ Step Two: In performing the more immediate risk assessments, the City shall use a
ranking system one to five, five being the most urgent, considering the following:

1. Proximity to waterbody, sensitive ecosystem or protected area;

2. Hydrological condition of the receiving water body with the goal to improve
impaired waterbodies and protect unimpaired waterbodies;

3. Cost efficiency when area is redeveloped for capital improvement projects;

4. Storm water quality regulations at time of storm water system installation (Age);
and

5. Any sites that could be further enhanced by retrofitting storm water controls.

If the site receives a score of a five in any of the categories examined, the site

AMERICAN FORK CITY ¢ SWMP 2026-2031 PAGE 64



AMERICAN FORK CITY / PUBLIC WORKS

will be evaluated for retrofitting the existing storm water controls and a concept

storm water plan sheet created within one year of the assessment.

@ Step Three: If the site is required to be retrofitted to improve water quality, the plan to
retrofit the facility must be prioritized for inclusion in the next revision of the Storm
Water Master Plan capital improvement section.

Methods of Storm Water Control Retrofitting:

The City has ranked control measures, with the highest probability of success to prevent storm
water pollution, as listed below in this prioritized list.

@ Retrofit existing sumps by adding pretreatment manholes to treat storm water prior to
infiltration/injection.

@ Require current Orem City storm water retention standards for each city
redevelopment project as required in current Orem City Municipal Code.

@ Require pretreatment of any storm water before it leaves the site or infiltrates into the
ground.

@ Require roof drainage on redevelopment projects to be directed to landscaping and
infiltrated where technically feasible.

@ Encourage curb cuts to utilize pervious areas for retention and infiltration of storm water
and to help meet LID requirements.

® Encourage vegetative areas in detention/retention areas to aid in infiltration

and evapotranspiration of storm water and to help meet LID requirements.

@ Expanded use of vegetative swales

@ Use of Green Roofs when feasible

Storm water harvesting and use is not practical or useful in improving water quality in our
semi-arid area. The focus for retrofitting is on controls that utilize infiltration and

evapotranspiration.
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Signatory Page

Governmental Entity Name: City of American Fork

Mailing Address:City—
Permit number: UTR090015

Zip Codes 84663

City:—— American Fork— State: Utah

Storm Water Management Program Responsible Person(s):

Name: Bradtey Frost—Sam Kelly Title:—™Mayot Public Works Director

Telephone Number: 385-265-4155

Name: Alister Scott Title: Assistant Public Works Director

Telephone Number 801-763=3666854-5610

Name: Tyler Mezenen Title: Storm Water Manager

Telephone Number 385-304-0150

Certification

“+"| certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction oi‘or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly
i‘esponsibteresponsible for gathering the infonnationinformation, | certify that the information submitted is, to the best
of my knowledge and belief, true, aceiirateaccurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for
Submitting atsetnforma i“‘ tehnethe possibitity of finreandtmprisenmentforknowingviotations2

false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations."

Print Name:—BradteyFrost——

Signature:

Title:

Date:—November2.262%
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"Letter already on file with the Division of Water Quality, Storm Water Section, identifying the Public Works

Director as having the authority to sign this and future documents pertaining to the UPDES Permit Program."
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5. Storm Water Management),.z»s Plan Overview

Last Reviewed: 2025

| PURPOSE

This document presents the City of American Fork's Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP). The City of American Fork
originally applied for coverage in 2003 and was granted permit number UTR090015. This management plan is a revision
meant to satisfy the requirements of the State for the period of 2026-2031. The plan has been updated to limit the
discharge of pollutants to the City of American Fork’s Storm Water System. This Plan was prepared to guide the City in
planning, funding, and implementing a comprehensive program for addressing current and future regulatory and policy
requirements for managing storm water runoff

The purpose of the Storm Water Management Plan is to comprehensively address the many different, but related
regulations, plans, programs, and policies that affect urban storm water runoff The goal of the SWMP is to provide the
City of American Fork the basis for establishing effective rules, regulations, and guidelines that will reduce the potential
for storm water damage to the environment, to the citizens of American Fork, to public and private property, and to

protect human, animal, and aquatic life.

Storm water regulations developed by the Utah Division of Water Quality require the operator of a regulated MS4

community to develop a program that:

* Prevents or reduces the amount of storm water pollution generated by municipal operations and conveyed into
receiving waters by identifying and implementing appropriate control measures and setting measurable goals.

e Train employees on how to incorporate pollution prevention and good housekeeping technigues into municipal
operations.

I SWMP COORDINATION

Agency- City of American Fork, Public Works Department

Contact: Sam Kelly, Public Works Director

UPDES Number UTR090015

I Staffing and Recourse Allocations

Responsibility for implementation of the storm water management program is divided between different groups and
organizations within the City of American Fork. The group responsible for each task is stated in each section of this

document.

Permit Requirement 2.3.2.2 MS4 Location Description and Map

The City of American Fork has a population of approximately 41,881 and encompasses approximately 9.20 square
miles. American Fork is in northern Utah County, Utah. It's part of the Provo-Orem Metropolitan Area and lies
approximately 30 miles south of Salt Lake City. The city is nestled between the Wasatch Range to the east and Utah
Lake to the west
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Figure 1-1: Map of American Fork’s location

Permit Requirement 2.3.2.3 Water Quality Concerns

The City operates and maintains a municipal storm water system that consists of numerus sumps (Class V injection
wells), several miles of pipe, and several detention basins. With these assets, the City has some unigue challenges as it
addresses its storm drainage system. Most of the City is located on Loamy, Clayey and Sandy soils that comprise
American Fork City. The City has taken advantage of the highly permeable soils for management of storm drainage and
relies heavily upon sumps for storm drainage disposal.

There are currently more than 1,281 sumps within the City, of which 350 are located on public property. Runoff is
directed into these sumps, which discharge directly to the underlying soils. Even though the use of sumps is an
acceptable method for runoff disposal, untreated storm drainage runoff

can eventually reach the underlying groundwater aquifers, which supplies the culinary water to the

City and a number of other communities in Northern Utah County.
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Concern about the impact of sumps on groundwater quality, long-term maintenance of sumps, and areas with existing
storm drainage problems has motivated the City to evaluate current storm drainage practices and to improve the storm
water management plan for the City.

I STORM WATER POLLUTANT SOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

The table below outlines the most common potential pollutants that any MS4 could generate. These pollutants can
harm human health, degrade water quality, damage aquatic habitat, and seriously impair ecosystem functions.

Pollutant Common Source Impacts on Water Quality

Sediment Construction sites, vehicle/boat washing, agricultural sites

Sediment is a common component of storm water. Sediment can be detrimental to aquatic habitat for fish and plants;
it can facilitate transportation of attached oils, nutrients and other chemical contamination; and it can increase
flooding.

Sediment can transport other pollutants that are attached to it including nutrients, trace metals, and hydrocarbons.
Sediment is the primary component of total suspended solids (TSS), a common water quality analytical parameter.

Nutrients (Phosphorus, Nitrogen Potassium, Ammonia)

Fertilizers from agricultural operations, lawns and gardens, livestock and pet waste, decaying grass and leaves, sewer
overflows and leaks

Nutrients are often found in storm water. These nutrients can result in excessive or accelerated growth of harmful algal
blooms, reduced oxygen in the water, changes in water chemistry, and pH. In addition, un-ionized ammonia (one of the
nitrogen forms) can be toxic to fish.

Hydrocarbons (Petroleum Products, Benzene, Toluene, Ethyl

benzene, Xylene)

Vehicle and equipment fluid leaks, engine emissions, pesticides, equipment cleaning, leaking fuel storage containers,
fuel spills, parking lot runoff

Qil and grease include a wide array of hydrocarbon compounds, some of which are toxic to aquatic organisms at low
concentrations. Some of these pollutants are toxic to humans and wildlife at very low levels.

Heavy Metals Vehicle brake and equipment wear, engine emissions, parking lot runoff, batteries, paint and wood
preservatives, fuels and fuel additives, pesticides, cleaning agents

Metals including lead, zinc, cadmium, copper, chromium, and nickel are commonly found in storm water. Metals are of
concern, as they are toxic to aquatic organisms, can bioaccumulate, and have the potential to contaminate drinking
water supplies.

Pesticides have been repeatedly detected

Toxic Chemicals Pesticides, herbicides, dioxins .
in storm water at

. . ) ) toxic level h ticides h
(Chlorides) PCBs, industrial chemical bc::(:; :ve“sede\i/:nw en pesticices have

spills and leaks, accordance with label instructions. As pesticide use has

Deicers and solvents increased, so too have concerns about the adverse effect of pesticides on the environment and
human health.
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Typically resulting from an urban

Debris/Litter/ Improper solid waste storage R R .
environment, industrial sites

and construction sites, trash and floatable’s
create an aesthetic eye sore in waterways.

and disposal, abandoned equipment, human

Trash nesligence Risk of toxicity from product decay. Risk of
glig aguatic animal entrapment or ingestion and
death.
Bacteria and viruses are
Pathogens Livestock, human, and pet waste common contaminants of storm

water.

There are human health risks due
. Sewer overflows leaks, septic )
(Bacteria) systemns to disease and the pathogens
’ can be toxic to aquatic life.

The following table lists some lesser-known pollutants that can be found in most urban storm water runoff, yet are
harmful to the environment.

Pollutant Risk to the Environment Source

Chlorine Skin and eye irritant, respiratory Used as an additive to water to control microbes. Used risk in swimming
pools, drinking water disinfection, etc.

To reduce these pollutants the following six minimum control measures are used: (1) public education and outreach,
(2) public participation and involvement, (3)illicit discharge detection and elimination, (4) construction site runoff
control, (5) long-term storm water management in new development and redevelopment (post-construction storm
water management), and (6) pollution prevention and good housekeeping. Implementation of these 6 control measures
is presented in subsequent chapters and includes Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) and Best Management
Practices (BMPs). The SOPs and BMPs are intended to meet the current needs of the City and will be changed as
needed.

Permit Requirement 2.3.2.5 Modifications to City Ordinance

The City of American Fork tracks changes to the City's ordinance. The date of the enactment of each ordinance along
with dates associated with amendments to each ordinance can be found in the City's code.

Permit Requirement 3.1.1.1-3.1.1.2 does the City Discharge to a 303(d) Waterbody?

Under Section 3.1 of the Small MS4 General UPDES Permit, Permit Number UTR090000, it states, “Permittees must
determine whether storm water discharge from any part of the MS4 contributes to a 303(d) listed waterbody."

The City of American Fork currently discharges into three water bodies that are listed in the Utah 303(d) list.

e Utah Lake is listed as impaired for E. coli, Total Dissolved Solids (TDS), Total Phosphorus, and PCB in fish tissue.
The status associated with these pollutants are low to medium. A draft TMDL was published in 2007. However, the
TMDL has not been adopted. Once adopted, the City willimplement regulations necessary to be in compliance
with these standards.

* American Fork River contributes as a diversion at the mouth of American Fork Canyon. American fork currently is
not currently a listed impaired waterway that contributed to Utah Lake. The river, however, diverts off into other
rivers such as Spring Creek and the creek that connects into Mill Pond.

* Spring Creek is a listed TMDL impaired 303d list. This creek is attached to both American Fork City and the City of
Lehi, where it runs off into the Utah Lake. The creek carries listed contaminants such as dissolved oxygen, E. coli
and temperature.

Permit Requirement 3.2.1 Nitrogen and Phosphorus Reduction
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Developers must design BMPs to treat storm water with a goal of reducing pollutants in the receiving water bodies.
BMPs must address the removal of nitrogen and phosphorus. Proposed BMPs will be evaluated by City staff to verify

selected BMPs are addressing targeted pollutant removal.

American Fork Storm Water Management Plan Measurable Goals Matrix

Year Executed: 2023
Last Reviewed: 2026

Permit Part 4.1.3.1. The measurable goals for each of the BMPs shall include, as appropriate, the months and years in

which the permittee will undertake required actions, including interim milestones and the frequency of the actions.

Description: The City of American Fork Storm Water Program BMPs are fully implemented and operating according to
the language found in our Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP). The following list contains the goals and frequency

of evaluation in order to ensure effectivity.

Goal: Frequency of Evaluation:

City Ordinance Evaluation

Every time the permit is renewed or changed

Review of MCM 1 and 2 and all measurable goals, practices,
procedures, and forms within those sections

Annually: from January 1 — March 1

Review of MCM 3 and 4 and all measurable goals, practices
procedures, and forms within those sections

Annually: from March 1 - May 1

Review of MCM 5 and 6 and all measurable goals, practices,
procedures, and forms within those sections

Annually: from May 1 — August 1

Review of the appendices and all measurable goals, practices,
procedures, and forms within them

Annually: from August 1 — September 1

Annual Stormwater Program Report

Annually: from Send to State by October 1st

Inspect Priority IDDE Areas

Monthly: inspections recorded monthly

Gather and File ALL inspection Reports

Annually: collected by September 1st

Complete City Employee Stormwater Training

Annually: October- November
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MCM 1: Public Education and Outreach on Storm Water
Impacts

The permit requirements for Public Education and Outreach on Storm Water Impacts can be found in Section 4.2.1 of
the permit. This section also incorporates tasks intended to meet the Nutrient Reduction Section of the permit found in
Section 3.2. A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found at DWQ's Website. The permit
outlines in general the following requirements:

1. The MS4 must promote behavior change of the public to reduce water quality impacts associated with pollutants in

storm water runoff and illicit discharges. This is a multimedia approach targeted to specific audiences. The four

audiences are: (1) residents, (2) institutions, industrial and commercial facilities, (3) developers and contractors
(construction), and (4) MS4-owned or operated facilities. (4.2.1)

2. Target pollutants and pollutant sources and their potential impacts relating to storm water quality. (4.2.1.1)

3. Provide and document information given to the four focus audiences.

4. Provide documentation or rationale as to why particular programs were chosen for its public education and
outreach program.

