Interview Schedule
South Summit Cemetery Maintenance District
Wednesday, March 30, 2016

Coalville Courthouse, Conference Room 2

1 vacancy; 3 applicants

1:25 Cindy Butterfield
1:35 Brent Mitchell

Gaylen Pace (previously interviewed)

The applicant appointed will fill the unexpired term of Ralph Daniels (12/31/17).



2016 UTAH LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Billno.  Sponsor Topic Status SWAP UAC
PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION
HB 10504 Greene, B. Initiative & Referendum changes Enrolled ®
HB 11S02 Cox, F Referendum amendments Failed
HB 12 Oda / Adams Disaster recovery for local govts SIGNED
HB 48504 McCay, D Election Law Amendments SIGNED
HB 21 Eliason Election Law (make vote counts available carly) SIGNED
HB 131 Anderegg, J Election Modifications Failed
SB 26 Dayton, M Election Notice Amendments SIGNED
HB 60 Anderson, J Class B road $§ amendments SIGNED
HB 63 King, B GRAMA fees amendments SIGNED
HB 85501 Greene, B Private AG (reinstate) Failed ®
HB 118501 | Greene, B Public Access to Admin. Actions Enrolled np
HB 154 Dee / Okerland | County Personnel amends (use ALT) SIGNED ©
SB 41 Millner, A Appointment of County Assessor Enrolled
HIR-1 Hall, C Utah Const. Amend: Justice Ct. Failed ©
Judges (rumor has it this is being dropped)
HB 160S03 | Hall, C Justice Ct. Judge qualifications SIGNED ©
(amended for no bar admission and grandfather
clause- may be further amended to apply to 1* and
2" class counties only)
SB 77 Davis, G. Medicaid Matching dollars Failed
HB 178 Chew, S Legal Notice amends (newspaper) Failed
SB 76501 Mayne, K Workers Comp volunteers Enrolled
HB 116503 | Greene, B Determination of Employer status Enrolled
SB12S01 Ray, P. Uber Bill (requires Taxi license) Enrolled np
SB 122 Vickers, E Wildland Fire (amends so it applies to cities SIGNED
and districts)
HB 326 Fawson, J Local & SSD Transparacy & Auditing Failed
SB151S01 | Harper, W CDA/RDA amendments Enrolled
SB233S03 | Bramble, C Gov’t Immunity Amendments Failed
SB226 Madsen, M High speed pursuit civil liability amend. Failed




2016 UTAH LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Billno.  Sponsor Topic Status SWAP UAC LUTF SC
PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION (cont)
SB 203 | Adams,S Gov’t Immunity amendments SIGNED ©
TAX & REVENUE
HB 23801 | Stanard/Henderson | Privilege Tax (SL Co. driven — deals with Enrolled ©
exclusive use issues in ATK case. Being amended)
HB 25503 [ McCay, D Property tax amends (new growth & greenbelt Enrolled ©
does lose new growth in personal property but
stabilizes real prop and central assessed new growth)
HB 104S01| Petersen, J Property tax amendments (electronic notice) SIGNED
SB 68 Harper, W Property tax amendments (now personal Enrolled np
property only)
HB 153 | Ward, R Certified tax rate amendments Failed © ©
SCR-2 | Harper, W Sales and Use Tax equity SIGNED
SB 120 | Stephenson, H Property Tax notice amendments Enrolled
SB 112 | Stephenson, H Tax appeal burden of proof amends Enrolled ®
HB 215801 | Greene, B Amends Sales tax for transit Failed
SB 168 Bramble, C Deferred property tax for developers Interim study ®
SB 164 Henderson, D Partial assessment payments Enrolled
HB 376 Greene, B Static property Failed ®
SB 245 Henderson, D Pipelines now personal property Enrolled
LAND USE
HB 17S03 | Webb / Bramble | Assessment Area foreclosure SIGNED np ®
HB 30 | Froerer, G Good Landlord Amendments SIGNED np
HB 32 Webb, C Subdivision base parcel tax (this is the Enrolled
wrong approach to the issue)
HB 78 | Handy, S Road dedication on plats Failed
HB 33 Dunnigan, J Fire Board Membership Enrolled
HB 161 | McKell, M Ag. Parcel amendments (negative impact to SIGNED ®
Basin planning and proposed East side changes)
SB 63 Okerlund, R Survey monument replacement SIGNED ©
HB 223801 | Wilson, B Historic Districts Enrolled
SB 75 Dayton, M. Water Adjudication amendments SIGNED © ©




2016 UTAH LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Billno.  Sponsor Topic Status SWAP UAC LUTF SC
LAND USE (cont)
HB 348 Dee, B Mountain planning sunset renewal Enrolled © ©
HB 409 Knotwell, J Air BnB restrictions Failed ® ® ®
SB92S03 Jenkins, S Landscaping (Now “water conservation”) Failed
HB 219 Stratton, K Resource Mgt plan extensions Enrolled © © ©
HB 115 Roberts, M Beekeeping Failed np ® ®
HB 315 McIff Beekeeping amendments Failed
HB 224 Ray, P. Impact Fee amendments Failed ®
HB 360502 Brown, M Publishing “stricter” land use Ord. Failed
HB 255501 Schultz, M Condo ownership amendments Enrolled
SB 123501 | Mayne, K Residential Facilities amendments Enrolled
SB 161 Adams, S Billboards (Hwy signage) amendments Enrolled
HB 414 Christensen, L | Group home zoning amendments Failed
PUBLIC SAFETY
HB 16 Draxler, J Sex offender registry changes Enrolled np
HB 22501 Greene, B Civil Asset forfeiture amendments Failed ® ®
HB 19 Greene, B Expungement Amendments Failed ®
HB 62 Ipson, D Repeal law enforcement reports Enrolled
HB 67 Thurston, N Weapons on public transit Enrolled np
HB 68S01 Redd, E Post exposure blood testing SIGNED ©
HB 136501 [ Ray, P Human trafficking amendments Failed ©
HB 126801 Powell, K Unmanned aircraft Failed ©
(cond)
SB 57 Mayne, K Public Safety Emergency Mgt. Amend Enrolled
SB 158 Harper, W Juvenile Court amendments Enrolled ©
HB 105 Romero, A Human trafficking amendments Enrolled ©
HB 137 Ray, P Restitution for jail costs Failed ® (as
written)




2016 UTAH LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Billno.  Sponsor Topic Status SWAP UAC LUTF SC
PUBLIC SAFETY (cont.)
HB 206501 Romero, A Human trafficking (safe harbor) Failed ©
HB 157502 Powell, K Tobacco age amends (19-21) Failed np
SB 71 Okerlund, R g}JC ()3 amendments (more $$ for Summit Co. Enrolled
J
HB 58502 Froerer, G Hemp Extract amendments Enrolled np
HB 114 Ward, R Controlled substance reporting SIGNED ©
HB 150 Daw, B Controlled Sub. Rx notice Enrolled ©
SB 54 Weiler, T Controlled Sub. Database amendments Failed ©
SB 73503 | Madsen, M Medical Cannabis Act Failed ® ®
SB 89805 Vickers, E. Medical Cannabidiol Amendments Failed
HCR-3 Daw, B Resolution supporting cannabis Failed ©
research
SB 155505 Weiler, T Utah Indigent Defense (committee) SIGNED ©
(cond)
SB 94 Thatcher, D Police body-worn camera regs (GRAMA Failed ©
issues — SC Co proposing amendments. POST support
with amendments)
HB 300501 McCay, D Police body cameras (GRAMA & standards — Enrolled np
needs GRAMA amendments. ACLU supports)
HB 179501 Nelson, M minor consent to sex amendments Enrolled Ei(:(ld/
HB 311 McKell White Collar criminal registry Enrolled
SB 141 Debakis, J Alcohol amendments Interim study
HB 294 Edwards, R Pawn shop legislation (see also SB 157) Failed
SB 45 Jackson, A Compulsory Education revisions Failed
HB 260 Gibson, F Sexual Exploitation of Minor SIGNED

WATCH LIST FOR NEXT YEAR

Library Amendments (3¢ party debt collect)

Alcohol amendments (Interim study)

Zoning enforcement amendments

Deferred property tax for developers (Interim study)

Using WFS for indigency determination

Medical Cannabis bills

Constable licensing

Justice Reinvestment amendments

Parks and trails impact fees

Fire Marshall authority amendments




Decision Notice and Finding of No Significant Impact

Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project

Evanston-Mountain View Ranger District
Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest

LIntroduction

The Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest proposes to treat approximately 5,550 acres on the Evanston-
Mountain View Ranger District devastated by mountain pine beetle infestation using either a two-aged stand
clear-cut with reserves or a stand clear-cut with leave trees.

The Roughneck project analysis area is located approximately 15 miles south of Mountain View, Wyoming.
It is located entirely on the Evanston-Mountain View Ranger District in Uinta County, Wyoming, and
Summit County, Utah. The analysis area includes 47,861 acres of National Forest System lands, 1,632 acres
of private land, and 394 acres of State of Wyoming lands, for a total of approximately 49,887 acres. Primary
access to the analysis area is by National Forest System roads 072, 077, and 082.

Purpose and Need for Action. This project is proposed in order to reduce the effects of the current
mountain pine beetle infestation in forested stands dominated by lodgepole pine and to reduce the

susceptibility of vegetation to catastrophic fire and further mountain pine beetle attacks. The project
would:

1. Salvage forest products from, and manage stand densities on, forested lands classified as suitable for
timber production to keep them positively contributing to the national forest’s allowable sale
quantity;

2. Reduce the effects of tree mortality associated with the mountain pine beetle epidemic to restore
healthy ecological conditions and scenic quality;

3. Manage for properly functioning condition at the landscape scale by accelerating regeneration of
forested stands killed by the mountain pine beetle; and

4. Manage hazardous fuel loading associated with the mountain pine beetle epidemic and salvage
operations to minimize the potential for large, high intensity/high severity wildfires.

This action responds to the goals and objectives outlined in the Revised Forest Plan for the Wasatch-Cache

National Forest (“Forest Plan”), and helps move the project area toward desired conditions described in the
Forest Plan.

2.Alternatives Considered in Detail

Alternative 1, No Action
Under this alternative no two-aged stand clearcuts with reserves or stand clearcuts with leave trees and

associated road work would occur. The forest would follow natural succession processes. No road
construction would occur.

Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project Decision Notice
Evanston-Mountain View Ranger District, Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest
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Alternative 2, Proposed Action

Under this alternative approximately 5,550 acres would be treated using either a two-aged stand clearcut with
reserves or a stand clearcut with leave trees. See the tables below for proposed unit acreage and treatment
method along with action priority. A stand clearcut (with leave trees) would remove most of the trees in a
stand, leaving patches of wildlife snags and/or aspen. A two-aged stand clear-cut (with reserves) would
result in more than 10 percent of the stand remaining as live trees to create an additional age class

Treatments are intended to reduce both the amount and continuity of woody fuels, to remove hazard trees
that are associated with travel ways and with existing infrastructure, and to harvest beetle-killed or infested
trees while achieving properly functioning condition of vegetation and watersheds by creating a mix of tree
ages and species.

In addition, treatments would be intended to reduce the threat of wildfire to human life and property. The
proposed action is also expected to improve the scenic integrity of lodgepole pine stands by reducing the
amount of time it would take to achieve a green over story canopy.

Alternative 2 would help create a mosaic of habitat within the project boundary. This mosaic would benefit
wildlife species at different stages of regeneration. However, some areas within the project boundary would
be retained as needed habitat for sensitive wildlife species.

Forest plan requirements for maintaining levels of snags to benefit wildlife would be followed. There would
be ample dead snags to leave the required 300 snags per 100 acres for wildlife. These would be left in
islands or clumps so that they are wind firm and located in wind protected areas.

Alternative 2 as described in section 2.2 in the environmental assessment and as analyzed by resource
specialists consists of fewer acres of proposed treatments than the initial proposed action presented in the
scoping letter. Based on further field and site-specific review, refinements were made to the total treatment
area, the treatment prescriptions, and associated roadwork has been reduced to 5,500 acres from
approximately 6,138 acres described in the scoping letter.

Table 2.1: Proposed silvicultural treatments for the Roughneck project.
Unit Treatment Proposed treatment Priority
Acres

1 16.4 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High

2 20.5 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High

3 4.7 Stand clearcut with leave trees High

4 23,0 Stand clearcut with leave trees Low

5 44 Stand clearcut with leave trees High

6 233 Stand clearcut with leave trees High

7 216.7 Stand clearcut with leave trees High

8 0.6 Stand clearcut with leave trees High

9 34.0 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High

10 22.5 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
11 6.1 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Medium
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Table 2.1: Proposed silvicultural treatments for the Roughneck project.

Unit Treatment Proposed treatment Priority
Acres

12 21.0 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Medium
14 27.9 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
15 13.9 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
17 374 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
19 0.3 Stand clearcut with leave trees Medium
20 1.0 Stand clearcut with leave trees Low
21 24.6 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
22 3.0 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
23 25 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
24 7.1 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
25 L5 Stand clearcut with leave trees Low
26 1.1 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
27 17.7 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
28 0.6 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
29 4.7 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
30 2.2 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
31 12.7 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
32 5.9 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Medium
33 3.8 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
34 4.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
35 6.8 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
36 3.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees Low
37 11.3 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
38 1.0 Stand clearcut with leave trees Medium
39 13.2 Stand clearcut with leave trees Low
40 3.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
41 37.9 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
42 5.9 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
43 11.6 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
44 69.3 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
45 71.4 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
46 18.1 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
50 2794 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
51 118.1 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Low
52 7.5 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
53 180.5 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
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Table 2.1:

Proposed silvicultural treatments for the Roughneck project.

Unit Treatment Proposed treatment Priority
Acres

54 38.2 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
55 39.0 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
56 239.3 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
58 26.3 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
59 171.6 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
60 96.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
61 257.7 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Medium
62 6.4 Stand clearcut with leave trees Medium
63 17.69 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
64 6.4 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
65 61.5 Stand clearcut with leave trees Medium
66 7.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees Low
67 20.7 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
68 322.1 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
69 26.0 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Medium
70 123.8 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
71 21.1 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Low
72 533 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Low
73 107.5 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
74 20.3 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
75 211.7 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
76 120.9 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
77 160.9 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
78 8.0 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
79 76.3 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Low
80 51.0 Stand clearcut with leave trees Medium
81 222.7 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
82 200.7 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
83 65.8 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
84 135.7 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
85 47.9 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
86 150.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
87 68.2 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
88 115.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
89 40.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
90 40.8 Stand clearcut with leave trees High

Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project Decision Notice
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Table 2.1: Proposed silvicultural treatments for the Roughneck project.
Unit Treatment Proposed treatment Priority
Acres
91 9.8 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
92 106.5 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
93 86.0 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
94 99.1 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) Medium
95 34.4 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
96 106.2 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
97 156.5 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
98 149.5 Two-aged stand clearcut (w/res) High
99 21.1 Stand clearcut with leave trees High
Total 5,550.49 - -

Table 2.2: Summary of proposed treatments for the Roughneck project.

Treatment Total Acres Exicuity

High Medium Low
Stand clearcut with leave trees 3412.60 32435 120.2 48.9
Two-aged stand clearcut (w/reserves) 2137.89 1453.29 415.8 268.8
Total 5,550.49 4,696.79 536 317.7

Access to Units. There are three categories of roads supporting the Roughneck project: reconstruction of
past roadways, temporary road construction, and temporary road use of the existing road prism in the project
area. These road use categories are summarized below.

1. Approximately 1.25 miles of road reconstruction.
2. Approximately 47.4 miles of temporary road construction.
3. Approximately 15.2 miles of additional temporary road use on the existing road prism.

The approximate total temporary use of access roads is 63.85 miles. Afier treatment-related activities have
been completed, all temporary roads would be obliterated and closed to motorized vehicle transportation.
There would be no new permanent roads built as a result of this project.

Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project Decision Notice
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The 30-day scoping period for the proposed action began with a legal notice published in The Salt Lake
Tribune on January 29, 2014. A scoping letter dated January 27, 2014 was mailed or emailed to a list of
interested parties.

The 30-day comment period on chapters 1 and 2 of the environmental assessment began with a legal notice
published in The Salt Lake Tribune on July 21, 2015.

All comments received from the public were filed in the project record and reviewed by members of the
interdisciplinary team.

Maps, specialist reports, and other documents are available on the project-related website here:

http://www.fs.usda.gov/project/?project=43599

4Gl £ Vil i dhe il

To ensure clarity, definitions of terms used in the analysis and in the selected alternative are provided
below.

Dead tree: A tree with red, brown, or no needles present. The tree may show signs of mountain pine
beetle infestation or other health-related issues. The tree is no longer living.

Diseased/dying tree: A tree with green needles that appears to be living. However, the tree is infested
with mountain pine beetles and has no chance for survival. Such signs include pitch tubes of amorphous
resin, boring dust in bark crevices and around the base of the tree, and/or pine beetle exit holes.

Live tree: A healthy tree with green needles or leaves that shows no sign of being infested with insects
and diseases.

Road decommissioning: Obliterating the temporary road may include leaving the road prism in place for
future management activities or restoring it to the original contour. Waterbars, placement of slash, and
seeding are used for erosion control. In all cases, the road would be closed to motorized vehicles.

Salvage clearcut (with leave trees): An even-aged regeneration or harvest method that removes most
trees in the stand producing an exposed microclimate for the development of a new age class in one entry.
A minor (less than approximately 10 percent of full stocking) live component is retained for reasons other
than regeneration.

Two-aged stand clearcut (with reserves): A two-aged regeneration or harvest method that removes
sufficient trees to produce an exposed microclimate for the development of a new age class. Sufficient
residual trees, representing at least approximately 10 percent of full stocking, are retained to attain goals
other than regeneration and create a two-aged stand.

Sanitation salvage: The removal of trees to improve stand health by stopping or reducing the actual or
anticipated spread of insects and disease.

Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project Decision Notice
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My decision is to authorize the Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project as described in section 2.2 of the
environmental assessment and section 2 above. I base my decision on the scientific analysis in the
environmental assessment and the supporting project record that demonstrates a thorough review of relevant
scientific information, a consideration of responsible opposing views submitted during the scoping and
comment periods, and the acknowledgement of incomplete or unavailable information. The analysis
identifies techniques and methodologies used, considers current and accurate science, and references
scientific resources relied upon. The analysis includes a summary of scientific evidence relevant to
evaluating reasonably foreseeable impacts.

6 Finding of No Sienificant I :

This finding of no significant impact incorporates by reference the project record, including specialist reports
and the biological evaluation and biological assessment. After carefully considering the environmental effects
described in the environmental assessment I have determined that my decision will not have a significant
effect on the quality of the human environment considering the context and intensity of impacts (40

CFR 1508.27). Thus, an environmental impact statement will not be prepared. I base my finding on the
following:

1. The beneficial effects of the action do not bias my finding of no significant environmental effects.

2. There will be no significant effects on public health and safety. Similar projects have occurred in the
vicinity with no impacts on public health and safety, and no impacts are anticipated from the
Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project.

3. There will be no significant effects on unique characteristics of the area. No unique characteristics
were identified during project analysis. A survey was conducted and the forest archeologist made the
determination that this decision will not significantly affect cultural resources in the project area.
There will be no impact on historic or cultural features. There are no permanent effects to parklands,
prime farmlands, wetlands, ecologically critical areas, or wild and scenic rivers. Consultation on this
project has occurred with the Utah State Historic Preservation Office through formal letter and
concurrence is filed in the project record. Consultation has occurred with the Wyoming State
Historic Preservation Office and concurrence is filed in the project record.

4. The effects on the quality of the human environment are not highly controversial. There is no known
scientific controversy over the impacts of this project.

5. The environmental analysis shows the effects are not uncertain and do not involve unique or
unknown risk.

6. The decision will not establish a precedent for future actions with significant effects.
7. The cumulative impacts are not significant.
8. This decision will have no significant adverse effects on districts, sites, highways, structures, or

objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historical Places. This action will
also not cause loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural or historical resources.

9. The decision will not adversely affect threatened or endangered species or habitats determined to be
critical under the Endangered Species Act of 1973. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service concurred
with this finding.

10. The decision will not violate federal, state, and local laws or requirements for the protection of the
environment.

Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project Decision Notice
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7 Findines Required by Other I { Regulations

My decision is consistent with the Revised Forest Plan for the Wasatch-Cache National Forest (“Forest
Plan™). The project was designed in conformance with Forest Plan forest-wide management direction and
incorporates appropriate standards and guidelines.

My decision is consistent with the following key laws, regulations, and requirements:

National Environmental Policy Act. The effects of the proposed action and alternatives were analyzed
and were disclosed in the environmental assessment, which was available for public review.

National Forest Management Act. Review of the Forest Plan indicated that Alternative 2 is consistent

with management direction. No amendment to the Forest Plan will be required to implement Alternative
2.

National Historic Preservation Act. Consultation with the Utah and Wyoming state historic preservation
offices was completed with concurrence with the determination that final project plans will avoid historic
properties. If any cultural materials are discovered during project implementation, work in the vicinity will
halt immediately and the Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest archaeologist will be contacted. The
cultural materials will be evaluated by the archaeologist or a designated representative. Work will proceed
if the archaeologist or a designated representative has provided clearance to do so.

Endangered Species Act of 1973. In an October 30, 2014 letter to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the
Forest Service requested consultation on the Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project. In its response
letter dated February 3, 2015 the Fish and Wildlife Service concurred that the project would have no effect
on the black-footed ferret and would be not likely to jeopardize the Canada lynx. Therefore no additional
conservation measures are needed to reduce impacts associated with the proposed project.

Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management. Federal agencies should avoid long- and short-term
adverse impacts associated with occupancy and modification of floodplains, and to avoid direct or indirect
support of floodplain development. This project involves no floodplain occupancy, modification, or
development. My decision is consistent with this executive order.

Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands. Federal agencies should avoid the long- and short-
term adverse impacts associated with destruction or modification of wetlands, and to avoid direct or
indirect support of new construction in wetlands. This project involves no destruction or modification of
wetlands, or new construction in wetlands. My decision is consistent with this executive order.

Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations
and Low-Income Populations. Federal agencies should identify and address any disproportionally high
and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority and low-income populations. My decision
is consistent with this executive order.

Executive Order 13112, Invasive Species. Federal agencies should prevent the introduction of invasive
species and provide for their control and to minimize the economic, ecological, and human health impacts
that invasive species cause. My decision is consistent with this executive order.

Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project Decision Notice
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Executive Order 13186, Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory Birds. Federal
agencies should develop and implement a memorandum of understanding with the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service if they take actions that have, or are likely to have, a measurable negative effect on
migratory bird populations. The project is expected to have no measurable negative effect on migratory
bird populations. My decision is consistent with this executive order.

8.Implementation

A draft decision notice and finding of no significant impact was released to the public on December 29,
2015 to start the 45-day objection period as described in 36 CFR 218, subparts A and B. P ersons or
organizations who had submitted “specific written comments” during either the scoping period or the
comment period on the draft environmental assessment were eligible to file an objection (see 36 CFR
218.5).

Because no objections were received on the draft decision notice, implementation may begin immediately
after the decision is made.
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9.Contact Person

For additional information about this decision, contact Pete Gomben (pgomben@fs.fed.us; 801-999-2182).

Sincerely,
%{W 3//6//¢

Forest Supervisor
Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest

In accordance with federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations and policies, the
USDA, its agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions participating in or administering USDA programs are prohibited
from discriminating based on race, color, national origin, religion, sex, gender identity (including gender expression), sexual
orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income derived from a public assistance program, political
beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, in any program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not all
bases apply to all programs). Remedies and complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident,

Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program information (e.g., Braille, large print,
audiotape, American Sign Language, etc.) should contact the responsible Agency or USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600
(voice and TTY) or contact USDA through the Federal Relay Service at (800) 877-8339. Additionally, program information may
be made available in languages other than English.

To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint Form, AD-3027, found
online at http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html and at any USDA office or write a letter addressed to USDA and
provide in the letter all of the information requested in the form. To request a copy of the complaint form, call (866) 632-9992,
Submit your completed form or letter to USDA by: (1) mail: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C. 20250-9410; (2) fax: (202) 690-7442; or (3)

email: program.intake@usda.gov .

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.0-9410 or call (202) 720-5964 (voice and TDD). USDA is an equal
opportunity provider and employer.
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Roughneck Vegetation Restoration Project Decision Notice

Appendix A

Photographs shown below are from units on the Blacks Fork Salvage Project on the Evanston-Mountain
View Ranger District approximately six months after they were treated. The silvicultural prescription
for the units shown in the photographs below was a salvage clearcut. Units in the Roughneck
Vegetation Restoration Project proposed for salvage clearcut treatments would be expected to look
much the same six months after treatments have been completed.
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STAFF REPORT

TO: Summit County Council

SUMMIT

C O U N T Y
UTAH

FROM: Lisa Yoder, Sustainability Program Manager
DATE: March 24,2016
SUBJECT: Annual Sustainability Report

County Council Meeting: March 30, 2016

The Council’s vision and strategic goals have informed three formally adopted plans that guide Summit
County’s sustainability efforts:

(1) The 2014-2016 Sustainability Plan was adopted by the Council on March 19, 2014 and was
developed to build on the successes and unfinished goals in the 2011-2013 Sustainability Plan.

(2) The 2014-2016 Plan for Energy Efficiency Cost Savings and Emissions Reduction was adopted
by the Council in May of 2014 and provides a step-by-step plan to reduce the net energy
consumption of county facilities by 10% and achieve a greenhouse gas emissions reduction of 25%
below 2013 levels by 2016.

(3) The Summit County Climate Action Plan was adopted by Council in August of 2015 and seeks to
provide a strategic implementation plan to achieve a newly established countywide greenhouse
gas emissions reduction goal of 15% below 2010 levels by 2030.

This staff report provides the Council with: (1) an update on the implementation and results of each
of the aforementioned plans, (2) presents the actions planned for 2016, and (3) discusses the projected
results of those actions in the context of the targets and goals set forth in the 3 plans.

EXEUCTIVE SUMMARY

Summit County is well on track to achieve its short and long term sustainability goals. Annual greenhouse
gas reduction targets are being met, positioning the county towards achieving its longer term emissions
reduction goals. At the same time, the increased focus on energy conservation measures is supporting
movement towards meeting overarching energy efficiency goals in county facilities and operations.
Projects continue to be developed, updated, and implemented by staff, and in partnership with internal
departments, local governments, community organizations, utility providers, and residents, all of which
are contributing towards the achievement of these goals and supporting the county’s ability to build a
more sustainable future and help improve resiliency to climate change.

This report is divided by headings according to the strategic goals outlined in the Sustainability Plan.
Each heading marked with an earth icon indicates that the action is a component of the Climate Action
Plan. Achievements, progress made and course corrections specific to each strategic goal are described
under each heading, and each section concludes with a summary of proposed actions going forward.



REDUCE CARBON DIOXIDE EQUIVALENT (CO2e) EMISSIONS OF COUNTYOPERATIONS

©

Annual quantification of emissions from County operations reveals that we exceeded the goal to reduce
emissions 13% below business as usual by the end of 2014. County emissions increased slightly but are
still trending downward (from a high of 7,984 MTCO2e in 2011 to 7,691 MTCO2e in 2015) in accordance
with the Council’s commitment to reduce emissions from county operations. (See Table 1.0)

Table 1.0 — Emissions Trend of County Operations

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Actual emissions 7,920 7,984 7,854 7,845 7,650 7,691
Business as Usual (BAU) 8,315 8,565 8,822 9,086 9,359 9,640
GOAL: 13% Below BAU 7,234 7,451 7,675 7,905 8,142 8,386

While overall County emissions are generally trending downward, emissions vary by sector as shown in
Table 2.0 below. The data confirms that capital investments in energy efficiency improvements and solar
PV installations continue to reduce net emissions associated with building energy consumption. (Details
about specific capital investments related to the energy efficiency of county buildings will be provided in
the next section.)

Emissions trended upward in 2015 in three sectors of the greenhouse gas inventory: antennae and TV
responders, employee commute, and bus transit. However, emissions from the antennae and TV
responders sector are expected to demonstrate a decline of approximately 50 MTCO2e in 2016 as a
result of the implementation of energy efficiency measures that are currently underway. The emissions
associated with employee commute appear to trend along with the number of county employees;
increases in the county employee population mean more commuters and, consequently, higher
commuting emissions. Similarly, bus transit emissions correlate to usage patterns such that expansions
in bus services and resulting increases in annual mileage result in higher transit emissions.

Two sectors - Streetlights and Signs and the Vehicle Fleet — show no clear trend. Staff will be looking
further into the data to distinguish anomalies from contributing factors and assessing the feasibility of
addressing them. It is important to note that many factors play into the final emissions totals, most
notably weather and market conditions. Further discussion about the extent that weather patterns,
economic conditions, and other uncontrollable variables impact emissions will be discussed throughout

this report.
Table 2.0 — County Facilities and Operations Emissions by Sector
EMISSIONS BY SECTOR 2010 MTCO2e | 2013 MTCO2e | 2014 MTCO2e | 2015 MTCO2e
Electricity-Major Building 2281.4 2191.3 1964.8 1813.7
Electricity-Minor Buildings, grounds 71.6 66.1 68.4 66.5
Antennae/TV Responders 207.3 271.8 273.5 276.9
Streetlights and Signs 48.4 88.3 78.4 71.9
Total Electricity Emissions 2608.70 2617.51 2385.11 2228.98
Natural Gas - buildings 975.4 879.3 862.8 856.9
Vehicle Fleet 1066.9 861.0 855.7 928.2
Employee Commute 813.8 792.5 842.0 897.4
Bus Transit 2455.1 2694.5 2704.3 2779.4
TOTAL CO2e EMISSIONS 7919.9 7844.8 7649.9 7691.3




Quantifying emissions is complicated by the fact that data is sourced from multiple vendors and records
with varying formats, is sometimes incomplete or erroneous, and sometimes shows discrepancies from
year to year, all of which compromise the quality and reliability of the data and the ability to accurately
portray the emissions picture. Added to these challenges, the nature of quantifying emissions is never
an exact science; many assumptions are built into the methodology to help streamline the data collection
process for organizations and help them calculate the most accurate emissions picture as possible, but
it is important to recognize that greenhouse gas emissions quantification is inherently imperfect. That
said, a primary function of the new part time sustainability specialist will be to work with the various
vendors and data sources to ensure that data is as complete and consistent as possible and that
processes are developed and institutionalized which support best practices for long term greenhouse
gas inventory data collection.