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized in this
section:

PEO-1: Education and Outreach for General Public

PEO-2 Education and Outreach for Institutions, and Commercial Facilities

PEO-3: Education and Outreach for Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers, Development Review Staff and
Land Use Planners

PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees
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I PEO-1: Education and Outreach for General Public

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: 2025

Reference Regulation: 3.3; 4.2.1;4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.2; 4.2.1.7; 4.2.1.8; 4.2.3.6; 4.2.3.7; 4.2.3.8

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: General Public

Description: The City uses several outlets to reach the general public. Among these are:

e Utah Water Watch Webpage: This informational webpage features articles that are generally targeted at residents
living in Utah. New articles as well as past publications are available online as well as a link provided in resident's
paperless utility bill email notification. Additionally, it is publicized on the City's social media pages.

e Information Booths at Community Events: The City has participated in several community events and plans to do so
in the future. Most notably, the city has set up a booth at its annual American Fork Steel Days. Booths at these
events will include two models.

* Social Media: The City often uses Facebook and Instagram to maintain a presence in social media. We use these
outlets to publicize Utah County's household hazardous waste collection days and publish a post once a month
related to storm water pollution prevention aimed at City residents.

e Utah County Storm Water Coalition (UCSC) School Education Program: During

2006-2007, UCSC hired an instructor who has taken on the load of doing classroom presentations. As a participating
member of the Coalition, we use this resource to educate students in our city. The City supports this effort by providing
financial support and oversight in the form of membership of the Coalition's Education Subcommittee.

e Storm Water Hotline: This telephone number (801-763-3060) is publicized on our website’s reporting and
emergency contact sheet. This resource is used as an opportunity to educate both those that report problems and
those that are investigated because of reports. Further details can be found in MCM 3.

e Documented Notice: When residents/businesses are reported as having engaged in behaviors that are potentially
harmful to water quality, staff use informational notices to inform residents/businesses of the issue and the
solution to the issue. These can lead to actions under the IDDE program if not addressed.

These outlets are selected to reach a large number of people with messages that are meant to educate and inform the
public about the potential for detrimental impacts of contaminated storm water discharges into public waters.

Purpose and Benefit: These outlets allow for discussion of many common activities that affect the amount of target
pollutants potentially contaminating storm water throughout the city. These common activities include at a minimum:

® maintenance of septic systems

e outdoor activities such as lawn care including use of pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers (spring of each year)

e on-site infiltration of storm water

e automotive repairs

e proper car-washing

e proper disposal of swimming pool water (summer of each year)

* proper management of pet waste

¢ building and equipment maintenance

e use of salt and de-icing materials (fall of each year)

e proper storage of materials
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e proper solid waste management (dumpsters)

e Stockpile management, especially as it relates to landscaping activities (spring of each year)

* Emphasis will be given to the hazards of illicit discharges (in April to coincide with County collection day)

Measure of Success: The city tracks emails and social media interactions received related to topics discussed in

outreach efforts.

This task will be evaluated annually according to the Storm Water Management Plan to ensure that messages are
focused and effective for the general public. It will also be reviewed to see how well it is helping to achieve behavioral
changes that lead to better water quality.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Program Manager
Funding: S W Utili

Standard Operating Procedures: none

Supporting Documents:

The log of General Public Outreach Efforts is available upon request

Public media postings can be found at the City's Instagram,
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I PEO-2: Education and Outreach for Institutions, Commercial Facilities

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: 2025

Reference Regulation: 3.3; 4.2.1;4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.3; 4.2.1.7; 4.2.1.8; 4.2.3.6; 4.2.3.7

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: Institutions, and Commercial Facilities

Description: The City uses three main activities to promote awareness of water quality issues related to storm water.

Online and Printed Media: The City will produce a series of social media post relating to specific activities that are
deemed to have significant potential for harmful effects to storm water quality. These articles will be accessible on the
city media pages. Additionally, the city plans to hand out printed media with relevant storm water education directed at
specific industries when a business license is granted.

The following topics will be reviewed for inclusion in publications and presentations to commercials. This list is not all-
inclusive:

® Proper lawn maintenance including proper use of pesticides, herbicides and fertilizer

(spring of each year)

e Benefits of appropriate on-site infiltration of storm water

¢ Building and equipment maintenance including proper management of wastewater

® Proper use and maintenance of grease traps

e Use and storage of salt or other deicing materials (fall of each year)

* Proper storage of materials to emphasize pollution prevention

* Proper management of waste materials and dumpsters

* Proper management of parking lot surfaces

® Proper reporting of spills

e Proper record-keeping of incidents

e Emphasis will be given to the hazards of illicit discharges

* Provide/Promote services for collection of household hazardous waste (April of each year to coincide with County

collection day)

Social Media: The City will use social media outlets such as Instagram to interact with Institutions, and Commercial
Facilities and encourage protection of storm water quality

Industrial Facility Inspections: The city will help monitor those businesses that are subject to the state Multi-Sector
General Permits. If a facility appears to be out of compliance with the permit the business owner and state will be
notified.

Purpose and Benefit: Institutions and Industrial and Commercial Facilities often have a higher potential risk to water
quality because of the chemicals used and stored on-site as well as manufacturing activities that can come in contact
with storm water. Reminding business owners and institutional operators about storm water is critical, as it may be low
on their list of priorities.

Measure of Success: This task will be evaluated annually according to the Storm Water

Management Plan to ensure that messages are focused and effective
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for the Institutions, Industrial and Commercial Facilities. It will also be reviewed to see how welliit is helping to achieve
behavioral changes.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Program Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:
Business Owner Resources

New business storm water education printed media available upon request.
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PEO-3: Education and Outreach for Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers, Development
Review Staff and Land Use Planners

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: 2026

Reference Regulation: 3.2.1.3;4.2.1; 4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.4; 4.2.1.6; 4.2.1.7

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers, Development Review Staff and

Land Use Planners

Description: The city holds training in pre cons for developers, contractors and homebuilders covering topics like the
specifics of developing Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs) for construction as well as BMPs relating to
the importance of clean storm water and the effects of pollution. Information about the principles of Low Impact
Development as well as the development of SWPPPs will be distributed. The Utah County Storm Water Coalition
provides most aspects of this function.

Online Education: The city has posted an education on storm water on the storm water page of the city website.
Additionally, the city plans to provide online training and information packets available throughout the year that support
the goals of the city in storm water design, LID practices, BMP implementation, and SWPPP compliance.

Purpose and Benefit: Annual training keeps engineers, construction contractors, and developers up to date on critical
issues associated with storm water quality. Providing more education specific to American Fork's storm water
standards will increase efficiency for all parties involved in the development or redevelopment process.

Measure of Success: Report on attendance at training. Analyze infractions to see if there is a lessening of issues.

This task will be evaluated annually to ensure that messages are focused and effective for the Engineers, Construction
Contractors, Developers, Development Review Staff and Land Use Planners. It will also be reviewed to see how well it is
helping to achieve behavioral changes that lead to better water quality.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility
Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

Training Attendance Logs (Available upon request)

Education and training packets are available online or by request.
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I PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees

Year Originally Executed: 2001
Last Reviewed: February 9, 2023

Reference Regulation: 3.2.1.3;4.2.1; 4.2.1.1; 4.2.1.5; 4.2.1.6; 4.2.1.7; 4.2.1.8; 4.2.3.6; 4.2.3.7.
4.2.3.8;4.2.3.11;4.2.4.5

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: City Employees

Description: The city trains its employees in storm water quality. Employees receive different training based on their
contact or potential contact with issues that may affect water quality. Here is a summary of City Employees and the
topics they receive training on:

All Employees:

e Recognizing and reporting IDDE situations

Public Works:
e Public Works Facilities SWPPP

e Proper Landscape Maintenance

e Proper Storage, Transport, and Disposal of Chemicals

e Spill and Dumping Response Procedures

® Proper Concrete Disposal

® Proper Snow Removal and Deicing SOPs

e Cleaning, Washing, Painting and Maintenance Activity SOPs

* Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance and Storage SOP

Fleet:
* Fleet Operations SOP

Traffic:
e Street Marking SOPs

Water:

e Sediment and Erosion Control

Water Reclamation:

e Training is dictated by separate UPDES permit

Parks:

e City Parks and Open Space SOP

e Fertilizer, Pesticide, and Herbicide Application and Storage SOP
2026 1-8

e Sediment and Erosion Control, Material Storage SOP
e Pet Waste SOP

e Festival and Event Cleanup
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Streets:

e Street and Road Maintenance and Repair SOP

® Proper Maintenance of Parking L ot Surfaces

e Festival and Event Cleanup

Storm Water:

* Benefits of On-Site Infiltration

e Catch Basin Cleaning and Maintenance SOP

e Detention Cleaning and Maintenance SOP

e Green Infrastructure Practices

e Collection and Conveyance System SOP

e Video Inspection SOP

e Low Impact Development (LID) Practices

e Construction Site Inspection Procedures
e SWPPP Review

e Site Plan Review including preferred BMPs

e Enforcement Procedures

® Long-Term Storm Water Management Through the Use of Structural

Non-Structural Control Methods

e Post Construction Review SOP

e Inspection, Cleaning and Repair of MS4 and Associated BMPs

e Street Sweeping Dewatering and Disposal

Development Services:

* Benefits of On-Site Infiltration

e Low Impact Development (LID) Practices

e Green Infrastructure Practices

e Construction Site Inspections
e SWPPP Review

e Site Plan Review

e Post Construction Review

e Long-Term Storm Water Management Through the Use of Structural and

Non-Structural Control Methods

Fire:

e Training SOPs

e Spill and Dumping Response Procedures

Storm water staff are trained upon hire and before commencing duties. All this training is repeated at least annually.
Employees are required to participate in this training or similar training. It will be supplemented for those that have a
change of duties relating to storm water related tasks.

Purpose and Benefit: Training is the key to an even approach to storm water management. It helps keep everyone on

the same page and provides awareness of issues that may not be at the top of the priority list.

xx @ AMERICAN FORK




StormWaterManagement

Measure of Success: Track attendance at training. Training is accomplished in the early part of the year as specified in
the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Section Manager and Storm Water Program Managers

Funding: Storm Water Utility, Utah County Storm Water Coalition

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

Training Program Matrix (Available upon request) Attendance Logs (Available upon request)

Training Outlines and Presentation Materials (Available upon request)
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MCM 2: Public Involvement/Participation Program

The permit requirements for Public Participation and Involvement on Storm Water Impacts can be found in Section
4.2.2-4.2.2.3 of the permit. A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found on DWO's
Website. The permit outlines in general the following requirements. General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s-
UTR090000

1. Comply with applicable State, and local public notice requirements to involve interested groups and stakeholders
for their input on the SWMP.

2. Make available to the public a current version of the SWMP document for review and input for the life of the permit.
This should be posted on the City's website.

The City has identified the following target pollutants to be addressed by this Minimum Control Measure: Nutrients;
Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris; Pathogens

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized in this
section:

PIP-1: Public Review of this Storm Water Management Plan

PIP-2: Volunteer Opportunity

PIP-_3: Neighbor Committee Involvement

PIP-4: Public Notifications

PIP-5: Public Works Advisory Commission
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I PIP-1: Public Review of this Storm Water Management Plan

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.2.1,4.2.2.2,4.2.2.3

Audiences: General Public

Description:

American Fork City developed and implemented its Storm Water Management Program (SWMP in response to the
Phase Il Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) requirements under the Utah Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (UPDES) program administered by the Utah Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Water

Quality (DWQ).

The City adopted its initial SWMP in 2003 to comply with the original Phase Il MS4 permit requirements. Public
involvement and transparency were incorporated into the program through City Council proceedings, public notice
processes, and public availability of stormwater-related ordinances and program documents.

American Fork City established a Storm Water Utility to provide funding and administrative oversight for stormwater
infrastructure, maintenance, and regulatory compliance. Ordinances establishing stormwater authority, utility fees,
and enforcement mechanisms were adopted through the City Council following public meetings conducted in
accordance with Utah open meeting laws.

The SWMP has undergone periodic review and updates to align with revised MS4 permit requirements issued by the
State of Utah, including significant updates associated with permit renewals in 2010, 2016, 2021 and 2026. These
updates were reviewed internally by City staff and adopted through established municipal processes.

A current version of the SWMP is made available to the public through the American Fork City website. Updated

versions are posted as revisions occur during the permit term. Public notice regarding significant program updates is
provided through the City’s website and other standard public communication channels.

Purpose and Benefit: Public involvement strengthens the effectiveness of the Storm Water Management Program by

promoting transparency, accountability, and community awareness. Allowing public access to the SWMP and providing

opportunities for feedback supports informed participation and helps ensure the program reflects community concerns
and regulatory expectations.

Measure of Success:

Number of stormwater-related phone calls, emails, and online service requests received

Public comments submitted through City communication platforms

Public engagement related to stormwater topics at City Council meetings

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and American Fork City Public Works Department

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: none

Supporting Documents:

City of American Fork Stormwater Management Plan
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I PIP-2: Volunteer Opportunity

Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.2

Audiences: General Public

Description: American Fork City provides opportunities for public and employee participation in activities that support
stormwater quality and environmental stewardship. These opportunities have historically included community clean-
up events, creeks, parks, cemetery and participation in regional or state-led cleanup initiatives occurring within City
boundaries.

Cleanup activities are conducted periodically and may involve City employees, volunteers, youth groups, civic
organizations, and members of the general public. Activities focus on removing trash and debris from areas that have
the potential to impact the City’s storm drain system and receiving water, including streets, gutters, open channels,
detention facilities, and natural waterways.

City staff coordinate, support, or participate in cleanup efforts as appropriate. When feasible, cleanup events are
advertised through City communication channels or coordinated with partner organizations. These activities
complement the City’s routine stormwater maintenance and pollution prevention efforts.

Purpose and Benefit: This activity allows the public to be involved and increases awareness of storm water issues.

Measure of Success: Participation

Responsible Staff: American Fork City HR
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Standard Operating Procedures: none

Supporting Documents: Volunteer photos (Available upon request)
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I PIP-3: Neighborhood Committee Involvement

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.2

Audiences: General Public

Description: American Fork City engages neighborhood groups, residents, and community stakeholders in

stormwater-related issues through direct communication, City Council engagement, and community outreach

activities.