This will also help to ensure that our analysis is precise and maintains its validity for comparison.
Research into updated versions or other potential mainstream greenhouse gas quantification tools that
could further simplify the emissions calculation process (and help the county measure itself against other
regions of similar demographics) will also be explored going forward. The justification for the current
emissions quantification system has been its ability to enable a continuum of comparison, beginning in 2009
(and some level of comparison going back to 2005). Any change in the methodology that we might
pursue going forward will need to be accounted for, so as to preserve the reliability and integrity of the
analysis. Also, a reevaluation of the scope of the emissions boundaries will need to be conducted and
consideration given to those aspects of the inventory that have been calculated but not quantified in the
total emissions. For example, the decision was made back in 2009 and the years following to exclude
landfill emissions from the total reported emissions. The reason for this is unknown but the assumption
is that it may have been because these emissions were such a large part of the total emissions pie, but
also a part that has historically been very difficult to impact due to the correlation with uncontrollable
market factors (e.g. volatility of market prices for recyclable goods) and disposal rate of goods that
fluctuate with the economy. This reporting gap will have to be rectified going forward because when
landfill emissions are included in the analysis the total emissions increase dramatically, up to 28,121
MTCO2e. While a large portion of the County’s emissions, it is important to note that solid waste
emissions contribute only 1% of the countywide emissions.

Chart 1.0 County Carbon Footprint by Sector
2015 Carbon Footprint by Sector
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The target of reducing emissions from county facilities and operations (other than landfill) is being met
and is on track. A new goal was established in the 2014-2016 Plan for Energy Efficiency Cost Savings and
Emissions Reduction and adopted by Council in May of 2014. It seeks to reduce the energy consumption
of county facilities by 10% and achieve a greenhouse gas emissions reduction of 25% below 2013 level by
2016. Significant capital investment is required to accomplish this goal, as outlined in the proposed cost
savings and emissions reduction table below (see Table 3.0).

Table 3.0 — Proposed Cost Savings and CO2e Emissions Reduction (2014-2016)

Projected Projected | Projected Annual
Annual Estimated Simple CO2e Reduction
EE Measures Proposed/Underway Cost Net Installed | Payback (MT)

Year Savings? Cost? (years)
1. EE Upgrades to JC and CH 2014 $ 40,000 $360,000 9.0 272 MT
2. Solar on Justice Center 2015 $9,905 $196,000 19.8 74 MT
1,088 MT

3. 10% decrease overall energy usage 2015, 2016 $43,220 $1,000,000% 23.0
TOTAL $93,125 $1,556,000 17.2 avg 1,434 MT

Steps one and two of the Energy Efficiency Cost Savings and Emissions Reduction Plan were completed
as planned: The energy efficiency upgrades and LED lighting retrofit on the Justice Center in 2014 and
2015 reduced electricity consumption as projected and were completed prior to installing the solar PV
system. Due to these efficiency upgrades and the fact that the solar (Photovoltaic or PV) system was
sized to meet the electricity demand pre-upgrades, it has been able to meet a greater portion of the
total electricity demand than initially projected, offsetting as much as 25% of net electricity
consumption. A complete cost savings and emissions reduction analysis will be conducted after one full
year of solar power generation and presented in the next annual Sustainability report.

Table 4.0 — Actual Energy Efficiency Measures Implemented (2014-2016)

Actual | Projected Zrojec}egoz
Approx. Net Simple nnual e
EE Measures Completed/Underway Annual Cost Installed | Payback Reduction
Year  Savings* Cost’ (years) (MT)
138 MT
1. EE Upgrade and LED retrofit to JC 2014 $ 13,200 $285,800 21.7
2. Solar on Justice Center 2015 $22915  $370,810 | 16.2 226 MT
3. 10% decrease overall energy usage:
LED upgrade to CH 2015 $5,985 $54,800 9.2 35MT
LED upgrade to SS Ambulance 2015 $530 $2,060 3.9 A5 MT
EE upgrade to Quarry Mntn. 2016 $3,350 $3,350 1.0 S0 MT
TOTAL $45,980 $716,820 | 10.4 avg 449 MT

1Based on projected electricity and natural gas rates during first full year of implementation

2Net installed cost to County after utility rebates and grants

3 Estimated implementation cost of EE measures required to attain 10% reduction based on the average cost of EE measures implemented to date.
4 Approx. annual savings determined by Rocky Mountain Power lighting audits and ETC Groups EE Measure Review. Full year cost reduction not yet realized

— Installations completed end of 2015.
°Net installed cost to County after utility rebates and grants




To accomplish the emissions reduction goal specific to major county buildings (decrease overall
electricity and natural gas usage in county facilities by 10%) a capital investment of approximately
$1,000,000 in energy efficiency improvements is required over calendar years 2015 and 2016. However,
that goal will not be met by the end of 2016 because the energy efficiency improvements proposed in
the capital budget were not funded. Nonetheless, energy efficiency and emissions reduction remain high
strategic priorities.

Annual benchmarking toward that CO2 emissions reduction goal continues but it should be noted that
the analysis is extremely time-consuming and has revealed numerous inconsistencies in the data
provided by third parties, most notably the two fuel suppliers. Given the complexity of the analysis, the
numerous data sources required, and the evolution of new models, staff intends to research and
evaluate improved methods to conduct this analysis going forward. Recognizing that cost/benefit
analysis and performance analytics are the primary tools for selecting alternative products, methods
and capital investments to reduce emissions, the part-time sustainability staff coming on board in spring
2016 will be tasked with researching and establishing an improved method to use going forward as well
as establishing a system that accounts for installation cost, incentives, utility cost reduction, associated
emissions reduction and quantifiable benefits from specific energy projects.

Action Going Forward:

Further analysis of emissions data will identify sectors where increasing trends can be reversed through
behavior changes and those that will require capital investment. Specifically, energy usage by employees
in County buildings and employee commute are behavioral patterns that can be altered with education
and employee engagement strategies, for example that reward and incentivize alternative transportation and
occupant energy use reduction. Specific programs and platforms that can address the employee
engagement aspect of energy and other resource reduction are currently under review. Capital
investments to County facilities proposed in the 2016 Capital budget will be refined and re-submitted
for consideration in the 2017 budget. Collaboration with the Director of Regional Transportation
Planning is also underway to implement strategies to reduce emissions from employee commuting.
Emission reduction strategies relating to the landfill are being managed by the Landfill Superintendent
and supported by the County’s partnership with Recycle Utah, and include diversion of recyclable
materials and the exploration of food waste composting.

INTENSIFY ENERGY EFFICIENCY IN EXISTING COUNTY FACILITIES @

The energy efficiency of County buildings is increasing as result of capital investment in the energy
efficiency upgrades mentioned above and Mike Crystal’s (Facilities Manager) attention to maintenance
and operations. Progress is being made toward the goal of reducing the energy consumption of county
facilities by 10% by the end of 2016. Between 2014 and 2015 electricity usage decreased by 4% and
natural gas usage decreased by 8%. Staff expects to achieve the 10% reduction goal by the end of 2016
because the energy efficiency upgrades completed at the end of 2015 will have been in effect for a full
year by that time and their savings will be able to be accurately captured.

A metric used to express a building’s energy use as a function of its size or other characteristics is Energy
Use Intensity, or EUI. A summary of the cumulative EUI of all major buildings is provided in Table 5.0.
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Table 5.0 — EUI Summary (Major Buildings)

Cumulative Electricity EUI

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015

130.44 127.78 129.37 117.59 112.69
Cumulative Natural Gas EUI

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015

0.8063 0.742 0.7252 0.7398 0.6813

The EUl trend is decreasing for both electricity and natural gas. This decrease in EUl directly corresponds
to the decreasing emissions from buildings shown in Table 2.0. Comparing the EUI of all County buildings
in which energy efficiency measures and solar PV systems are installed, EUl is generally decreasing as
shown in the Table 6.0.

Table 6.0 — EUI — Buildings with EE Upgrades and/or Solar PV

2012 2013 2014 2015
Public Health 12.32 11.81 7.97 7.31
Justice Center 38.05 38.83 38.05 38.83
County Courthouse 21.32 21.25 19.02 19.51

Table 6.0 demonstrates the effect on EUI of the solar Photovoltaic (PV) projects undertaken in the last
few years. For example, the solar PV system was installed on the public health building in October 2013.
In its first full year of solar generated power (2014) it achieved approximately a 30% decrease in its EUI.
That is, the solar installation was able to reduce 30% of its energy per square foot per year. A similar
reduction is expected for the Justice Center in 2016 following its first full year of solargeneration.

Another Sustainability goal is to reduce utility costs to the County. Utility costs do not necessarily align
accordingly due to several uncontrollable factors. The most significant impact on utility consumption is
weather and climate. Hot summers increase cooling loads that then drive up electricity usage. Likewise,
cold winters increase heating costs. Volatility in natural gas prices, steadily increasing electricity rates,
and occupant energy behavior all greatly impact energy usage. Furthermore, this analysis does not
account for other variables and unknowns such as fluctuations in hours of building operation, numbers
of employees, and changing plug loads of occupants’ personal and required electronic equipment.
However, Table 7.0 is provided to illustrate utility usage and cost in relation to heating degree days (HHD)
and cooling degree days (CDD).

Table 7.0 — Expenditures on Natural Gas and Electricity

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015
Natural Gas ($) $ 120479 $ 115667| $ 110,851| $ 117556| $ 120,378
Electricity ($) $ 248,108| $ 262234| $ 293,790| $ 275919| $ 270,025
Total ($) $ 368587| $ 377,901| $ 404,641| $ 393475| $ 390,403
HDD 130 302 248 72 76
CDD 8124 7209 8434 8157 7831

6




The County’s (solar) PV systems contribute to stabilizing electricity costs over time and greatly reduce
CO2e emissions. Value added to the solar installation on the Justice Center (the County’s largest energy
consumer) was accomplished by increasing the size of system. Originally planned as a 74 KW system, the
system was value engineered and expanded to cover the roofs of the entire complex.

Table 8.0 — County-owned Solar PV Installations

Solar System | Approx. Annual COZ2e | Approx. % of electricity
Size Annual kWh | Emissions Not | Annual Utility | from Solar PV
Generation Emitted Cost
Reduction®
4.3 KW 6,022 4.2 MT $422 90-95%
74 KW 101,700 70.1 MT $14,000 30-35%
220 kKW 325,000 224.0 MT $22,750 22-28%

A utility bill importing system has been obtained to eliminate repetitive data entry and possible errors.
The new part time Sustainability Specialist will be trained to utilize the utility tracking software to
establish benchmarks that monitor the effectiveness of efficiency measures installed, to provide
verification of energy savings, flag anomalies in billing for further investigation, provide a spreadsheet of
utility bills for upload to Accounts Payable, and normalize energy usage for weather, among other
responsibilities, many of which have been discussed.

To ensure that the County is on optimal rate schedules with the utilities, Discovery Energy was employed
in September 2015 to evaluate county utility bills and identify opportunities to change rate schedules.
The analysis came up with positive results and no significant recommendations with regard to rate
schedule changes. Planned retrofits that reduced natural gas usage at the Justice Center did result in a
rate schedule change, but Questar believes it will cost less.’

To assist in reducing the cost of energy efficiency upgrades and solar PV installations, staff continues to
identify outside funding sources. 13% of the cost of the capital improvements between 2014 and 2016
were funded by grants and rebates.

Action Going Forward:

A new construction building policy is currently being developed for the purpose of bidding, budgeting,
and building consistently high performance buildings for long-term maintenance and cost reduction,
emissions reduction and increased occupancy comfort that can be attributable to increased worker
productivity. Water efficiency standards are being considered as well.

Building energy efficiency improvements have been systematically prioritized to tackle the largest energy
consumers first. Energy audits and analysis are underway to identify future improvements and areas of
strategic prioritization. However, there is only so much that mechanical systems and technology can do.
Energy usage can vary between the exact same buildings as much as 50% due occupant energy usage
habits. Staff has evaluated a web-based sustainability employee engagement platform that utilizes
education and gaming/competition to help organizations track and conserve measurable resources

6 Estimated electricity cost reduction calculated at $.07/kWh for year 2015 only. Does not account for escalating electricity cost or variations in weather and
solar generation.

7 Mary Jane Allen, Questar Gas Account and Community Relations, Letter to County 3/16/2015



(energy, water, etc.) to reduce the organization’s bottom line and environmental impact. Staff is exploring
the cost/benefit of implementing such a system that will benefit not only the County by reducing utility
costs but also inspire energy efficiency of County employees at the workplace and at home. This online
platform being used by Salt Lake City and the University of Utah to engage employees and students, staff
and faculty through education and action to reduce energy and other resource use.

The system isabletotrack energy, cost and emissions reduction and display them in a real-time dashboard.
For example, the County could customize its request through the platform to encourage employees to
turn of computer monitors at end of work day and employees would earn points for committing to the
desired behavior. The dashboard shows reductions and proves that the education is translating to action

©

The overall fuel economy of the fleet improved in 2015. However total emissions from the County fleet

and results.
RAISE FUEL EFFICIENCY & REDUCE TAILPIPE EMISSIONS OF COUNTY FLEET
increased in direct correlation with number of vehicle miles traveled. As shown in Table 9.0, fuel

economy, emissions, and vehicle miles traveled fluctuate from year to year.

Table 9.0 County Fleet Efficiency and Emissions

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Vehicle Miles Traveled 2,887,881 | 2,472,801 | 2,610,691 | 2,005,278 | 2,384,009 | 2,363,620
Fuel economy (MPG) 12.3 11.2 12.3 10.5 12.3 11.4
Total Fleet Emissions (MT) 1066.9 1013.2 958.8 861.0 855.7 928.2

There are several potential contributing factors: weather/climate, the economy, increases in county
employees and expansion of county workload, and the location of projects (primarily road projects and
building inspections). During strong economic years, increased development countywide increases
mileage of inspections, and depending on where the houses are being built, affects mileage as well. The
distance between road projects affects both diesel and unleaded fuel usage. Weather and climactic
variations tend to balance the amount of unleaded and diesel fuel usage: heavy snow years require more
diesel fuel consumption for snowplowing. On the other hand, warm winter weather allows for continued
public works projects throughout the winter and pickup truck usage replaces snowplowing, resultingin
decreased diesel fuel consumption and increased unleaded fuel consumption. Heavy snow years and
increased diesel fuel consumption have a significant impact on the overall fuel economy of the fleet and
fleet emissions. Additionally, the number of employees (289 in 2014 — 308 in 2015) may correlate to
increased fleet vehicle usage although that level of detail has not been analyzed for this report.

The County Fleet Review Committee continues its work to “right-size” the fleet through examination of
the existing fleet composition, use of vehicles and maintenance costs. A refined vehicle acquisition policy
incorporates maintenance records and requires a comprehensive evaluation of costs to operate, age of
vehicle, etc. and other factors that establish a vehicle’s eligibility for replacement rather than
departmental requests. The new policy provides pre-determined alternative vehicle option types and a
procedural flow that ensures adherence to the Council goal and emissions reduction strategy, resulting in
a right- sizing of vehicles that are purchased. Alternative fuel vehicles, electric vehicles, and hybrid

vehicles will be identified and costs provided to departments to assist in budget preparation.
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The number of CNG vehicles increased from three (3) in 2014 to six (6) in 2015 with three (3) on order in
2016. At this point, we are unable to quantify fuel cost savings and tailpipe emission reductions directly
attributable to the fleet vehicles fueled by compressed natural gas (CNG). We do know that 1,200 gallons
of gasoline were displaced by CNG in 2014 and that number increased to 4,400 gallons in

2015. The emissions associated with the combustion of 4,400 gge of CNG is 32% lower than gasoline,
resulting in 12.5MT less CO2 emissions. While gasoline prices have decreased dramatically since 2015,
the difference in price per gallon of gasoline and CNG has varied from as little as 20 cents per gallon to
$2.00 per gallon. Increasing the number of CNG vehicles in the fleet will continue to help decrease
emissions and reduce fuel costs.

So far, estimates for the cost of installing a mid-size CNG refueling system at Public Works have proven
cost-prohibitive. However, new information regarding federal tax credits issuable to municipalities, labor
cost savings of approx. $5,000/year and utilizing the natural gas supply line to the building suggests that
natural gas for vehicles would cost approximately $.50/gge. While gasoline prices are low at the pump
now, trends over time reflect volatility that could be greatly reduced by on-site natural gas refueling.
Staff will present updated cost analysis for consideration in the 2017 capital budget.

Staff has conducted no further investigation into alternatives to diesel powered transit buses and is
leaving that to the regional transportation planning efforts underway. Transit emissions are expected to
increase as transit routes expand and ridership increases. Conversely, tailpipe emissions from vehicles
are expected to decrease as new CAFE and fuel standards apply beginning in 2017 and endeavors to
provide residents that get them out of their cars pay off.

Compiling this report revealed shortcomings inherent in the multiple vendors, sources and types of data
analysis required. Public Works instituted a new vehicle maintenance and fuel usage software in 2015,
but integration of that information with sustainability analysis will require further work to obtain accurate
information and better inform future efforts to improve fuel efficiency.

Action Going Forward:

Increase coordination with Public Works and fuel providers to obtain and maintain consistent, accurate
data analysis of fuel efficiency and tailpipe emission reductions.

AMPLIFY THE USE OF RENEWABLE ENERGY COUNTYWIDE @

The amount of solar installed in Summit County more than doubled between 2014 and 2015 (from 464
kW to 932 kW). A similar increase in market demand for solar is expected in 2016. The highly successful
Summit Community Solar program administered in 2013 is being replicated and launched as Mountain
Town Community Solar on March 28, 2016.

A contract has been executed between the County and the non-profit group Utah Clean Energy to
administer Mountain Town Community Solar in partnership with Summit Community Power Works. A
community led volunteer committee issued a RFP and selected solar contractor Alpenglow to install a
goal of 1 MW of solar PV systems on 200 rooftops at a 20% discount below the national average of
$3.50/kW. Participants in the program will be able to purchase rooftop solar in the range of $2.85 -
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$3.05/kW, another 10% lower than the discounted price offered during the 2013 program. A volunteer
Public Education and Outreach committee will be marketing the campaign throughout Summit and
Wasatch counties from April through September with all installations slated for completion by December
2016. The program is also offering a commercial option for businesses to install solar.

Community-led marketing of the 2013 community solar program increased interest and installations
countywide: the amount of solar PV installed outside community solar program (293 kW) was nearly the
same as the amount installed by participants in the program (315 kW). Similar results are expected this
year as the public education and outreach activities promoting Mountain Town Community Solar get
underway in April.

In addition to the financial benefits to residents of installing solar are the environmental and air quality
benefits. The projected amount of solar energy to be installed through Mountain Town Community Solar
is expected to prevent nearly 65 million pounds of carbon dioxide emissions from being emitted into the
atmosphere and prevent approximately 130 million gallons of water from being used for cooling
thermoelectric power plants. These numbers translate into enough avoided carbon dioxide emissions to
approximate the amount of carbon sequestered by more than 23,000 acres of forest.?

Additional contributions made toward the long-term adoption of renewable energy include, but are not
limited to, the following:

e Council support for adoption of solar access laws to prevent future Homeowner Associations
from restricting access to renewable energy equipment appropriately sited on the property. The
Community Development department is taking the proposal to the Snyderville Basin Planning
Commission for consideration and expected adoption in 2016.

e The County Building Department continues to be a flagship for the ease with which solar PV
permits are approved: as many as 7 properly prepared applications have been approved by the
building department in a single day.

e Continuation of the solar PV building fee waiver through 2016 coincides with Mountain Town
Community Solar and Summit Community Power Work’s vie for the S5M Georgetown University
Energy Prize.

Staff continues to work closely with Rocky Mountain Power to ensure that installers are aware of net
metering requirements and specific power line circuits that will present cost-prohibitive limits to
homeowners installing solar. Staff continues to monitor public service commission and legislative action
related to net metering to keep Council informed of impacts to the adoption of renewable energy.

Subscriber Solar was developed Rocky Mountain Power in response to the County’s request to make
solar PV generated electricity available to residents. Staff will promote Subscriber Solar as an option for
those homes and businesses that cannot participate in the Mountain Community Solar Program.