Stormwater staff are available to coordinate with residents, homeowner associations, community groups, and

neighborhood representatives to provide education regarding stormwater pollution prevention, including the

importance of keeping gutters and storm drains clear, reportingillicit discharges or illegal dumping, and proper

disposal of household hazardous waste.

Community input related to stormwater concerns is also received through City Council meetings, service requests,

complaints, and direct communication with City staff. When appropriate, stormwater-related topics are addressed

during public works outreach, or in response to localized concerns.

Purpose and Benefit: This activity allows the public to be involved and increases awareness of storm water issues.

Measure of Success:

Number of stormwater-related neighborhood inquiries or requests

Stormwater-related issues addressed through resident outreach or City Council processes

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and Public Works Department Staff

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

Records of Storm Water related public inquiries or service requests.

City council meeting agendas and minutes (when stormwater topics are addressed)

Qutreach or education materials provided to the public when applicable
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I PIP-4: Public Notifications

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.2;4.2.2.1;4.2.2.2;4.2.2.3

Audiences: General Public

Description: The City follows all local public notice requirements.

Purpose and Benefit: This activity allows the public to be involved and increases awareness of storm water issues.

Measure of Success: Public notices are kept according to the Public Notice Policy and can be found on the Utah Public
Notice website. American Fork Public Notice

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Program Manager and City Recorder

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents: Public Notice Policy
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I PIP-5: Public Works Advisory Commission

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.2

Audiences: General Public, Institutional, Commercial Representatives

Description Ll American Fork City provides opportunities for public involvement in stormwater and Public Works-related
issues through established municipal processes, including City Council meetings, Planning Commission meetings, and
other publicly noticed boards and commissions.

Stormwater-related topics, including stormwater utility funding, capital improvement projects, drainage concerns,
development-related stormwater requirements, and ordinance updates, may be presented for public review and
comment during City Council or Planning Commission meetings, as applicable. These meetings are conducted in
accordance with Utah’s Open and Public Meetings Act and provide formal opportunities for public participation.

Public involvement is further supported through direct communication with the Public Works Department, public
notices, and the availability of stormwater-related information on the City’s website. Meeting agendas and minutes are
maintained and made publicly accessible through the City’s Agenda Center.

Purpose and Benefit: This activity provides an avenue for public and stakeholders input on stormwater and Public
Works issues through existing, transparent City processes. Public participation supports informed decision-making and
increases awareness of stormwater management responsibilities and infrastructure needs.

Measure of Success: Minutes of meetings where storm water issues are discussed.

Responsible Staff: Public Works Director, Assistant Public Works Director, and City Recorder

Funding: Public Works Department Standard Operating Procedures: None Supporting Documents:

Agendas and minutes of meetings, with Storm Water Discussions, can be found on Utah

Public Notice Website.
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The permit requirements for lllicit Discharge

Detection and Elimination (-I-DBE)—pﬁrgfam-tc-systaﬁat-rcaHy-Fmdon Storm Water Impacts can be found in
Section 4.2.3 of the permit.

This Section also incorporates the requirements of 5.3 and etiminatesoturecesof5.4 analytical and non-
analytical storm water monitoring.

A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found at DWQ’s Website. The permit
outlines in general the following requirements:

1. Maintain a storm water system map of the MS4, showing the location of all outfalls and the names and

locations of all State waters that receive discharges from those outfalls.

2. Through an ordinance, or other regulatory mechanism, a prohibition (to the extent

allowable under state or local law) on non-storm water discharges fromtheinto MS4, and toimptement
definredappropriate enforcement procedures to-preventand actions.

3. Implement a plan to detect and address non-storm water discharges, including spills,

illicit connections-and-/discharges-, and illegal dumping to the MS4.

10 @ AMERICAN FORK
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4. Implement Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) for:

a. Tracing the source(s) of an illicit discharge.

b. Characterizing the nature of, and the potential public or environmental threat posed by, any illicit
discharges found or reported.

c. Ceasing the llicit discharge, including notification of appropriate authorities, property owners, and

technical assistance for removing the source and follow-up inspections.

5. Inform public employees, businesses, and the general public about the hazards associated withillicit

discharges and improper disposal of waste.

6. Promote or provide services for the collection of household hazardous waste.

7. Publicly list and publicize a hotline or other local number for public reporting of spills or other illicit
discharges.

8. Implement a written spill/dumping response procedure, and a flowchart for internal use, including various
responsible agencies and their contacts.

9. Implement procedures for program evaluation and assessment.

10. Train employees, at a minimum, annually on the IDDE program.

11. Analytical and non-analytical monitoring.

12. Notify DEQ of dischargers to the MS4 that need a separate General Permitting Section for Construction.
(e.g., Industrial Storm Water Permit, Construction Storm Water Permit, or Dewatering Permit).

13. Additionally, a 30-day deadline for a Permittee to report to the Developer that a discharger

may need a separate UPDES Permit.

The city has identified the following target pollutants to be addressed by this Minimum Control Measure:
Nutrients, Hydrocarbons, Heavy Metals, Sediment, Toxic Chemicals, Litter/Trash, Debris, and Pathogens.

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are
summarized in this section.

IDDE-1: Maintain a Current Map of MS4

IDDE-2: Administrative Prohibition of Illicit Discharges

IDDE-3: Identification and Periodic Reclassification of High Priority IDDE Areas

[DDE.-4: Qutfall Verification and Screening

IDDE-5: Field Response to IDDE Events

IDDE-6: Compliance Assistance and Enforcement

IDDE-7: Employee Training about Illicit Discharges, Spills, Illicit Connections and Improper

Disposal
IDDE-8: Publicize a Hotline for Public Reporting of Spills and Other Illicit Discharges

IDDE-9: Promote and Provide Services for the Collection of Household Hazardous Waste

4-? @ AMERICAN FORK
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I IDDE-1: Maintain a Current Map of MS4

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.1

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Contractors, Developers, Planners

Description: The Storm Water Utility has surveyed and mapped the current storm water system, which
identifies the location of all MS4 and drainage areas contributing to those outfalls that discharge from the
City's jurisdiction to receiving water. The names and location of all State waters that receive discharges from
those outfalls have been mapped and given an identifier. All mapping is done by GPS surveying and ArcGis
Field Maps. The MS4 map is found in Appendix A.

Purpose and Benefit: Knowing the locations of storm water systems and the type of development near them
is the first step in protecting it from pollution sources.

Measure of Success: The MS4 map is reviewed at least annually.

Responsible Staff: GIS administrator

Funding: Stormwater Fee

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

MS4 Map (Available upon request)

Illicit Discharge Detection AND ELIMINATION (IDDE)
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I IDDE-2: Administrative Prohibition of Illicit Discharges

Year Originally Executed: 2003
Last Reviewed: March 28, 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.2,4.2.3.2.1

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Residents, Developers, Contractors, Engineers and Planners

discharges into the municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) and regulated waters. These prohibitions
are founded in the City’s municipal code provisions concerning storm drains, watercourses, and related

environmental protections, which are codified and enforced through Title 13 of the American Fork City Code

and related sections.

The City’s tBb s
ordinance establishes standards and restrictions on non-stormwater discharges, illegal dumping, and

activities that may negatively impact stormwater quality. These provisions have been amended over time to

align with changes in state regulations and MS4 permit requirements issued by the Utah Department of
Environmental Quality, Division of Water Quality.

City code revisions impacting illicit discharge controls and stormwater quality have been adopted in

conjunction with MS4 permit renewal cycles and updates to stormwater regulatory guidance. A summary of

applicable City ordinances that impact stormwater quality and illicit discharge prohibitions is maintained as

part of the City’s code documentation.

Purpose and Benefit: Codifying illicit discharge prohibitions and stormwater quality requirements within the

City Code provides a legal basis for the effective enforcement of prohibitions and ensures compliance with

state and federal permit requirements. This supports protection of water quality and promotes consistent
application of stormwater pollution prevention measures throughout American Fork.

Measure of Success: Maintain a log of ordinance revisions. Reviewed with each permit renewal or change in
the permit according to the Storm Water Management Plan

Responsible Staff: City Attorney in coordination with Assistant Public Works Director and

Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

City Code City Storm Water Ordinance Summary (Appendix B)
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I IDDE-3: Identification and Periodic Reclassification of High Priority IDDE Areas

Year Originally Executed: 2011

Last Reviewed: October 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.3;4.2.3.3.1; 4.2.3.10

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Commercial, Industrial

Description: American Fork City identifies and prioritizes areas within the MS4 that have a higher potential for
illicit discharges based on the likelihood and potential severity of impacts to stormwater quality. Priority areas
are selected using available system knowledge, land use information, infrastructure characteristics, and

historical data.

Factors considered when identifying high-priority IDDE areas include, but are not limited to:

Areas with older stormwater or sanitary infrastructure

Commercial or industrial land uses

Areas with a documented + s-history of illicit

discharges, illegal dumping, or sewer overflows

Drainage areas upstream of sensitive receiving waters

High-priority areas are reviewed and reclassified periodically to reflect changes in land use, infrastructure

condition, inspection findings, and complaint or investigation history. This process supports adaptive

prioritization of IDDE field activities and resource allocation.

Purpose and Benefit: Focusing IDDE monitoring and investigative efforts on higher-risk areas allows the City

to make efficient use of limited resources while improving the likelihood of identifying and eliminating illicit

discharges that could negatively impact water quality.

Measure of Success: High-priority IDDE areas are documented spatially using mapping tools and reviewed
at least annually. Observed illicit discharge locations and investigation results are compared against

identified priority areas to evaluate whether the prioritization accurately reflects field conditions.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Priority Area ldentification Procedures

Supporting Documents: Gis Storm Water Map
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I IDDE-4: Outfall Verification and Screening

Year Originally Executed: 2011

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.3.2-4.2.3.3.4

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Commercial, Institutional, Industrial

Description:

American Fork City conducts outfall verification and screening activities as part of its lllicit Discharge
Detection and Elimination (IDDE) program to identify, investigate, and eliminate illicit discharges and illicit
connections to the municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4).

Stormwater staff implement written procedures to support outfall inspections, dry-weather screening, and
follow-up investigations when potentialillicit discharges are identified. These activities may include visual
observations, field screening, tracing activities, and coordination with other City departments or external
agencies as necessary to determine the source of a discharge.

When anillicit discharge or connection is confirmed, the City takes appropriate corrective actions, which may
include source elimination, enforcement, and documentation consistent with City Code and MS4 permit
requirements. If a discharge is suspected to require additional regulatory coverage, coordination with the
Utah Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) or Utah County Health Department is conducted as

appropriate.

Purpose and Benefit: Outfall verification and screening activities provide a structured approach for
identifying and eliminating illicit discharges and direct sources of pollution, thereby protecting receiving
waters and maintaining compliance with MS4 permit requirements.

Measure of Success:

Documentation of outfall inspections and screening activities

Records of illicit discharge investigations and tracing activities

Reporting to DEQ or Utah County Health Department when required

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures:

IDDE Response Procedures, Outfall and Sump Inspection Procedures, Dye Testing Procedures
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I IDDE-5: Field Response to IDDE Events

Year Originally Executed: 2011

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.4;4.2.3.5; 4.2.3.5.1; 4.2.3.9.1; 4.2.3.12

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Commercial, Institutional, Industrial

Description: American Fork City responds to reported and observed illicit discharges, illicit connections, and

spill events through established field response procedures as part of its Illicit Discharge Detection and
Elimination (IDDE) program.

Stormwater staff implement written Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs to assess reported concerns,

characterize suspected illicit discharges, trace sources of contamination, and take appropriate corrective
actions. Field response activities may include site investigations, visual assessments, system tracing,

coordination with other City departments, and communication with responsible parties.

When anillicit discharge or connection is identified, the City takes action to eliminate the discharge, remove
or correctillicit connections when feasible, and document findings consistent with City Code and MS4 permit
requirements. Coordination with the Utah Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and Utah County
Health Department occurs when required based on the nature of the discharge or spill.

Field response activities also include maintaining stormwater infrastructure as needed to support IDDE
investigations and prevent reoccurrence of illicit discharges.

Purpose and Benefit: To establish procedures for eliminating illicit discharges and direct sources of pollution
in the MS4.

Measure of Success:

Documentation of IDDE investigations and tracing activities

Records of corrective actions taken to eliminate illicit discharges or connections

Coordination and reporting to DEQ or Utah County Health Department when applicable

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Inspector and Storm Water Program Managers

Funding: S W tili
Standard Operating Procedures: Tracking an Illicit Discharge Report, Tracing lllicit Discharges, Sump-
Separator-Manhole Inspections, Video Inspections (TV Camera), Dye Testing, and IDDE Response
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I IDDE-6: Compliance Assistance and Enforcement

Year Originally Executed: 2011

Last Reviewed: March 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.2.1; 4.2.3.6; 4.2.3.6.1; 4.2.3.9.1

Audiences: General Public, Commercial, Institutional, Industrial

Description:

American Fork City implements compliance assistance and enforcement measures to addressiillicit
discharges and illicit connections in accordance with City ordinances and MS4 permit requirements.
Enforcement authority related to illicit discharges is established through the City Code, and City staff apply
professional judgment when determining the appropriate level of response for a given situation.

The City responds to identified illicit discharges using a graduated approach, which may include education,
compliance assistance, and voluntary corrective actions when appropriate. If voluntary compliance is not
achieved, enforcement actions may be escalated consistent with City Code provisions and applicable
enforcement procedures.

Compliance assistance may include communication with responsible parties regarding proper discharge
practices, timelines for corrective action, and requirements for eliminating illicit discharges or connections.
Enforcement actions are used as necessary to ensure protection of stormwater quality and compliance with
regulatory requirements.

Purpose and Benefit: Compliance assistance and enforcement provide effective tools for helping residents,
businesses, institutions, and industrial facilities eliminate sources of illicit discharges, protect water quality,
and maintain compliance with MS4 permit obligations.