Subscriber solar is being considered as a mechanism to reduce emissions associated with the electricity
used by county facilities and operations. As presented to Council on Feb. 17, 2016, 100% subscription on
certain meters would slightly reduce electricity cost and avoid 25 MT CO2e emissions annually®. Staff

8 Metrics provided by Utah Clean Energy, extrapolated from 2013 data and projected to 1 MW solar PV installed.

9 Calculation uses the Emissions and Generation Resource Integrated Database (eGRID) U.S. annual non-base load CO2 output emission rate to convert
reduction of kilowatt-hours into avoided units of carbon dioxide emissions at a rate of .138 MT for

(181) 200kWh blocks. http://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gas-equivalencies-calculator
10
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will analyze the cost of supplying 10% and 100% of all of the County’s electricity with renewable energy
when the subscription period opens in April 2016 and follow up with a report to Council.

Staff has been working with Council Member Roger Armstrong to explore options for making clean and
renewable energy more readily available to Summit County residents including the feasibility of
Community Choice Aggregation (CCA). Summit County has been collaborating with Salt Lake City, Park
City, and Salt Lake County toward the launch of a feasibility study that will provide the information
necessary to determine further steps toward the implementation of renewable and sustainable energy
strategies in the near term, either jointly or separately.

Action Going Forward:

Staff will continue to promote the use of renewable energy as the single most effective way to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. Staff will expand efforts to work with businesses and municipalities to help
them increase adoption of renewable energy. Staff will explore opportunities to expand incentives that
promote all forms of renewable energy with increased attention to wind power.

Staff will explore a possible recommendation to waive renewable energy building permit fees and extend
them to solar thermal, geothermal, wind energy, or future technologies that minimize the use of fossil
fuels and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

FOSTER RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY COUNTYWIDE @

Efforts to implement the Be Wise, Energize residential energy efficiency loan program to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions countywide and assist homeowners in making energy efficiency upgrades to
their homes was discontinued when a favorable interest could not be provided to homeowners.
Resources were shifted from a County-sponsored program to a market-based partnership with Summit
Community Power Works (SCPW) for continued promotion of residential energy efficiency and
weatherization. A Services Agreement with SCPW is now in place to continue the Council’s objective to
increase residential energy efficiency and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Summit Community Power Works has become a rallying point for countywide awareness of the need to
increase energy efficiency. SCPW is currently in 57 place in the Georgetown University Energy Prize
competition to win $5M for reduction of residential and municipal energy usage. SCPW has a high
probability of winning the prize due to the sustainable, replicable, and innovative programming that is
contributing to favorable results across the multiple socio-economic groups within Summit County.

Utilizing aggregated meter data provided by Rocky Mountain Power and Questar to Georgetown
University, countywide residential electricity usage has decreased approximately 7% during the 36
month period of the competition (from January 2013 to December 2015). During the same time period,
residential of natural gas usage has decreased approximately 13%. The equivalent annual emissions
decrease associated with this reduction in electricity is estimated to be 3,400 MTCO2e and 10,000
MTCO?2e for the natural gas reduction.’® Confirmation of the greenhouse gas emissions over time will
occur during the countywide greenhouse gas emissions inventory scheduled to be updated every five
years as part of the Climate Action Plan.

10 Emissions reduction analysis provided by Cherniak Environmental, Inc. (3/23/2016).
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It is important to note that this energy data is not normalized for weather and its accuracy is under review.
Nonetheless, despite an increase in the number of residential meters as population increases, residential
energy usage is trending downward due to the cooperative efforts of staff, SCPW, Park City Municipal,
businesses, and residents who have contributed to this countywide effort.

SCPW has documented that more than 11,500 LED bulbs have replaced incandescent bulbs in households
throughout the County, equating to approx. 460 MT of annual emissions reduction.'! The actual number of
LED bulbs installed is estimated to be significantly higher due to the level of participation indicated by
“Switch Stories” shared on SCPW’s Facebook and other public education and outreach efforts. For
example, Habitat for Humanity distributed over 200 bulbs to low income and elderly residents in
partnership with SCPW and their AmeriCorps volunteers.

SCPW sponsored a bulk purchase program and sold 150 EcoBee smart thermostats at a discounted price to
both residential and commercial customers. The manufacturer’s literature indicates that EcoBee smart
thermostats can reduce ahome’s heating and air conditioning usage by as much as 23%. The CO2e emissions
avoided by the installation of 150 EcoBee smart thermostats is estimated to be 800 MT annually?. The
program ran during the month of February, 2016, and has plans to run again in the fall of 2016. More sales
are expected as a result of incorporating the lessons learned from the first run and the ongoing public
education and outreach being conducted by SCPW, staff, and community partners.

As suggested by municipal leaders, senior citizens were interviewed to determine if there is a need for
assistance with residential energy efficiency improvements. Staff met with three separate groups and
found that those living solely on social security or other limited fixed incomes experience the greatest
challenge to afford and maintain comfortable temperatures in older, inefficient homes, particularly as
utility costs rise. Staff discussed low-cost and no-cost improvements that could be made to homes and
provided 100 LED bulbs to those who participated in their research. Exploration continues about whether
County government is an appropriate mechanism to deliver such assistance. And if so, what resources
would be required and how would they be distributed equitably to those in need.

SCPW developed science and math-based curriculum (related to energy usage and LED bulbs) that aligns
with educational core requirements for each grade K-12. The “LED Switch” campaign was pioneered in the
South Summit School District by retired Science teacher and SCPW volunteer, Kerry Lambert. Mr. Lambert
and Mary Christa Smith, SCPW Program Manager, conducted numerous school presentations. The
campaign inspired classroom competitions that engaged teachers, students, and school boards to switch
to LED bulbs at home and throughout the school districts. Recycle Utah partnered with staff and SCPW to
educate another 7,000 students regarding the cost and environmental benefit of LED lightbulbs over
conventional incandescent bulbs and other simple ways that students can help at home to reduce energy
consumption.

11 Assumptions: LEDs are standard 60 watt equivalents operated 2 hours per day, 360 days per year. LEDs assumed to use
1/7th the energy per hour compared to incandescent bulb.
12 Emissions reduction analysis provided by Cherniak Environmental, Inc. (3/21/2016).
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Action Going Forward:

While SCPW’s partnerships with HOAs, businesses, and non-profits continues to increase residential and
municipal energy efficiency, staff is working with realtors, architects, and home builders in collaboration
with Community Development staff and SCPW to encourage above code construction—the second most
effective way to decrease greenhouse gas emissions. PCCAPS students have been enlisted to research and
develop informational materials about the cost benefits of energy efficient homes. These materials will
be distributed throughout the real estate and construction industries to help drive demand for energy
efficiency in residential and commercial markets.

ESTABLISH A COMPREHENSIVE COUNTYWIDE CLIMATE ACTION PLAN @

To realize Council’s goals to “reduce greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) and impacts on climate change, as
well as to plan for an economically vibrant, environmentally healthy and socially responsible future,” staff
enlisted the Brendle Group to assist in developing a Climate Action Plan. '3 A comprehensive climate action
planning effort was conducted that engaged a range of stakeholders from the community, related
professions, and municipal governments who convened to define the strategies most reasonable for our
community to carry out. The resultant Climate Action Plan incorporates the immediate emissions
reduction strategies from the 2014-2016 Sustainability Plan and the 2014-2016 Energy Efficiency Cost
Savings and Emissions Reduction plans that are well underway, producing verifiable results. The potential
benefits and costs of funding the emissions reduction strategies were calculated, prioritized and budgeted
for implementation in 2016, as evidenced by this report.

As part of that process, phase Il of a countywide GHG reduction study was conducted and revealed that
the county’s overall emissions are trending downward, and are already reduced by 6% since 2010. To mark
progress and continue the downward trend, a new countywide GHG emissions reduction target was set:
15% below 2015 levels by 2030 with 5 year benchmarking and reporting intervals. The path to reach that
target is outlined in the Playbook for Implementation attached as AppendixA.

As stated in the Climate Action Plan, staff’s role in ensuring the Plan’s success includes (1) positioning
Summit County to lead by example, (2) overseeing the implementation of various initiatives, (3) providing
tools for community success (e.g., education, training, and financial mechanisms), and (4) forging and
maintaining partnerships with other communities and organizations.

One important new partnership was formed in 2015 by joining the Utah Climate Action Network to
leverage the efforts of multiple local governments, agencies, businesses and non-profit organizations that
are all invested in reducing the impacts of climate change on a regional level that includes Summit County.

Another example of community engagement was staff’s collaboration with PCCAPS students interested
in climate change. Jessica DiCaprio, Paige Castro and Sienna Leger Redel (all juniors at Park City High
School) conducted research and presented their weather data findings to Council on January 6, 2015.
Their conclusion was that the Wasatch Area has warmed 2.5 degrees since 1950.

13Summit County Climate Action Plan, July 2015, p. 1
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Action Going Forward:

Continue actions defined in the 2014-2016 Sustainability Plan that align with the Climate Action Plan and
implement the strategies identified in the Climate Action Plan.

Engage Summit County residents, businesses, visitors, and partners to take collective action towards
reducing the County’s impact on complex global environmental issues while maximizing the County’s
economic, environmental and community benefits.

INFLUENCE THE MAINTENANCE OF AIR AND WATER QUALITY @

Staff participated in the development of wood burning stoves and fireplaces ordinance adopted in 2015;
and provided background information in support of amendments to the anti-idling ordinance to keep it
consistent throughout the County and Park City.

As directed, staff has reduced participation in activities that fall under the Department of Health’s air
and water quality initiatives and shifted focus on sustainability issues not addressed by other
departments. Although no longer directly involved in certain water advisory committees, staff continues
to mobilize community partnerships and champion emissions reduction strategies outlined in the 2014-
2016 Sustainability Plan and the Climate Action Plan that contribute to air and water quality.

The Department of Public Health has increased air quality monitoring. To supplement that effortin 2016,
staff will promote PurpleAir.org, a comprehensive air monitoring program for the public, by the public
in 2016. Purple Air is a grassroots effort to improve air quality monitoring with the hope of understanding
the nature and source of the pollution in more detail and drawing more attention and awareness to it.

Staff facilitated execution of the Utah Rivers Council’s Rain Harvest program, which resulted in residents’
purchasing 145 rain barrels to re-use rain water and help decrease water usage for lawns and gardens.
A successful initiative evidenced by immediate sell-out of the available rain barrels, Utah Rivers Council
is requesting County support for a repeat of the program in 2016.

Staff is engaged in the community, supporting Recycle Utah to promote recycling, household hazardous
waste drop-off events, water conservation and energy efficiency education in schools, and Idle-Free
school zones.

Action Going Forward:

Implement strategies outlined in the Climate Action Plan that help to maintain air quality. Continue to
encourage maintenance of water quality and water conservation through partnerships that help ensure
that water supplies remain safe, clean, and reliable.

INCORPORATE SUSTAINBILITY MEASURES IN LAND MANAGEMENT

Staff provides input related to sustainability measures in land management to the Community
Development Department, such as LED lighting recommendations, wind resources development
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locations, and examples of natural resource plans. However, in 2015, staff’s time has been re-directed
to public lands issues in Summit County as identified below:

e Public Lands Initiative — Staff supported Council to convene the Public Lands/Wilderness Advisory
Group and track its activities, draft and submit Summit County’s proposal for inclusion in
Congressman Bishop’s Public Lands Initiative (PLI). Staff has been working closely with Council and
the Representative Bishop’s staff to review and edit draft legislation and monitor progress of the
PLI.

¢ Inresponse to Council’s request, staff is representing the County as a Cooperating Agency on two
USFS NEPA actions:

o Environmental Impact Statement of High Uintas Wilderness Domestic Sheep analysis that
will examine the effects of domestic sheep grazing on 10 allotments in northeast Utah
and Southwest Wyoming. Staff is conducting research and writing a specialist report on
the historic and present economic and social impacts of sheep grazing in Summit County.
The report will be submitted to the USFS in June 2016 for inclusion in the draft EIS that is
scheduled to be published for public comment in February 2017.

o The Revised Land and Resource Management Plan for the Ashley National Forest — As
stated in the MOU between the County and the USFS, staff will represent the County in
“this collaboration with U.S. Forest Service to foster a productive partnership that results
in positive land management decisions for all parties; to assure consistency in process and
outcomes among all parties; and to assure regular, consistent communication intended
to build positive working relationships, maximize trust, minimize misunderstanding and
potential conflicts, and produce actions that result in better conclusions for the County
and its communities, thereby enhancing community support for those actions.”

e Staff continues to keep Council abreast of other USFS actions and coordinates, researches and
provides comments as requested. The most recent comment drafted by staff was in responseto
the Environmental Assessment of the Platte Petroleum Project proposed by the Burnett Oil
Company to conduct test drilling in the Uinta-Cache National Forest.

Coordination with transportation planning has been limited although recent work with the Director of
Transportation Planning is in progress to survey employees commuting routes for the purpose of
increasing employee carpooling and reducing vehicle emissions.

Staff has not had time to research the environmental impacts or provide policy guidance related to
heated driveways, large open gas flames, energy efficient night-sky lighting technologies as listed in the
Sustainability Plan. However, these topics are incorporated into sustainability endeavors directly or
indirectly as related to energy efficiency, open space and public lands management.

Following acceptance of an invitation from Salt Lake County Mayor Ben McAdams, staff became actively
engaged and represented Summit County’s interests on the Environmental Committee of Mountain
Accord. During that time, staff compiled records of open space and protected lands in Summit County;
contributed to the criteria developed to assess the environmental condition and impacts within the
Wasatch Mountains; reviewed environmental assessment tools; helped draft and edit the RFP to secure
development of an Environmental Assessment Dashboard to track and compare existing with future
conditions.
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Staff convenes, tracks and participates in the activities of the Basin Open Space Advisory Committee
(BOSAC). With voter approval of a $25 million Open Space, Recreation, and Trails Bond (November 2014)
and pending availability of County funds to acquire open space, staff and BOSAC members reviewed and
revised the Evaluation Criteria for the Acquisition of Open Space in 2015. The tool was then used to
evaluate parcels and provide Council with BOSAC’s recommended open space acquisitions. Staff ensures
that BOSAC remains attentive to protection of wildlife habitat and wildlife corridors to balance the
development of recreational opportunities on designated open space. The committee has suspended
meetings pending direction from Council.

Staff maintains stewardship of existing county-owned open space property. Two soil remediation
projects were completed on Miss Billies/Koleman open space parcel to prevent repeated wash outs of
Basin Recreation’s trails on the property. Staff recommended and facilitated an amendment to the
easement and relocation of the garden to adjoin Basin Recreation property and align with their
recreational activities. The move eliminated reoccurring problems with water supply, patron access,
easement violations and steady complaints about garden shed interrupting open space view shed.

Engagement in the Morgan Summit Area Resource Management (MSARM) local working group
endeavors to protect sage grouse populations and increase habitat. Council helped fund a 3-year study
to inform the protection of the species and enhancement of habitat in Summit and Morgan counties. A
progress report on the results of the study will be presented to Council in 2016.

ACTIONS PLANNED FOR 2016 (&

As illustrated in this report, quantification of sustainability outcomes requires extensive analysis. While
much information has been provided to report the County’s sustainability achievements, the
measurement and verification needs some improvement to be able to differentiate between variables
in the data that can be addressed by policy, by technology, or by behavioral changes. The part-time
Sustainability Specialist being hired in spring 2016 will be primarily responsible to refine the analytics of
the sustainability actions and expenditures. More precise quantification is necessary to verify that the
County is getting the outcomes predicted from the investments made.

Staff will complete the objectives in the 2014-2016 Sustainability Plan and increase implementation of
the Climate Action Plan, recognizing that the Climate Action Plan incorporates actions underway as
outlined in the Sustainability Plan. Staff expects to shift resources from those activities written the in the
2014- 2016 Sustainability Plan that are being carried out by other departments to focus on
implementation of the Climate Action Plan.

In keeping with the goal to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, staff will conduct a comprehensive solar
study to evaluate the capacity of all of the County-owned properties for solar PV installations (rooftop
and ground-mount). The study will determine the long-term economic impact and emissions reduction
to be realized by maximizing the use of renewable energy. Staff anticipates issuing a Request for
Proposals to obtain a firm to conduct the study in the spring of 2016. Pending the outcome of the study,
funds may be included in the 2017 capital budget for consideration and approval by Council.
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Finally, staff anticipates winning the Georgetown University Energy Prize of S5M. The prize money will
be used to establish an endowment that supports long-term programming to continue reducing energy
usage and decreasing GHG emissions from the built environment.

CONCLUSION

This report illustrates how Summit County is positioning itself as a leader in sustainability and climate
action. Summit County’s sustainability achievements are notable, covering a wide range of activities that
support multiple Council objectives and result in long-lasting positive social, economic and
environmental impacts. With continued support of Council, County staff, partners in the community and
residents, staff fully expects the following results to by the end of 2016:

e The new goal to reduce C02e emissions from County operations will be achieved.
e Verifiable cost-effective energy efficiency improvements, lighting upgrades and solar installations.

e Quantifiable increase in overall fuel efficiency, fuel cost decrease and reduction of tailpipe emissions
from County fleet vehicles.

e Continued increase in the amount of renewable energy installed countywide.
e Substantiated decrease in residential and commercial energy usage countywide.

e Engaged Summit County residents, municipalities, and business partners participating in greenhouse
gas reduction through implementation of the Climate Action Plan.
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STAFF REPORT

Date: March 25,016
To: Summit County Council

From: Caroline Ferris, Regional Transportation Planning Director
Derrick Radke, Director of Public Works
Matt Leavitt, Finance Officer

Re: Proposed Transportation Solutions
Existing Conditions

Within the following section, we are limiting the distinction between Park City and the Synderville Basin
based on the reality that we are one transportation network and locals, visitors, and workers travel
within and between our jurisdictions freely.

It’s a common misconception that the Snyderville Basin and the greater Park City area have
experienced tremendous residential growth in the past years and because of this, residents are
concerned about the amount of traffic congestion. Analysis of Census population numbers indicate
that during the last five years, population growth has actually been below the state average; while
Park City grew by about six percent, Summit County population only increased by about one percent
overall.

Conversely, the number of jobs available in the greater Park City area increased greatly, by at least 23
percent. For comparison, the number of jobs statewide (recognizing Utah as the fastest growing job
market in the nation) has increased by 15 percent. Because we lack available housing stock to meet
the needs of our workers, more and more people are commuting to Summit County from points
outside. We know from both anecdotal evidence and Census data that significantly more people
work in Summit County, but live outside the County and vice versa, than both live and work in
Summit County. The same is true for Park City, but by a more significant split.
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In addition to the job growth, the number of daily and overnight visitors to our region continues to
increase. During the previous winter season, these visitors more than doubled the population of
Park City at any given time. Even during the “shoulder season,” (April - June and September -
December), visitors account for more than 40 percent of the total population.

In reality, it’s not residential growth that has led to congestion on our two primary roadways, SR-248
ad SR-224. Instead, it’s the unintended consequence of amazing economic and job growth.

We don’t have a growth problem; we have a movement problem. As previously noted, there are two
primary roadways leading into and out of Park City Municipal, via the Snyderville Basin: SR-224 and
SR-248. Both are state roadways, owned by the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT). UDOT
maintains automatic traffic recorders (ADTs) located at various points along these roadways to
monitor the number of daily vehicles trips occurring. Between 2010 and 2015, daily vehicles trips on
SR-224 and SR-248 increased by an average of 10.5 percent, or nine percent and 12 percent
respectively. On I-80 between Parley’s Summit and Jeremy Ranch, the primary interstate connecting
to SR-224 at Kimball Junction, UDOT estimates that traffic during those same years has increased by
15 percent. And finally, at SR-248 between Kamas and Quinn’s Junction, traffic has increased by ten
percent.



Even more concerning, the traffic counts reported above do not account for the heavy peak-flow
times experienced on SR-224 and SR-248, a condition that is somewhat unique to our region. As
demonstrated by the figure below, a report drafted for Park City Municipal found that during both
the Summer and Winter seasons, not only does SR-248 experiences two distinct peak period flows
each day as would be expected, but that the counter flow (traffic traveling in the opposite direction)
is also higher than would be expected.