Measure of Success: Tracking illicit discharges and follow up activities. This will be reviewed annually
according to the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager
Funding: S W tili

Standard Operating Procedures: lllicit Discharges, Spill/Dumping Response
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IDDE-7: Employee Training about Illicit Discharges, Spills, Illicit Connections and Improper
Disposal

Year Originally Executed: 1998

Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.7;4.2.3.11
Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description: American Fork City provides training to City employees whose job duties have the potential to
affect stormwater quality. Employees across multiple departments may play a role in identifying, preventing,
or responding toillicit discharges, spills, illicit connections, and improper disposal activities.

Stormwater staff, Public Works employees, inspectors, public safety personnel, and other field staff receive
training appropriate to their responsibilities. This training focuses on recognizing indicators of illicit
discharges, understanding proper response and reporting procedures, and preventing stormwater impacts
during routine operations, maintenance activities, construction, and emergency response situations.

Employees whose duties involve work outside or interaction with stormwater infrastructure are encouraged
to report suspected illicit discharges, illegal dumping, or improper disposal practices to Stormwater staff for
investigation and follow-up. Training content may be delivered through in-person instruction SOP review,
safety meetings, onboarding processes, written materials, or sent out through annual training video from HR.

Purpose and Benefit: Annual training keeps staff up to date on critical issues associated with storm water
quality.

Measure of Success: Training logs, Illicit Discharge Reports submitted by employees.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Reporting lllicit Discharges

Supporting Documents:

Employee Training Materials and SOP’s
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I IDDE-8: Publicize a Hotline for Public Reporting of Spills and Other Ilicit Discharges

Year Originally Executed: 2011

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.9;4.3.9.1, 4.2.3.10

Audiences: General Public, Businesses and Institutions

Description: American Fork has established a hotline number (801-404-7167) for reporting illicit discharges.
This number can be found on American Fork’s Storm Water Division website. Recorded messages received at
this number are forwarded to storm water personnel with a goal of responding to calls in a timely fashion.

Purpose and Benefit: The hotline allows City residents and business owners to become the eyes and ears of
the Storm Water Utility in its efforts to halt and eliminate further damages when illicit discharges occur.

Measure of Success: Track the number of phone calls received with the City's telephone system. These will
be reviewed annually according to the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Program Managers under the direction of the Storm Water

Inspector or Storm Water Section Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: IDDE Response and flow chart, Tracking Illicit Discharge Report,
Emergency Spill or Illegal Dumping Hotline, and Spill/Dumping Response Procedure and Flow Chart
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IDDE-9: Promote and Provide Services for the Collection of Household Hazardous
Waste

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.3.8

Audiences: General Public, Commercial, Institutional, Industrial

Description: The city has oil and antifreeze recycled through mechanic shops during routine maintenance as
part of its Fleet Services Section. The city promotes oil and anti-freeze-recycling.

Purpose and Benefit: Eliminating the storage of unused or leftover chemicals and household hazardous
waste lessens the potential for IDDE events.

Measure of Success: fleet maintenance records

Responsible Staff: Fleet Manager

Funding: Fleet Services Section

Standard Operating Procedures: Fleet Operations SOP (available upon request)

Chapter4
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4y MCM 4: Construction Site Storm Water Runoff
Control

The goatpermit requirements for Construction Site Storm Water Runoff Control can be found in

Section 4.2.4 of MEM#4-isthe permit.

A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found on DWQ's Website. The permit
outlines in general the following requirements:

1. Compliance with the General Permit Section for Construction through an ordinance or other regulations.

2. Documentation of enforcement activities including a written enforcement strategy and

Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) related to controtstormrwater+unoffduring- ceasing violations.

3. Develop and implement a plan for the pre-construction-—Fhereview of Storm Water Pollution

Prevention Plans (SWPPPs). a. Review BMPs

b. Include a checklist to evaluate water quality impacts as explained in the drainage

Design Manual

c. Encourage the use of low impact design (LID) and green infrastructure

d. Identify priority construction sites, especially those that directly discharge impaired waters to high quality
waters as identified by the State

e. Receive and consider information and comments submitted by the public on

proposed projects

4. Develop and implement procedures for construction site inspection and enforcement of

SWPPP control measures.

5. Track the preconstruction review, regular inspections, permit violations, and permit termination of
construction sites of one acre or larger and those sites smaller than one acre that are part of a common
plan of development or sale.

6. Train employees and maintain records of training.

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are
summarized in this section.

CSR-1: City of American Fork Ordinances

CSR-2 SWPPP Review Procedures

CSR-3: Construction Site Inspection Procedures

CSR-4: Documentation, Enforcement Strategies and Procedures to respond to Violation of

Ordinance

CSR-5: Tracking of Preconstruction and Construction Storm Water Activities

Tasks in other Minimum Control Measures

PEO-1: Education and Outreach for General Public

PEQ-4: Education and Quitreach for ( ;'!;eg Emg Qyees
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I CSR-1: City of American Fork Ordinances

Year Originally Executed: 2003 revised and amended 2015, 2022

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.1;4.2.4.1.1;4.2.4.1.2; 4.2.4.1.3

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and

Planners

D intion: #4- . I
City of American Fork’s ordinances;design-standards; SOPs;and include code about the use of erosion and
sediment control practices at construction sites disturbing greater than or equal to one acre and to

construction projects of less than one acre that are part of a larger common plan of development or sale.
These projects are governed by the State's General Construction Storm Water Permit. Sites that are smaller
than this are governed by the City's Land Disturbance Permit.

City ordinances require construction operators to prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan:

(SWPPP) and

apply sediment and erosion control BMPs as necessary to protect water quality, reduce the discharge of
pollutants, and control waste in accordance with the SWPPP requirements set forth in the General Permit
Section for Construction Activities.

Additionally, the ordinances address compliance with the UPDES General Storm Water Permit for
construction activities connected with a single lot of housing projects. The ordinance includes a provision
allowing access by qualified personnel to inspect construction of storm water BMPs on private properties that
discharge to the MS4.

Purpose and Benefit: Ordinances supporting the City's storm water programs are vital to ensure the success
of programs that govern and protect the public.

Measure of Success: Evaluate storm water ordinances and draw connections to positive outcomes. This will
be reviewed every time the permit is renewed or changed.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Maintenance Division Manager and City Attorney

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

City Ordinance References

Storm Water Ordinances available online are linked below.

Chapter 13.94

Supporting Documents

American Fork UPDES Construction General Permit Number UTRC00000

American Fork UPDES Common Plan Permit UTRH00000

City of American Fork Land Disturbance Permit Application

American Fork Municipal Code Center




StormWaterManagement

I CSR-2: SWPPP Review Procedures

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.3-4.2.4.3.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and Planners

The City has developed and implemented procedures for pre-construction Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) review and for keeping records for construction sites that disturb greater than or equal to one

acre including projects less than one acre that are part of a larger common plan of development or sale. This

is to ensure plans are complete and in compliance with State and Local regulations. The City also has
procedures in place for sites that are smaller than one acre through its Land Disturbance Permit.

The City conducts pre-construction SWPPP reviews, which include a review of the site design, the planned
operations at the construction site, planned BMPs during the construction phase, and the planned BMPs to
be used to manage runoff created after development

These procedures consider potential water quality impacts and use a checklist. Priority construction sites

shall consider soil erosion potential, site slope, project size and type, sensitivity of receiving water bodies,

proximity to receiving water bodies, non-storm water discharges and past record of non-compliance by the

operators of the construction site. The review also identifies priority construction sites that discharge directly

into or immediately upstream of waters that the State recognizes as impaired or as high-quality.

Purpose and Benefit: Creating procedures and checklists allow for uniform review of sites based on agreed

upon objective criteria. This consistency should lead to better compliance as contractors, developers and
engineers are able to recognize patterns applicable to sites throughout the City.

Measure of Success: Maintain a file of reviewed and approved SWPPPs on the American Fork server,

deficiencies discovered by these reviews, and the actions taken to remedy these deficiencies. Reviewed
during Development Review Comments DRC

Responsible Staff: Stormwater Manager and Storm Water Inspector

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Preconstruction SWPPP Review (Available upon request)

Other References

Checklist: SWPPP Review

American Fork Preferred BMP List
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I CSR-3: Construction Site Inspection Procedures

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2026

Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.4-4.2.4.4.4

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens
Audiences: MS4 Staff

The City has developed and implemented a program for inspecting construction sites for compliance with
storm water regulations. Those sites that disturb an area larger than one acre or that are part of a common

plan of development or sale are governed by procedures that are defined by the General Storm Water Permit
section 4.2.4.

Activities are carried out using the State's Oversight Construction Stormwater Inspection Form

(Checklist). Those smaller than one acre are governed by the City's Land Disturbance Permit.

Purpose and Benefit: Creating procedures and checklists allow for uniform review of sites based on agreed
upon objective criteria. This consistency should lead to better compliance as contractors, developers, and
engineers are able to recognize patterns applicable to sites throughout the City.

Measure of Success: Maintain a file of SWPPP inspections on the American Fork Asset Management System.

Include a record of deficiencies during these inspections and the actions taken to remedy these deficiencies.
Reviewed annually.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Construction Site Inspections SOP

Other Resources:

American Fork SWPPP Inspection list (Available upon request)




StormWaterManagement

CSR-4: Documentation, Enforcement Strategies, and Procedures to respond to Violation of

Ordinance

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2026

Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.2;4.2.4.2.1;4.2.4.2.2;4.2.4.4.5;4.2.5.2-4.2.5.2.1

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff

The City has developed a program to track enforcement actions related to compliance with regulations

governing storm water discharges from construction sites. This includes a series of escalating actions that

are meant to increase the probability of compliance. The system is identified in the Criminal and Civil

Enforcement Strategy SOP and includes actions ranging from verbal warnings to civil and criminal penalties.

A key component of this effort is the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan tracking program developed by

the City's stormwater staff. The Storm Water Manager uses this program to track inspections and
enforcement actions related to construction activities.

Purpose and Benefit: Creating procedures and checklists allow for consistent enforcement and

documentation of deficiencies. This should lead to better compliance as contractors, citizens of American

Fork, developers and engineers are able to recognize consistent enforcement of deficiencies at sites
throughout the City.

Measure of Success: Annual review of enforcement actions and remedies according to the

Storm Water Management Plan.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and Storm Water Inspector
Funding: S W tili

Standard Operating Procedures: Enforcement Strategy SOP (Available upon request)

City Ordinance References

Storm Water Ordinances available online




StormWaterManagement

I CSR-5: Tracking of Preconstruction and Construction Storm Water Activities

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.4.6

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash, Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and Planners

Description: The City has developed programs to track preconstruction and construction of storm water
activities. The Development Tracking program developed by all the City's Department tracks site plan reviews.

The Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan tracking program developed by the City's Stormwater Department
tracks SWPPP inspections and enforcement.

The Storm Water Manager uses these programs to track inspections and enforcement actions related to
construction activities.

Purpose and Benefit: Tracking preconstruction and construction of storm water activities allows for
consistent enforcement of storm water regulations. It also allows for review of items such as common

violations.

Measure of Success: Annual review of data collected compared to previous years according to the Storm
Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Inspector

Funding: S w il




StormWaterManagement

Standard Operating Procedures: Enforcement Strategy SOP (Available upon request)

Other Resources:

Public Citation warning handout notice form (Available upon request)




StormWaterManagement

MCM 5: Long-Term Storm Water Management in New
Development and Redevelopment

(Post-Construction Storm Water Management)

5} The permit requirements for Long-Term Storm Water Management in New Development and
Redevelopment (Post-Construction Storm Water Management) can be found in Section 4.2.5. of the permit.
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2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $3:724 $3873 $4028  $4189  $4357
OtherCests $56 0 S S22 $eS $FS
Total Costs $3:874 = $4029 2 $4190 2 $4358 2 $4:532

A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found at DWQ’s Website. The permit
outlines in general the following requirements:

Permittee’s new development/redevelopment program must have requirements or standards to ensure that any
storm water controls or management practices for new development and redevelopment will prevent or
minimize impact on water quality. BMPs must be selected to address pollutants known to be discharged or have
potential to be discharged from site.

2. Develop and adopt an ordinance or other regulatory mechanism that requires long-term post-construction
of storm water controls at new developments and redevelopment sites. The ordinance or other regulatory
mechanisms shall apply, at a minimum, to develop and redevelop sites that discharge to the MS4 that disturb

greater than or equal to one acrefFundineg:








































2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $539 $561 $583 $606 $631
OtherCeosts $4;500 $4;680 $4:867 $5;062 $5;264
TFotal Costs $55039 $5;244 $5:450 $5;668 $5,895
Funding:S Water UtilitvFund
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2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $968 $1;007 $1;047 $1;089
OtherCeosts $0 $0 $0 $0
Total-Costs $968 $15007 $15047 $15089










2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $539 $564 $583 $606 $631
OtherCests $2;400 $2;496 $2;596 $2;700 $2;808
Fotal-Ceosts $2,939 $3,057 $3,179 $3,306 $3:438
FundineS Water Utilitv Eund
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EaberCests $6;076 $6;:319 $6:572 $6;835
OtherCosts $5;000 $5;200 $5;408 $5:624
Fotal-Ceosts $11,076 $11;519 $11,980 $12:459
FundineS Water Utilitv Eund










$75632  $7937 = $8;255
















CostSummars
2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
OtherCosts $6 $60 SO $0 $0
Total Costs $5:586 $5:809 $6:042 $6:283 $6;535



















2022 2023 2025 2026
LaberCeosts $H47 $153 $t65 $172
OtherCosts $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Costs $147 $153 $165 $172
Funding-S " Utititv Famd














































2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $2:744 $2:854 $2,968 $3,087 $3.210
OtherCeosts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TFotal Costs $2;744 $2,854 $2,968 $3,087 $3;210
Fumding:S " Utititv Fomd



















2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCeosts $784 $815 $848 $882 $917
OtherCosts $0 $0 SO s “o























































CeostSummans
2023 2024 2025 2026
LaborCosts el Lok et $5713
OtherCosts Lb S0 $6 $0
$510 $530 $5514 $573







2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $510 $530 $554 $573
OtherCosts $0 $0 $0 $0
$510 $530 $551 $573










2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
OtherCosts $0 S0 S0 sd $0
Fandine:S Water Utilitse Bund










2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
OtherCosts $0 SO SO s “o

$39;200 $46,768 2 $42399 2 $44:095 2 $45858










2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $23.520 $24:461 $25:439 $26;457 325515
OtherCeosts $1:250 $1300 $1352 $1406 $H462
TFotal Costs $24;770 $25;761 $26,791 $27:863 $28,977
FundingsS " Utititw Feimd
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CostSummary
2022 2022 2024 2025 2026
Labor Costs 57.840 L el L L
e e $7:840 $25:454 $26;160 $27:206 $28;295
E lines S W Utilitv Fund



















CeostSummans
2022 2022 2024 2025 2026
e e et L S s $12382
OtherCosts Lb s SO $0 $0
] $10:584 $H-007 $H-448 $H-906 $12,382
E Jine: S W Utilitv Fund










2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $1;960 $2,038 $2:120 $2:205 $2:293
OtherCeosts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TFotal Costs $1,960 $2,038 $2;120 $2;205 $2;293
Fumding:S " Utititv Fomd




+-0-acre, including projects less than one acre that are part of athe larger common plan of
development or sale afterconstruction:







2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
EaberCests $588 S642 $636 $661+ $688
OtherCeosts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Costs $588 $612 $636 $661 $688
Funding-S " Utititv Famd










2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
EaberCests $2;058 $2:140 $2:226 $2.315 $2;408
OtherCeosts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Fotal-Costs $2,058 $2;140 $2;226 $2;315 $2,408
FundingsS " Utititw Feimd










2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
EaberCests $3:332 $3;465 $3,604 $3:748 $3;898
OtherCeosts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Fotal-Costs $3;332 $3;465 $3;604 $3,748 $3,898
Funding:S Water UtilitvFund




acre. The ordinance or other regulatory mechanism shall require BMP selection, design, installation,
operation; and maintenance standards necessary to protect water quality and reduce the discharge of
pollutants to the MS4. ttatse-inctudesPermittee shall implement an enforcement strategy and anappeats

processimplement the enforcement provisions of the ordinance or other regulatory mechanism.







2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
EaberCests $8:232 $8:564+ $8;904 $9:260 $9;630
OtherCeosts $1200 $1248 $1298 $+350 $+404
Total-Costs $9,432 $9,809 $10,202 $10,610 $11,034
Fumding:S " Utititv Fomd




Americanfork-City wittdocumenthow-the long-term storm water BMPs were selected;the

b. The pollutant removal performance-expected from the selected BMPs;and-the

c. The technical basis whictithat supports the performance claims for the selected BMPs.




























CostSummary
2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Labor Costs §392 $408 S S $459
OtherCosts S0 L L SO SO
e et $392 $408 $424 $444 $459
F finesS AL Gtititv-F |
134 @ AMERICAN FORK



Pescription:-AmericantorkCity-witt3. Permittee is required to adopt and implement procedures for site plan

reviews which evaluate potential water quality impacts. The procedures shall apply through the life of the

project from conceptual design to project closeout.

4. Permittee must maintain an inventory of all post-construction structural sterm-water control measures
installed and implemented at new development and redeveloped sitessited that disturb greater than or equal
to tone acre, including projects less than +one acre thatarepartofbut contribute to a larger commonptanof

agevetop c O atew O vety tH1O atc ate a otr—eqgta O d B V Oty C

. Short description of each storm water control measure (type, number, design or performance

specifications};)

135 @ AMERICAN FORK



MCM#5: POST-CONSTRUCTHON STORM-WATERMANAGEMENT

of—— maintenance— requirements— (frequency———of——— or required
maintenance and inspections};atie)

. Short— description

. Inspection information (date, findings, follow up activities, prioritization of follow-up activities,
compliance status}z)

5. Permittees shall ensure that all staff involved in post-construction storm water management, including those

that conduct plan reviews, annual maintenance inspections, and enforcement, receive appropriate training.
Training shall be provided or made available for staff in the fundamentals of long-term storm water
management using structural and non-structural control methods. Training records must be kept and
included, at a minimum, dates, activities or course description, and names and positions of staff in
attendance. The permittee shall ensure that all new hires are trained within 60 days of hire and annually
thereafter, at a minimum. Follow-up training shall be provided as needed to address changes in procedures,
methods, or staffing. (4.2.5.5)

The City of American Fork has implemented tasks to meet the requirements of this MCM, which are summarized
in this section.

LTM-1: City of American Fork Ordinances

LTM-2: Water Quality Protection Documentation

LTM-3: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan Review

LTM-4: Hydrologic Method

LTM-5: Site Plan Review Procedures

LTM-6: Site Inspection for Post-Construction Storm Water Management Compliance

LEM-7: Post-Construction Storm Water Management Structure Inventory

Tasks in other Minimum Control Measures

CSR-4: Documentation, Enforcement Strategies and Procedures to respond to Violation of

Ordinance (4.2.5.2.1, 4.2.3.6)

PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees (4.2.1.5, 4.2.1.6)




MCM#5: POST-CONSTRUCTHON STORM-WATERMANAGEMENT

I LTM-1: City of American Fork Ordinances

Year Originally Executed: 2003, revised and amended 2015, 2020

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.2.

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens.

Audiences: MS4 Staff, General Public, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and

Planners

Description: City of American Fork Code includes ordinances about the use of BMPs needed to protect water
guality from all new development and redevelopment sites. These City ordinances govern the selection, design,
installation, operation and maintenance of long-term/post-construction BMPs. City code encourages the use of
non-structural BMPs by reference to a City approved BMP manual. It also encourages the use of a Low Impact
Development (LID) approach for handling storm water. American Fork requires documentation of LID and BMPs
considered and the reasons for choosing the practices or explanations of what prevents the use of LID for each
development or redevelopment project. City ordinances also require inspection and maintenance of long-term
storm water management structures as needed. In addition, maintenance agreements are required so that
property owners can be held accountable for keeping BMPs in good working order.

Purpose and Benefit: Ordinances supporting the City's storm water program are vital to ensure the success of
programs that govern and protect the public.

Measure of Success: Evaluate the ordinance and draw connections to positive outcomes when the permit is
renewed or changed according to the Storm Water Management Plan .







Responsible Agents—in—€City: Pubtic Works Director,Sewer—andStaff: Storm Water Divisiort
Manager, City Engineer:







CeostSummans
2022 2022 2024 2025 2026
e e L L L L $2:40%
OtherCosts $6 s SO $0 $0
] $2:058 $2:140 $2:226 $2:345 $2:408
E Jine: S W Utilitv Fund




Standard Operating Procedures: None

City Ordinance References:

Storm Water Ordinances available online are linked below.

Chapter 16

City Storm Water Ordinance Summary (See Appendix B)

Supporting Documents




MCM#5: POST-CONSTRUCTHON STORM-WATERMANAGEMENT

Storm Water Maintenance Agreement (Available upon request) Storm Water Questionnaire (Available upon
request or online)
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I LTM-2: Water Quality Protection Documentation

Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.2.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens.

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers, Planners

Description:

b Selecting specific long-term storm water BMPs for recommendation has been a challenge due to the
lack of data on the effectiveness and pollutants removal rates from studies that have been completed in Utah.
The City of American Fork recommends developers consider Low Impact Development (LID) through the use of

the Utah Department of Water Quality's (UDWQ) manual, a thgitatcopyon-the-City-websiteGuide to Low
Impact Development within Utah. Additional resources can be found at the International Storm Water BMP
Database and the EPA's National Menu of Best Management Practices (BMPs) for Storm Water. The preceding
websites list expected removal rates from a variety of BMPs and the technical basis and studies which support
these performance claims. Developers must design BMPs to treat storm water with a goal of reducing pollutants
in the receiving water bodies. BMPs should address removal of phosphorus, total suspended solids, and other
site specific target pollutants. Proposed BMPs will be evaluated by City staff to verify selected BMPs will target
reduction of site specific pollutants.

Purpose and Benefit: Creating procedures and checklists allow for uniform review of sites based on agreed
upon objective criteria. This consistency should lead to better compliance as contractors, developers and
engineers are able to recognize patterns applicable to sites throughout the City.

Measure of Success: The number of new and redeveloped sites that implement LID features. Responsible Staff:

Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Inspector and City Engineer

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

See Links to: A Guide to Low Impact Development within Utah.

International Storm Water BMP Database

EPA’s National Menu of Best Management Practices for Storm Water.

City of American Fork BMP Manual.
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I LTM-3: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan Review

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation:4.2.5.3.; 4.2.5.3.1; 4.2.5.3.2.

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens
Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description:

Development can alter landscapes by increasing imperviousness (i.e. roofs, driveways, parking lots) and

changing drainage patterns, thereby increasing the volume and velocity of runoff from the site. Increased volume

leads to degradation of receiving water and increases the occurrence of flooding. Storm water from developed

impervious areas can also contain a variety of pollutants that are detrimental to water quality, such as sediment,
nutrients, road salts, heavy metals, pathogenic bacteria, and petroleum hydrocarbons.

Considering water quality impacts early in the design process can provide long-term water quality benefits. New

development projects on undeveloped land offer many opportunities to reduce storm water runoffs from the site.

Redevelopment projects, which replace existing development and are typically in more urban areas, usually have
less land area available for storm water controls.

The City of American Fork as a Phase Il regulated municipality, has developed ordinances which require property

owners and operators to include a combination of structural and non-structural BMPs. The ordinances also
ensure adequate long-term operation and maintenance of BMPs. The City needs to thoroughly review

development plans and supporting documents for each site to ensure that they minimize negative impacts on
water quality after construction is complete.

The City will regularly review and update design guidance documents written by MS4 staff that are provided to

design professionals. These design guidance documents are an additional resource that are specific to storm
water design considerations in American Fork. If mass mailings are distributed to design professionals, the date
and list of recipients will be recorded.

Purpose and Benefit: Plan reviews allow for the evaluation of selected BMPs and guidance for developers from
planning to construction, to long-term maintenance.

Measure of Success: Review site plan and subdivision reviews, deficiencies discovered by these

reviews and the actions taken to remedy these deficiencies according to the Storm Water

Management Plan. These reviewed site plans are found on American Fork's server.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Inspector and City Planner.
Funding: S W Utili

Standard Operating Procedures: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan & Maintenance

Agreement Review (Available upon request)

Supporting Documents:

International Stormwater BMP Database
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| LTM-4: Hydrologic Method

Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.1.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and Planners

Description:

The use of hydrologic analysis in the design of storm water facilities for new developments and redevelopment

sites has been a part of the preconstruction process for many years at the City of American Fork. The standards

used have been selected by the Engineering Department under the direction of the City Engineer. The hydrologic

methods that can be used in calculation of run-off volumes are listed in American Fork's Storm Water Design

Manual.

The Storm Water Staff provide guidance in the process, ensuring that UPDES standards of
management/retention are met. Each site design submitted to the City will require technical rationale should

retention, or pretreatment requirements be infeasible for a given site. Exemptions can be obtained if retention or

pretreatment is not feasible due to site constraints such as- poor percolation, high groundwater levels, etc. The

City Engineer will use engineering judgment to determine if the exemption request will be accepted or denied on

a case-by-case basis. If an exemption is accepted, developers will be required to provide a plan to the City

Engineer for approval. The plan should identify the means by which water quality will be protected and volume
control standards met.

Purpose and Benefit: Reducing runoff from sites and encouraging infiltration, evapotranspiration and/or reuse

of storm water allows for groundwater recharge and minimizes potentially adverse impacts to downstream
waters.

Measure of Success: Design engineers use our preferred storm water calculation methods

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and
City Engi
Funding: S W Utili

Standard Operating Procedures: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan & Maintenance

Agreement Review (Available upon request)

Supporting Documents:

Utah DEQ Guide to Low Impact Development within Utah

American Fork Stormwater Technical Manual




MCM#5: POST-CONSTRUCTHON STORM-WATERMANAGEMENT

I LTM-5: Site Plan Review Procedures

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.3.;4.2.5.3.1; 4.2.5.3.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Contractors, Developers, Engineers

Description: The City reviews site plans to ensure that any storm water controls or management practices for
new development and redevelopment will prevent or minimize negative impacts on water quality. This process
involves the technical development review with engineering, Public Works, and public safety. This review
promotes non-structural BMPs such as minimizing disturbance areas, preserving areas deemed important for
water quality benefits, implementing flood control, and protecting natural resources. The review process
requires the evaluation of proposed LID that implements infiltration, evapotranspiration, and storm water
harvesting in accordance with state regulations. If LID is determined not to be feasible, documentation
explaining site limitations must be submitted to the development review committee for review and approval prior
to construction. BMPs will be reviewed to ensure that they will address anticipated pollutants from the
developed site. Additionally, this process of preconstruction and review meetings is a time to review storm water
maintenance agreements.

Purpose and Benefit: The best way to integrate long-term storm water quality measures into a site is during
planning and review.

Measure of Success: Document the number of sites evaluated, and the measures used to address the issues
with these site plans. This will be reviewed annually according to the Storm Water Management Plan.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and
City Engi
Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: Long-Term Storm Water Management Plan Review

(Available upon request)

Supporting Documents

American Fork’s Long-Term Stormwater Management Plan

All documents are listed on the stormwater American Fork webpage




MCM#5: POST-CONSTRUCTHON STORM-WATERMANAGEMENT

I LTM-6: Site Inspection for Post-Construction Storm Water Management

Compliance
Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.2.3; 4.2.5.2.4; 4.2.5.2.5

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Developers, Contractors, Business Owners

Description:

The City has a process to verify the proper installation and maintenance of long-term storm water management
controls. The post-construction installation inspection is completed by the City Storm Water Manager and/or a
City Engineer. This inspection is completed before final construction approval and all items of concern noted
during the inspection must be addressed by the developer before a certificate of occupancy will be granted by

the City.

Henceforth, each property owner who has signed the Storm Water Inspection and Maintenance Agreement
(SWIMA), shall submit to the City a storm water maintenance inspection report that is completed by a qualified
inspector. These reports are recorded by the Storm Water Manager to the American Fork Server. The City will
then inspect each site that is bound by a LTSWMP for a minimum of once every five years with the goal of every
other year during permit cycle.

Purpose and Benefit: Properly installed and maintained storm water controls ensure long-term benefits are
extended to the full life expectancy of the measures.

Measure of Success: Document the number of sites evaluated, and the measures used to address the issues

with these sites. This will be reviewed annually according to the Storm Water Management Plan .

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Stormwater Inspector ,and City Engineer
Funding: S W Utili

Standard Operating Procedures: Post-Construction, Maintenance Inspections

(Available upon request)

Supporting Documents: Storm Water Inspection and Maintenance Agreement (Available upon request)

Long-Term Storm Water Management Maintenance Inspection Report Form




MCM#5: POST-CONSTRUCTHON STORM-WATERMANAGEMENT

I LTM-7: Post-Construction Storm Water Management Structure Inventory

Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.5.4.;4.2.5.4.1.; 4.2.5.4.2

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Developers
D R

During the development review process, a long-term storm water BMP or grading and drainage map is collected
from the developer. This BMP map shows the location of all permanent storm water structures.

Post-construction, an "as-built" long-term storm water BMP map is requested in digital format. This data is then
used to update the City's storm water GIS inventory.

The City will monitor its current inventory of post-construction storm water management structures and collect
information on all such existing structures. A GIS map with related databases will track the description,
maintenance requirements and inspection of information regarding sites that require a Long-term Storm Water
Management Plan. This GIS and related database will be reviewed frequently to update necessary information.

Purpose and Benefit: A database allows for proper tracking of the maintenance and inspections of long-term
management structures and ensures greater compliance with maintenance expectations.

Measure of Success: An accurate storm water structure inventory in American Fork's GIS database with reports
on related maintenance and inspection activities. This will be reviewed annually according to the Storm Water
Management Plan.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager and

GIS Specialist

2} Funding: Storm Water UtilityVerification-of mait .
3y Verification-e . e







Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

GIS database information (Available upon request)

Chapter 6 (CSR)




426 MCM 6: Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping
for Municipal Operations

ate-The permit requirements for Pollution Prevention and

Good Housekeeping for Municipal

Operations can be found in Section 4.2.6 of the permit.

A copy of the General Permit for Discharges from Small MS4s can be found at DWQO's Website. The permit
outlines in general the following requirements:

1. Develop and keep a current written inventory of Permittee-owned or operated facilities owned-by the-City;
inetudin T i of-therisks-and storm water controls.
Permittees shall assess this written inventory for their potential to discharge typical urban pollutants-to

storm water. The Permittee must identify

Eguipmentstorage-andmaintenance"high-priority" facilities or operations that have a high potential to

generate storm water

pollutants. The Permittee shall develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution

Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or similar type of document for each "high-priority" facility.
2. Conduct the following inspections at "high priority" facilities:

a. Monthly visual inspections

b. Semi-annual comprehensive inspections

c. Annualvisual observation of storm water discharges

3 Develop and implement Standard Operating Procedures to protect water quality at each of

the facilities

< », 7

gs;restrooms; owned or operated by the Permittee and te= =
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. a. Use, storage; and disposal of chemicals;

. b. Storage of salt, sand, gravel, landscaping materials, asphalt; and other materials;
. c. Waste and trash management;
. d. Cleaning, washing, painting; and maintenance activities including cleaning of maintenance

equipment, building exteriors, and trash containers;

. e. Sweeping roads and parking lots;

. f. Proper application, storage, and disposal of fertilizer, pesticides, and herbicides and minimizing their
use;

e g. Lawn maintenance and landscaping activities including proper disposal of lawn €tippifagsclipping

and vegetation;

e I tedint
. h. Proper disposal of peStpet wastes;

® 1. Vehicle maintenance and repair activities including: use of drip pans and absorbents under or around
teakingleaky vehicles and equipment;

. J. Vehicle/equipment storage including storing indoors where feasible;
. k. Vehicle fueling including placing fueling areas under cover in order to minimize exposure where
feasible;

1. Road and parking lot maintenance, including: pothole repair, pavement marking,

. sealing, and repattifigrepaving;

. m. Cold weather operations, including plowing, sanding, application of deicing compounds, and
maintenance of snow disposal areas;

n. Right-of-way maintenance, including mowing—atiet, herbicide and pesticide

16t @ AMERICAN FORK



. application;

. 0. Municipally--sponsored events such as large outdoor festivals, parades, or street fairs; and the clean-

up following these events;

. p. Regular inspection, cleaning, and repair of storm water conveyance and structural storm water

controls;

e g. Graffiti removal; and




2022 2023 2024 @ 2025 2026







Responsibte-AgentsinCity: Pubtic Works Bireetor;r. Any activities or operations not listed above that

would reasonably be expected to discharge contaminated runoff

4. Maintain an €ity
















2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCosts $5.880 $6,115 $6,360 $6.614 $6.879
OtherCosts $0 SO SO s “o
FemdingS " Sttt Fond
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LaberCests $9.800 $16:192 $10.600 $H-024 $H-465
OtherCosts $0 Le $0 Lo 50
Femdimg: Water Uit Fand










2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
LaberCests $12:544 $13,046 $13.568 $H4:H0 $14:675
OtherCeosts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total-Costs $12;544 $13;046 $13,568 $14;10 $14;675
Fumding:S " Utititv Foand




Pescription:Updateinventoryandmapping of all floor drains irtinside all eityPermittee-owned andor operated

facitittesandbuildings. The inventory must be kept current. The Permittee must ensure that all floor drains
discharge to the-appropriate tocationlocations.

Audience: Cityoperationsand-5. Assess the effectiveness of flood management structural controls for water
quality and
hydrologic performance. Suggest improvements to these structures can provide significant improvements to
water quality.

6. Assure that City construction projects follow the requirements of the General UPDES Permits for Storm
Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activities.

7. Train City employees responsible for the construction, operation or maintenance staff-associated-withthe
city-owned-andoperated—of

facilities, structures, vehicles or equipment likely to affect storm water quality.

Responsibte-Agents—in-—City: Pubtic- WorksDirector,; The City Engineer;-Sewer-and-Storm
AL BivisionM _CityFacitities M :
















BWE Bivision of Water-Oua
5BE Mot Disel 5 . Eh i atiom e

[l [l 4+ M ] +
LUWTITIpaC U UCTVTLIUPDTITCTTU

MCM—, which are summarized in this section.

PPGH-1: City of American Fork Facility Inventory

PPGH-2: High-Priority Facility Inspections

PPGH-3: Standard Operating Procedures for Good Housekeeping and Municipal Operations

PPGH-4: Floor Drain Inventory

PPGH-5: Flood Management Control Assessment

PPGH-6: Public Construction Project Compliance

PPGLH-Z Oversight of Contractors Performing Municipal Maintenance

PPGH-8: Retrofit Plan

Tasks in other Minimum Control MeastreMeasures

PEO-4: Education and Outreach for City Employees (4.2.6.10)
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I PPGH-1: City of American Fork Facility Inventory

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.6;4.2.6.1;4.2.6.2; 4.2.6.3;4.2.6.4

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens
Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description:—Municipats

The City maintains a list of all City owned and operated facilities including city buildings (offices), equipment

storage and maintenance facilities, landscape maintenance facilities, parking lots, golf courses, swimming
pools..

Regular assessments are made of the impact of each facility on storm water quality based on the presence of
potential pollutants. Through these assessments, the City has determined that its Public Works Complex along
with Fox Hollow Golf Course Maintenance Shed should be considered a "high-priority" facility. Designated City
owned maintenance sheds are also considered "high-priority" facilities and are regulated as such. The City has
developed a Storm SewerSystemNA—NotAppticabteWater Pollution Prevention Plan to help manage the
Public Works Complex facility's potential impacts on storm water quality. Fox Hollow maintenance shed was
determined a "high-priority" facility through the 2013 DWQ audit process.

NOt—Noticeof intent
NOT Noti et L

RSH——-RegisteredPurpose and Benefit: This inventory will ensure that City facilities are regularly reviewed to
minimize adverse impacts of City operations on storm water quality.

Measure of Success: Review of City facility inventory will be done annually. IDDE incidents are properly
reviewed with follow up, and an up-to-date facility inventory list is kept.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Managers, Storm Water Inspector, Storm Water

Division Manager and Assistant Director of Public Works.
Funding: S W JtilityRSR Regi SWPPP-Revi
RS Rei SWPPP W

SoP—

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

City of American Fork Facility Inventory (available upon request)
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I PPGH-2: High Priority Facility Inspections

Year Originally Executed: 20011

Last Reviewed: February 2025
Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.5; 4.2.6.5.1; 4.2.6.5.2; 4.2.6.5.3

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens
Audiences: MS4 Staff

The City conducts the following inspections on High-Priority Facilities, in accordance with the permit:

1. Monthly visual inspections to look for evidence of spills that could come in contact with precipitation runoff

2. Semi-annual comprehensive inspections to review all storm water controls, waste storage areas, equipment

maintenance/fueling areas, material handling areas and similar pollutant generating areas.

3. Annual visual observation of storm water discharges where discharges are observed for irregularities
(discoloration, foam, sheen, turbidity) that may indicate polluted runoff

Purpose and Benefit: Regular inspections of areas that have the potential to lead to polluted runoff can
minimize the potential of polluted discharges.

Measure of Success: Completed and filed inspection reports including follow up actions each time inspections
are completed.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Managers

Funding: Storm Water Utility
Standard Operating Procedures: High Priority Inspections Weekly and Quarterly inspection SOP
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PPGH-3: Standard Operating Procedures for Good Housekeeping and Municipal
Operations

Year Originally Executed: 2011

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.6; 4.2.6.6.1; 4.2.6.6.2; 4.2.6.6.3; 4.2.6.6.4; 4.2.6.6.5; 4.2.6.6.6;

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description: The City has developed and implemented Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) to address storm
water concerns related to municipal operations. The following topics are all addressed in the City's SOPs.

1. City Buildings and Facilities

a. Storage and Disposal of Chemicals

b. Spill Prevention and Cleanup Plans

c. Dumpsters and Waste ManagementProgram

SWPPP-StormWaterd. Cleaning and Washing Activities

e. Painting and Maintenance Activities

2. Material Storage Areas

3. Heavy Equipment storage areas and maintenance areas

4. High Priority Area Maintenance

5. Parks and Open Space

a. Application, Storage and Disposal of Fertilizer, Pesticides and Herbicides b. Sediment and Erosion Control

c. Lawn Maintenance and Landscaping Activities

1. Disposal of Lawn Clippings and Vegetation

11. Selection of Alternative Landscaping Materials d. Waste management

e. Building Exterior and Equipment Cleaning i. Graffiti Removal

f. Other Pollution Prevention PtantBbS—FotatBissotved-Sotidsand Good Housekeeping Practices

6. Pet Wastes

7. Vehicle and Equipment

a. Storage of Vehicles Awaiting repair

b. Washing of Vehicles

8. Roads, Highways, and Parking Lots

a. Street and Parking Lot Sweeping

b. Asphalt and Concrete Maintenance

1. Pothole Repairs

11. Pavement Marking
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111. Sealing & Repaving

c. Cold Weather Operations

1. Plowing
11. Sanding

111. Deicing Compounds

iv. Snow Disposal Area Maintenance

d. Right-of-Way Maintenance (see Landscaping Maintenance in Parks Section)

e. City Sponsored Event Management (Steel Days, Freedom Festival, etc.)

9. Storm Water Collection and Conveyance System

a. Video Inspections

b. Cleaning, Maintenance, Repairs

c. Other Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping Practices d. Structural BMPs

1. Swales

11. Detention Basins

e. Disposal of materials removed from catch basins, detention basins, and by street sweeping operations

10. Other Facilities and Operations

a. City of American Fork Fire Training Activities

Purpose and Benefit: SOPs lead to standard applications of policies and procedures.

Measure of Success: The MS4 successfully incorporates all SOPs and reviews them annually. SOPs lead to a
reduction in pollutant loads found in storm water.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Managers, Storm Water Inspector
Funding: S W Utili

Standard Operating Procedures: SOPs available here
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I PPGH-4: Floor Drain Cleaning

Year Originally Executed: 2010

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.6.6

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens
Audiences: MS4 Staff

Description: The City maintains all interior floor drains. All drains have been tested to make sure that they drain
to the sanitary sewer.

Purpose and Benefit: Floor drains could be direct conduits for pollutants to enter storm drain systems if not

properly plumbed..

Measure of Success: This maintenance will be reviewed annually. A clean floor drain ensures that no waste
waters reach storm water infrastructures or allowed to percolate into the ground untreated.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Assistant Public Work Director

Funding: Storm Water Utility

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents: None

2026 6-7




StormWaterManagement

I PPGH-5: Flood Management Control Assessment

Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.8; 4.2.6.8.1

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff, Engineers, Construction Contractors, Developers and Planners

D T

Successful implementation of any BMP is dependent on the following:

e Effective training of municipal employees working in both fixed facilities and field programs.

* Regular inspections of fixed facilities, field programs, and treatment controls.

® Maintenance of treatment controls as needed to ensure proper functioning.

e Periodic evaluation/monitoring of BMP performance consistent with the UPDES permit requirements.

e Correct deficiencies in BMP implementation noted during inspections.

e Keep accurate records of inspections, training, monitoring, and BMP maintenance. Maintenance of
treatment controls and drainage conveyance systems (e.g. detention basins, sumps, catch basins, etc.)
including regular inspections are needed to maintain efficient pollutant reduction. If treatment control of
BMPs is not properly maintained, BMP effectiveness is reduced and water quality deteriorates. The
following are steps to be taken to ensure that new and

existing BMPs work properly:

e Special attention will be directed toward ensuring proper maintenance procedures are implemented.

* Regular inspections of facilities or programs including compliance with BMP

maintenance requirements.

e Visual monitoring will occur at key outfalls and at selected conveyance system structures to assess long-
term BMP effectiveness. Should any observed problems be identified

(e.g., color, foam, sheen, turbidity) that can be associated with pollutant sources, then analytical testing will be
conducted to determine the cause of the problem and the potential source identified.

e Develop and enforce ordinances, procedures, and mechanisms that maintain the effectiveness of BM

Purpose and Benefit: Reducing runoff from sites and encouraging the infiltration, evapotranspiration, and/or
reuse of storm water allows for groundwater recharge and minimizes potentially adverse impacts to downstream
waters.

Measure of Success: Document the number of sites evaluated, and the measures used to address the issues
with these sites. This will be reviewed annually.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager or designee, and City Engineer

Funding: Storm Water Utility
Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

Construction Standards & Specifications
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I PPGH-6: Public Construction Project Compliance

Year Originally Executed: 2003

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals;
Litter/Trash; Debris; Pathogens

Audiences: MS4 Staff
D R

The City ensures that construction projects that the City manages and controls follow the same practices as
those undertaken by private entities. See MCM 4 for details and UPDES Permit No. UTR090000 section 4.2.4.

Purpose and Benefit: The City seeks to set the proper example for contractors, engineers and developers in their
compliance with storm water construction regulations.

Measure of Success: All City projects have a SWPPP on file and the plan is executed properly.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Manager, Storm Water Inspector, and
City Engi
Funding: S W Utili

Standard Operating Procedures: Refer to MCM 4
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I PPGH-7: Oversight of Contractors Performing Municipal Maintenance

Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.7; 4.2.6.10

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens
Audiences: MS4 Staff, Contractors
D ibtion:TSST S rectSotids TMDI
T M Dai

YESWEUtahCounty

The City contracts with private providers for various maintenance needs. The City ensures that its employees are
trained on issues relating to their jobs and the potential for exposure of storm water runoff to pollutants.
Contractors will be held to the same requirements as the City by staff responsible for overseeing contracted
projects.

Purpose and Benefit: Contractors working for the City should be held to the same standards as

MS4 staff

Measure of Success: Annual contractor training log. This training will be given annually to local contractors.

Responsible Staff: Storm Water Inspector, Storm Water Manager,

Funding: Storm Water €esatittionr UBbOt+—Utah Departmentof FransportationUtility
Standard Operating Procedures: None
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| PPGH-8: Retrofit Plan

Year Originally Executed: 2016

Last Reviewed: February 2025

Reference Regulation: 4.2.6.9

Target Pollutants: Nutrients; Hydrocarbons; Heavy Metals; Sediment; Toxic Chemicals; Litter/Trash; Debris;
Pathogens
Audiences: MS4 Staff

The City has developed a program to retrofit existing developed sites that are adversely impacting water quality
on a case-by-case basis. It will emphasize infiltration,

evapotranspiration, harvesting and reuse of storm water. The program will rank the measures based on pollutant
removal expectations. The plan will analyze impact on sites based on proximity to water bodies, protection
status of water bodies as defined by the DEQ, hydrologic conditions of water bodies, proximity to sensitive

ecosystems, and the impact of future sites.

Purpose and Benefit: Evaluating sites that are already adversely affecting water quality and then reducing
polluted discharges will lead to better storm water quality.

Measure of Success: Document all City owned sites that have been evaluated, and the measures used to

address issues with these sites.

Responsible Staff: City Engineer and City Planners

Funding: Capitol Project Fund

Standard Operating Procedures: None

Supporting Documents:

American Fork City's Capitol Projects
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APPENDIX A CITY ORDINANCES

Last reviewed July 2025

AmericanFork : Municipal Code
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APPENDIX B

PRIORITY IDDE AREAS

Last Reviewed: September 1, 2026
DESIGNATION AND INSPECTION OF PRIORITY IDDE

Annually, the City will perform a standard analysis to determine priority IDDE areas.

With City Inspect software the Storm Water team reports spill then creates a map displaying IDDE incidents and

more

particularly the priority areas. The analysis is standardized so that priority areas are not subjective

year to year.

The following criteria are used in delineating Priority IDDE Areas:

@ Areas with older infrastructure with increased potential forillicit connections

O Areas of industrial or commercial use

@ Areas with a history of illicit discharges or illegal dumping

@ Areas adjacent to sensitive bodies of water

O AF River, Utah PettutionLake, and Millpond

In American Fork, areas with onsite sewage disposal systems are not considered in the analysis of priority IDDE
areas because our Illicit Discharge and Detection Elimination System(IDDE) program incident reporting already
would account for that type of incident. The same situation applies to sewer cross connections and overflow
events, they are included in our IDDE reporting.

All Priority IDDE Areas identified on the GIS asset management software and City Inspect will be inspected
annually moving forward using an inspection form housed in the City’s GIS based asset

management software (Elements).
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Appendix C

CITY FACLILITY RETROFIT PLAN

Last Reviewed: October 1, 2026
4.2.6.9.

The Permittee must develop a plan to retrofit existing developed sites that the Permittee owns or operates that
are adversely impacting water quality. The retrofit plan must be developed to

emphasize controls that infiltrate, have evapotranspiration, or harvest and use storm water

discharges.




APPENDIEESThe plan must include a ranking of retrofit sites based on the following criteria:

@ Proximity to waterbody;

@ Current assessment of waterbody with the goal to improve impaired waterbodies and

protect unimpaired waterbodies;

@ Hydrologic condition of the receiving waterbody;

@ Proximity to sensitive ecosystem or protected area; and

@ Any sites that could be further enhanced by retrofitting storm water controls.

Implementation of Retrofit Plan:

@ Step One: The City shall identify all city owned or operated sites that need to be

evaluated for storm water system retrofitting based on the criteria listed in Orem City

Code. The City shall perform assessments in order of greatest probable risk to water

quality. Sites that are closest to water bodies, sensitive ecosystems, or protected areas

will be evaluated first. Sites that were installed prior to 1996 before the City of Orem

had an MS4 permit in place will be evaluated second. The remaining city owned or

operated sites will be assessed at the time of capital improvement evaluation or

redevelopment. The same storm water quality standards for private development are

used for city redevelopment projects.

@ Step Two: In performing the more immediate risk assessments, the City shall use a

ranking system one to five, five being the most urgent, considering the following:

1. Proximity to waterbody, sensitive ecosystem or protected area;

2. Hydrological condition of the receiving water body with the goal to improve

impaired waterbodies and protect unimpaired waterbodies;

3. Cost efficiency when area is redeveloped for capital improvement projects;

4. Storm water quality regulations at time of storm water system installation (Age);

and

5. Any sites that could be further enhanced by retrofitting storm water controls.

If the site receives a score of a five in any of the categories examined, the site

will be evaluated for retrofitting the existing storm water controls and a concept

storm water plan sheet created within one year of the assessment.

@ Step Three: If the site is required to be retrofitted to improve water quality, the plan to

retrofit the facility must be prioritized for inclusion in the next revision of the Storm

Water Master Plan capital improvement section.

Methods of Storm Water Control Retrofitting:

The City has ranked control measures, with the highest probability of success to prevent storm

water pollution, as listed below in this prioritized list.

@ Retrofit existing sumps by adding pretreatment manholes to treat storm water prior to
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infiltration/injection.

@ Require current Orem City storm water retention standards for each city

redevelopment project as required in current Orem City Municipal Code.

@ Require pretreatment of any storm water before it leaves the site or infiltrates into the

ground.

@ Require roof drainage on redevelopment projects to be directed to landscaping and

infiltrated where technically feasible.

@ Encourage curb cuts to utilize pervious areas for retention and infiltration of storm water

and to help meet LID requirements.

@ Encourage vegetative areas in detention/retention areas to aid in infiltration

and evapotranspiration of storm water and to help meet LID requirements.

@ Expanded use of vegetative swales

@ Use of Green Roofs when feasible

Storm water harvesting and use is not practical or useful in improving water quality in our

semi-arid area. The focus for retrofitting is on controls that utilize infiltration and

879 evapotranspiration.

D\
g%) AMERICAN FORK
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Planning Commission Staff Report H m EP I EH "
Meeting Date: November 4, 2026 1 EFORKs:

Agenda Topic

Review and action on an application for a Commercial Site Plan, known as Silver Fox Office,
located at 52 N 350 W, American Fork City. The Commercial Site Plan consists of 0.3873 acres
and is in the CC-2 Zone.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Location: 52 N 350 W American Fork
Parcel ID: 0.3873 Acres
Project Type: Commercial Office Site Plan
Applicants: JD Heiner, Silver Fox Construction
Existing Land Use: General Commercial
North Residential High Density and General Commercial
Surrounding Land
Use: South Residential High Density
East Residential High Density
West Residential High Density and Design Commercial
Existing Zoning: CC-2 Central Commercial
North CC-2
Surrounding Zoning: South R3-7500
East R3-7500
West R3-7500
Square Footage (By Use) 3,527 sq ft office
Total Number of Units n/a
4/1000 sq ft

Parking Requirement 14 Stalls Provided

Background

The applicant has applied for a Commercial Site Plan to develop a Commercial Office Space.
The project looks to create office space and parking for Silver Fox Construction.
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Sec 17.6.101 Administrative Site Plan Review

A. When Required. Site plans shall be required for any proposed development, construction
upon, revision or addition to or other improvement to a property or site in a nonresidential
zone, a nonresidential use in a residential zone, or to obtain a conditional use permit in any
zone. Additionally, a site plan shall be required whenever the terms of the American Fork
Municipal Code otherwise require. No development, construction, revision, or additions
shall take place on the site until the site plan has been approved by the City, final plats if
required have been recorded, the necessary bonds have been posted, and the appropriate
permits have been obtained. All applicable development, construction, revisions, or
additions shall take place in compliance with an approved site plan for that specific

property.

B. No proposed development, construction, revision or additions, or other improvements to a
property or site shall be placed over property lines. Any proposal that does so, shall seek a
final plat, or an amended final plat approval prior to a site plan approval.

C. Submittal. Site plan applications shall be submitted to the Development Services
Department on the forms provided by the City and shall be accompanied by maps and
drawings, to scale, showing the following, unless otherwise required by City Engineer or
Development Services Director:

a. ALTA Survey (identify Geodetic Datum used)

b. Civil Engineering Design Plan Set using NAVD 88 vertical datum and including

the following:

c. Cover sheet, General Notes, Site Plan, Grading and Drainage Plan, Utility Plan
showing all existing and proposed wet and dry utilities (including street lights),
Plan and Profile sheet for all proposed public utilities, Erosion Control Plan,
American Fork Standard Details.

Application Fees

Drainage Report identifying drainage sub-basins

Phasing Plan

Timpanogos Special Service District Form

Title Report (Dated within 60 days of date of application)

Zoning Clearance Letter

The location of all existing and proposed buildings and structures on the site with

full dimensions showing the distance between buildings and distances from

buildings to adjacent property lines.

S0 oo a

(S



&S

Planning Commission Staff Report H m EP I EH "
Meeting Date: November 4, 2026 1 EFORKs:

k. The location of all parking spaces, driveways, and points of vehicular ingress and
egress.

l. A landscaping plan showing the location, types, percentages, and initial sizes of all
planting materials to be used together with the location of fences, walls, hedges,
and decorative materials.

m. Preliminary elevations of main buildings showing the general appearance and types
of external materials to be used and including dimension height.

n. The locations of solid waste receptacles and trash pick-up areas. Include
preliminary elevations of solid waste receptacles showing the general appearance,
types of external materials to be used, and dimensions.

o. Geotechnical Report (require each phase being planned to have test pits identified
within the specific phases that will be brought forward). Geotechnical Report must
be dated within 3 years of date of application, or a new Geotechnical Report is
required. Geotechnical report shall include percolation rates, identify liquefaction
hazards, wetlands, groundwater elevations and information required to confirm the
existence or non-existence of sensitive lands as identified in the Sensitive Lands
Ordinance. Boring depths up to 70’ deep may be required as per the Sensitive Lands
Ordinance.

p. A traffic study prepared by an independent, professional traffic engineer if a site
plan proposes any of the following: 1) seventy-five (75) or more parking stalls; ii)
a drive-up window; iii) more than two drive approaches from dedicated streets; iv)
a corner lot where one or more of the streets is a collector or arterial street; or as
required based on requirements set forth in the Traffic Impact Study requirements

1. The final approving authority may impose traffic mitigation requirements
based on the impacts identified by a traffic study prepared by the applicant,
the City or any qualified independent traffic consultant. Nothing in this
Section shall preclude the City from performing its own traffic study.

ii. The Development Services Director, after consultation with the Public
Works Director, may waive the requirements of a traffic study if a new
traffic study would be unnecessarily cumulative or otherwise not add to the
information already available to the Development Services Director.

Upon determination of a complete submittal, the site plan application shall
be provided to the Development Review Committee for review.

D. Determination of Required Documents.
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a. Required Documents. Required submittal documents as outlined in Section
17.6.101.B shall be determined by the Development Services Director and Public
Works Director after the mandatory Concept Plan Meeting is held.

1. Upon determination of a complete submittal, the application shall be
provided to the Development Review Committee for full review and

determination of the appropriate approval process as outlined in Subsection
D.

E. Approval. After full review of the site plan application, the DRC shall take action to (1)
administratively approve the site plan application, or (2) move the proposed site plan to the
final approval authority, as applicable. DRC shall only administratively approve or move
forward a proposed site plan if it complies fully with the American Fork General Plan and
the American Fork City Code, City ordinances, resolutions, and policies.

a. DRC Administrative Approval. A concept plan meeting shall be scheduled through
the Development Services Department to determine if proposed modifications to a
site qualify for an a amended administrative site plan approval process. The
Development Review Committee may exercise administrative approval authority
for amendments to existing site plans, or for site or structure alterations to existing
buildings and sites that do not have a site plan under the following conditions:

i. The proposed amendments to the existing site plan are minor in nature and
enhance the overall site, as determined by the DRC. Minor amendments

include, but are not limited to, the following:
1. Increasing the amount of parking;
2. Restriping the parking areas;
3. Reducing building size;
4. Change of use in an existing building;
5. Building additions, including new structures, where the proposed

additions do not exceed 10% of the original approved site plan
approved by Planning Commission;

Relocating on site utility services;

Installing new utility services;

Minor modifications to on-site grading;

. Altering the exterior site lighting;

10 Increasing the amount of landscaping;

© 0 N o

11. Modifying existing landscaping to water efficient standards;
12. Altering or relocating covered parking stalls;
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b.

13. Changing the exterior finishing materials from one acceptable
material to another; and

14. Additions to an existing building that do not increase the Gross
Floor Area of the building such as awnings, canopies, decks, patios,
and architectural features designed solely to enhance the aesthetic
appeal of the building provided that the value of the proposed
addition does not exceed five percent (5%) of the replacement value
of the building.

15. Increase in internal floor area by introducing additional floors lofts,
mezzanines, etc. in an existing structure or shell.

16. Cell tower upgrades

17. As determined by the Development Services Director, in
consultation with the Public Works Director to be a minor enough
amendment as to not constitute a full site plan review.

Planning Commission to Approve. Except as otherwise specified in this
subsection C.1, the Planning Commission, acting in an administrative capacity,
shall be the final approval authority for all proposed site plans forwarded by the
Development Review Committee and shall have the power to approve, approve
with conditions if granted the authority by City ordinance, or deny a proposed site
plan.

F. Considerations. The recommending authority and approval authority for the site plan shall
consider all of the following items when reviewing a proposed site plan:

a.

b.

Whether the proposed site plan complies with the American Fork City General
Plan, the American Fork City Code, ordinances, resolutions, and policies.
Whether the proposed site plan promotes the health, safety and welfare of the
community. In making this determination, the recommending authority and the
final approving authority for the site plan, shall consider, among other things, the
overall safety of the site, the impact the site will have on traffic and on surrounding
properties, and the adequacy of police, fire, and utility services that can be provided
to the site.

G. Appeals permitted. Any person aggrieved by a determination of the Development Review
Committee or the Planning Commission may request a hearing before the city council who

shall have the authority to reverse, affirm or modify any decision of the underlying
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approval authority. Any such appeal shall be filed within ten days of the decision being
appealed.

H. Issuance of a permit. A building permit shall not be issued for any building or structure
or external alterations thereto until the provisions of this section have been complied with.
Any construction not in conformance with an approved site plan shall be considered a
violation of this code. Any building permit issued shall ensure that development is
undertaken and completed in conformity with the plans as approved.

[. Expiration of Site Plan Approval.
a. An application for site plan approval shall expire if the application has not been
approved or scheduled for review and approval by the approving authority within
twelve (12) months after the date it was submitted.

J. A site plan approval issued pursuant to this section shall expire and have no further force
or effect if the building, activity, construction, or occupancy authorized by the approval is
not commenced within twelve (12) months of the date of the approval. The approval
authority that granted the original site plan approval may, at its discretion and upon
written request submitted prior to the expiration date, grant an extension of up to six (6)
months of the site plan approval.

Findings of Fact

1. The Commercial Site Plan meets the requirements of Section 17.6.101.

2. The Commercial Site Plan meets the requirements of Section 17.4.403.
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Project Map
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Engineering Development Checklist Completion

APPLICANT is responsible and shall submit/post/obtain all necessary documentation and
evidence to comply with the Engineering Development Checklist prior to any platting,
permitting, or any other form of authorization by the City including plat recording or other
property conveyance to the City and prior to, throughout and after scheduling a pre-construction
meeting. All recording shall take place at the Utah County Recorder’s Office.
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Staff Recommendation

The Commercial Site Plan meets the requirements of Section 17.6.101 and Section 17.4.403.
Staff recommends approving the application.

Potential Motions — Final Plat

Approval

I move to approve the proposed Commercial Site Plan, located at approximately 52 N 350 W,
American Fork City, in the Central Commercial (CC-2) Zone as the application meets the
requirements of Section 17.6.101 and Section 17.4.403.

Denial

I move to deny the proposed Commercial Site Plan, located at approximately 52 N 350 W,
American Fork City, in the Central Commercial (CC-2) Zone as the application does not meet
the requirements of Section 17.6.101 and Section 17.4.403.

Table

I move to table action for the proposed Commercial Site Plan, located at approximately 52 N 350
W, American Fork City, in the Central Commercial (CC-2) Zone and instruct staff/developer
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Development Review Committee
AMERICA P
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Planning and Zoning
Reviewed
copperman 10/14/2026

/ No comments

Next Step:

Reviewed

Proceed to the Development
Review Committee on
10/19/2026
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Copyright 2025 JIW Architects -The Purchaser is granted a single use license for construction only. These plans are copyrighted and are subject fo copyright protection as an "architectural work" under the copyright act. The protection includes but is not limited to the overall form as well as the arrangement and composition of spaces. Under such protection, unauthorized use of these plans, work, or structure represented will result in the cessation of construction and/or monetary compensation to JZW Architects.

Re-Submittal Acknowledgment Statement
The Applicant is responsible for reviewing all documents
to ensure all comments have been addressed.

GB [Applicant Initial] | understand that a Review Cycle is not
complete unless and until the applicant replies to all of the required
modifications and requests for additional information noted on the
previous submittal.

GB  [Applicant Initial] | hereby acknowledge that this re-submittal
addresses all required modifications and requests for additional
information noted on the previous submittal.

GB  [Applicant Initial] This is the  4th

[Ex: 1st] complete

re-submittal of the subdivision constituting the start of the __4th
[Same Number] Review Cycle.

45 EAST CENTER STREET, STE 202, NORTH SALT LAKE, UTAH 84054 - PH: 801.936.1343 - WWW.JIW-A.COM

CONSULTANT
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American Fork City
Development Review Committee

Next Step: AMERIEAN
Reviewed NO Com ments & Planning and Zoning
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Prepared for:
JD Heiner
Prepared by:

Carolina Ortiz

CONSULTING

Re-Submittal Acknowledgment Statement
The ] for reviawing el documanis

Appiicant is responsible
Io ensure ail comments have boen addressed,

GB__appiicant Initial} | understand that a Review Gycla Is not
complate unless and until the applicant raplies to afl of tha required
modificalions and requests for addtional information noted on the
pravious submiital,

GB _(asplicant Infiial] | heraby acknowledge that this re-submital
addresses all required modifications and reques's lor additional
information noted on the previous submittal.

GB _ (applican initiaf] This isthe 20 [Ex: 151) complete

re-submittal of the subdivisian constituting the star of the _2nd
[8ama Number] Review Cycle.
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GENERAL LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The proposed project is at 52 N 350 W in American Fork, UT. The site is 0.39
acres, and the entire property will be developed. The site is bordered by
single- and multi-family residential lots and commercial lofs.

The property is generally flat but slopes gently from northeast to southwest.
The site is currently developed with 0.24 acres of existing asphalt
pavement spanning the majority of the site, with undeveloped brush/grass
along the eastern side of the property.

Per the Geotechnical Study number 3822-007-25 by GSH Geotechnical,
Inc. found in Appendix A, the proposed structures may be supported
upon conventional spread and confinuous wall foundations supported
upon suitable natural granular soils and/or structural fill extending to
suitable natural granular soils. Groundwater was not encountered in the
boring depths (See page é of Geotechnical Study).

PROPOSED DRAINAGE PLAN

The drainage system collects stormwater run-off from the building roof,
parking lot, drive aisle, gravel areas, and landscape areas on site via roof
drains, storm drain structures, and the Stormtech MC-3500 system. Parking
lot and surrounding areas are graded to convey water fo the proposed
storm system.

The drainage system meets American Fork city standards. The rational
method with a frequency factor of 1.25 was used to calculate the
required storage amount using the rainfall intensity data provided in the
American Fork City Storm Water Technical Manual (See Rational Method
calculations in the Appendix C).

Stormwater runoff in basin 1 will be collected in the proposed Stormtech
MC-3500 chamber on the west side of the property. The Stormtech has a
retention volume of 1,494 cf, exceeding the required 1,355.7 cf for a 100-
Year storm event. Stormwater runoff in basin 2 will be collected from the
roof drains and gravel areas in the proposed retention pond holding 1,045

Page | 1



09/08/26

cf exceeding the required 840.19 cf on the east side of the site (see sheet
C6.0 of Civil Set and Appendix C).

The property resides in flood zone X per FEMA FIRM panel number 168 of
1450, map number 49049C0168F (see FEMA map Appendix B).

STORMWATER QUALITY

A storm water pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) will be developed for the
construction of the project and submitted for review prior fo construction.
A long-term storm water maintenance plan and agreement will be
developed and submitted for review prior to construction. This plan will
describe how the proposed storm drain system is to be maintained and
protected affer construction.

Best management practices were used in designing the refention of the
stormwater.

ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSION

The 100-year storm overflow will bubble up into the parking lot and spill
into the public street in the case that an event greater than 100-year
OCCUrs.

It is concluded that the project is in compliance with American Fork city
standards and design guidelines.

Sincerely,

Tyler Jones
Staff Engineer
FOCUS Engineering and Surveying

Page | 2
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APPENDICES

Appendix A: Location of Geotechnical Study number 3822-007-25

https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/jah5as2jiaywaoce3demp7k/Geotechnic
alStudy SilverFoxOffice 20250728 vl.pdferlkey=rd%e7y5kg3taiué6x5mp0
dghw?&st=upve88i6&dl=0

Appendix B: FEMA National Flood Hazard Layer FIRMette

National Flood Hazard Layer FIRMette & rEMA  Legend
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Appendix C: Pond Calculations for Basins 1 and 2

09/08/26

Stormtech Calculations (Basin 1)
24-0247 Silver Fox Office

Project:

Location American Fork, Utah
Date: 9/1/2026

Designer: Wyatt Smith

100-Year Retention Sizing

CUS

CONSULTING

Design Criteria

Intensity Table: Per NOAA Allas 14

Return Period: 100' year Storm Duration: 24 hr
Allowable Discharge: 0.00 cfs/acre  Per American Fork City Standards
Frequency Factor: 1.25
Allowable Discharges
Storm Drain Discharge 0.00 cfs Source: American Fork City Standards
Other Discharge: 0.03' cfs Source: Percolation rate per geotechnical report
Total Discharge: 0.030 cfs
Weighted "C" Value
surface Type Area [sf] C'Value C*A
Homes (rooftops) 0 0.90 0
Hardscape 7,847 0.20 7.062
Gravel 429 0.70 300
Landscape 1,383 0.20 277
Totals 9,659 7.639.20
Weighted "C" Value 079
Drainage Calculations
Duration | Intensity | Runoff C Ared Rainfall |ccumulate] Allowable |[Discharge| Required
Flow Discharge Storage
min in/hr Ac cfs cf cfs cf cf
5.0 7.24 0.79 0.22 1.59 476 0.03 9 467
10.0 5.60 0.79 0.22 0.98 589 0.03 18 571
15.0 4.61 0.79 0.22 0.81 728 0.03 27 701
30.0 3.04 0.79 0.22 0.53 960 0.03 54 906
40.0 1.83 0.79 0.22 0.32 1,155 0.03 108 1,047
120.0 1.03 0.79 0.22 0.18 1,301 0.03 216 1,085
186-0 074 e 0-22 043 1402 0.03 324 1,078
360.0 0.42 0.79 0.22 0.07 1,591 0.03 648 943
1440.0 0.15 0.79 0.22 0.03 2,273 0.03 2,592 -319
Maximum Storage Requirement: 1,085
Maximum Storage Requirement (ac-ft): 0.02
Frequency Factor of 1.25 1355.70
Retention Basin Design
Storage Requirement: 1,356 cf
Stormtech Volume: 1,494 cf
Total Storage 1,494 RETENTION ADEQUATE
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Retention Pond (Basin 2)

Project:  24-0247 Silver Fox Office
Location American Fork, Utah

Date: 9/4/2026 )
Designer: Wyatt Smith CONSULTING

100-Year Retention Sizing

Design Criteria

Intensity Table: Per NOAA Atlas 14
Return Period: 100’ year Storm Duration: 24 hr
Allowable Discharge: 0.00 cfs/acre  Per American Fork City Standards
Frequency Factor: 1.25

Allowable Discharges
Storm Drain Discharge 0.00' cfs Source: American Fork City Standards
Other Discharge: 0.03 cfs Source: Percclation rate per geotechnical report
Total Discharge: 0.030 cfs

Weighted "C" Value
Surface Type Area [sf] ki "C"Value C*A
Homes (rooffops) 3.527 0.90 3,174
Hardscape 0 0.90 0
Gravel 2.775 0.70 1,943
Landscape 208 0.20 42
Totals 6,510 5,158.40
Weighted "C" Value 079

Drainage Calculations

Duration | Intensity | Runoff C Area Rainfall |Accumulated| Allowable |Discharge| Required
Flow Discharge Storage
min in/hr Ac cfs cf cfs cf cf
5.0 7.24 0.79 0.15 1.07 322 0.03 9 313
10.0 5.60 0.79 0.15 0.66 398 0.03 18 380
15.0 4.61 0.79 0.15 0.55 491 0.03 27 464
30.0 3.04 0.79 0.15 0.36 648 0.03 54 594
60.0 1.83 0.79 0.15 0.22 780 0.03 108 672
120.0 1.03 0.79 0.15 0.12 878 0.03 216 662,
180.0 0.74 0.79 0.15 0.09 946 0.03 324 622,
340.0 0.42 0.7% 0.15 0.05 1.074 0.03 4648 426
1440.0 0.15 0.79 0.15 0.02 1,535 0.03 2,592 -1,057
Maximum Storage Requirement: 672
Maximum Storage Requirement (ac-ft): 0.02
Frequency Factor of 1.25 840.19
Retention Basin Design
Storage Requirement: 840 cf
Retention Pond Volume: 1,045 cf
Total Storage 1,045 RETENTION ADEQUATE
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