SR-248 Traffic Volumes — Summer Season
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In 2015, 90 percent of residents believe life in Summit County is excellent to above average. A Citizen
Satisfaction Survey conducted during 2015 found that Summit County residents continue to be
concerned about traffic congestion. In one instance, respondents were asked to consider the
importance of “developing strategies to reduce traffic congestion in more heavily-developed
portions of Summit County.” Approximately six out of ten county residents considered reducing
traffic congestion to be “very important” to the future of the County. In addition, 38 percent of
survey respondents indicated that excessive traffic and congestion made the County a less desirable
place to live.

Underfunded Transportation Network

As you may remember from the 2016 budget discussion, Summit County is currently relying on fund
balances in the Transit District Fund to provide the current and expanded transit services in the
Snyderville Basin area. The deficit is currently about $150,000 per year and the primary program
utilizing these fund balances is the SC-PC-SLC Connect, one of the important alternative
transportation solutions that will be discussed later in this report. Without additional resources, new
and/or improved services within the Transit District will not be possible. In addition, without



additional resources fund balances are insufficient to continue to
fund existing programs nor fund necessary capital improvements.
The current operating status of the Transit District is insufficient
to fund programs beyond an estimated three to four years.

You may also recall that over the last few years we have

discussed the underfunding of our ongoing road maintenance

program and that in 2014 the Council took proactive steps towards closing the maintenance funding
gap by implementing a tax increase in the Municipal Fund and in Service Area 6 Fund in the amount
of $750K+/- and $280K+/- respectively. These amounts have lessened the deficit gap in the pavement
preservation/maintenance program. If you will recall, in the Municipal Fund, we estimated that it
would take just under $3M per year to maintain the Remaining Service Life ratios...

MUNICIPAL ROAD ENANCE - BUDGET PROJECTION
RSL 5 Year
RSL Segment Cycle
Segment |RSL % of Area [5YearCycle| Road
Length (Mi)| Total [RSL Range (Sq Ft) Cost Mile s/Year
29 RSL 16 - 20 4294799 $171.792 57
75 RSL 11-15 9733243| $622.928 15.0
42| 284%|RSL5-10 5166248| $1549.874 84
2 16%|RSL > 5 366330 $622.761 05
148 Total $2,967,355 296
Average Maint. Cost|/SqFt| Miles/Year
Slurry| $0.20 57
Chips| $0.32 128
HMA (2")| $1.50 84
HIPR (1")] $1.00 23
Reconst| $8 .50 05
Total 296

...and current funding levels for road maintenance are just north of $2M. In Service Area 6 we
estimated that it would take about $600K to maintain the Remaining Service Life ratios...

SERVICE AREA #6 - BUDGET PROJECTION
RSL RSL 7 Year
Segment| RSL Segment| 7 Year Cycle
Length | % of Area Cycle Road
(Mi) Total [RSL Range (Sq Ft) Cost  [Miles/Year
30 RSL 16 - 20 3803273)|$108.665 42
42 RSL 11-15 5405564 |$220.856 6.0
6] 7.2%|RSL5-10 704505/$150.965 08
1] 1.6%|RSL >5 149316)/$181.312 02
78 Total $661,799 112
Average Maint. Cost| /Sq Ft| Miles/Year
Slurry| $0.20 42
Chips| $0.32 5.1
HMA (2")] $1.50 0.8
HIPR (1")[ $1.00 09
Reconst| $8.50 02
Total 112

...and current funding levels for road maintenance in Service Area 6 are just north of $400K; a great
improvement from before 2014. That said, remember that it costs between 6 and 36 times as much



when we don’t do the preventative maintenance necessary to preserve the pavements as long as we
can. In addition, amounts that were previously dedicated towards capital maintenance and
improvements have slowly been diminished.

A couple of years ago, Summit County developed a five year Capital Investment Plan (CIP); however
there was no specific funding plan implemented for the CFP. The Capital Improvement Projects for
Road Capacity and Facilities are currently being constructed under the “Pay-as-you-Go” plan, which
really means that the Capital fund is built up over time due to budget savings or increases in
resources. There are certain advantages to using this approach, but there are and will increasingly
be times when there are larger Capital and additional program service needs that require the County
to address sooner in order to mitigate the congestion problems being felt by our citizens.

Proposed Solutions

Appendix 1 contains the detailed and complete list of projects and solutions that have been refined
and consolidated from the initial presentation to the County Council on March 10™. Since the March
10" meeting, the Council appointed sub-committee has met several times to discuss projects, service
priorities, and potential funding mechanisms. The sub-committee used a decision grid, primarily
focusing on potential congestion mitigation to narrow the list to the greatest improvement for the
least cost in the shortest amount of time.

The consolidated project/service list and estimated annual costs are shown in the Table A. The
primary focus of the proposed alternatives centers on increased/improved transit frequency and
service, including transit related infrastructure. The proposed projects also include some road and
intersection capacity improvements, primarily in the Jeremy Ranch/Pinebrook area and in Silver
Creek Estates. The estimated costs do include grants/cost share/cost offsets where we are
reasonably confident that they can be acquired or implemented. Other possible grants/cost
share/cost offsets may be possible and if acquired or implemented, it may be possible to enhance the
list of improvements and services to further mitigate congestion. The proposed projects also
includes consideration for new sales and use taxes to be implemented by the County in order to
address the previously discussed shortfall necessary use of fund balances as well as funding for these

proposed projects. Without additional resources, there shouldn’t be any consideration for

expansion of services or capital improvements. Table B summarizes existing transit costs as well as
estimated additional costs for both new services and capital improvements, and proposed revenues
to support the new programs and facilities. A detailed table of costs and revenues is included in
Appendix 2.

Please note that there are still many needs in the Basin and in eastern Summit County included in the
primary list of projects and services (Appendix 1). However these needs are forecasted beyond the



first five-year horizon and will be further addressed in the Regional Long Range Transportation Plan
currently being developed. If additional funding mechanisms become available, then existing

resources could be used to move up some of these projects rather than to address the higher priority
projects specified in Table A.



TABLE A

Total
Project & Description 2017 2018 2019 2020 2020 First Five
Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Years
Transit & Operations Expenses
Expanded Transit Service
1 Increased Frequency (P1 2x224, P2 2xJeremy, P3 2xBrown) $ 1,436,000 | $ 1,910,000 | $ 2,540,000 $ 2,202,000 | $ 2,247,000 | $ 10,335,000
2 SC-PC-SLC Connect Increased Frequency (UTA, P1), Inc. Guaranteed Ride Home $ 90,000 | $ 91,000 | $ 93,000 | $ 94,000 | $ 97,000 | $ 465,000
2 SC-PC-SLC Connect Increased Frequency (UTA, P2), Inc. Guaranteed Ride Home $ 97,000 | $ 100,000 | $ 102,000 | $ 299,000
3 Kimball Circulator (2-Shuittles, plus 1 Spare) $ 4210001 $ 654,000 $ 740,000 | $ 705,000 | $ 923,000 | $ 3,443,000
4 Neighborhood to Transit Connection $ 698,000 | $ 698,000
5 Silver Creek Connection $ 268,000 $ 279,000]| $ 246,000 | $ 302,000 | $ 1,095,000
6 Summit Park Connection $ 514,000 | $ 455,000 | $ 556,000 | $ 1,525,000
7 Kamas to PC (P1-Commuter, 2 daily runs) $ 67,000 | $ 69,000 | $ 70,000 | $ 72,000 | $ 278,003
8 Alt Trans Maintenance (Trail and Sidewalk Maintenance) $ 50,000 | $ 52,000 | $ 54,000 | $ 112,000 | $ 116,000 | $ 384,000
$1,997,000 | $3,042,000 | $4,386,000 | $ 3,984,000 | $ 5,113,000 | $18,522,003
Total
Project & Description 2017 2018 2019 2020 2020 First Five
Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Years
Transit/Alt Transportation Projects
Alternative Transportation Capital Improvements
1 Park & Ride, Jeremy (P1=Surf Parking, Transit Station, P2=Same; P3=Retail, Housi $ 3,700,000 | $ 1,898,000 $ 2,346,000 $ 7,944,000
2 Park & Ride, Ecker (Parking, Transit Station, NIC/Interchange) $ 1,825,000 $ 1,825,000
3 Bike Share/E-Bike Stations (P1=4 Stations; P2=6 Stations; P3=8 Stations) M 436,000 $ 326,000 | $ 344,000 | $ 170,000 | $ 166,000 | $ 1,442,000
5 Way Finding (Signs, Art, Advertising) $ 100,000 | $ 11,000 | $ 11,000 | $ 11,000 | $ 11,000 | $ 144,000
6 Fixed Guideway, P1 (Kimball to PC) R/W Survey, Environmental, Design, Purchase) $ 150,000 | $ 1,125,000 [ $ 1,500,000 | $ 7,500,000 $ 10,275,000
Transit/Alt Transportation Projects $6,211,000 | $3,360,000 | $1,855,000 | $10,027,000 | $ 177,000 | $21,630,000
Total
Project & Description 2017 2018 2019 2020 2020 First Five
Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Years
Capacity Road Transportation Projects
1 Bitner/Silver Creek Road Connection $ 1,515,000 $ 1,515,000
2 Jeremy/Pinebrook Interchange, Intersection $ 3,350,000 $ 3,350,000
3 Kilby/Rassmussen Road Widening (Ecker to Jeremy Int) $ 150,000 ] $ 150,000 | $ 3,909,000 $ 2,100,000 | $ 6,309,000
4 Basin Area Connectivity/Alt Transportation Mode $ 100,000 $ 104,000 $ 108,000]| $ 112,000 | $ 116,000 | $ 540,000
Total Basin Capacity Projects | $1,765,000 | $3,604,000 | $4,017,000 | $ 112,000 $ 2,216,000 | $11,714,000




Table B

Transit District: Estimated BUDGET PROGRAMMING & FORECASTING
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Estimated fund equity 2,157,795 2,182,865 208,565 9,037,205 2,023,006 25,923,497 (3,008,441) (2,395,181)

Revenues, expenditures and changes in fund assets
Total revenues 3,120,856 2,826,606 2,280,000 18,124,284 13,897,769 26,005,294 13,720,316 14,433,027

Expenditures

Base transit service 2,194,792 2,314,834 3,220,000 3,300,500 3,383,100 3,467,700 3,554,400 3,643,300
Increases in services (From Table A) 2,177,000 3,141,000 4,519,000 4,758,000 5,647,000
Operating expenses other than bus service 391,468 266,360 289,300 244,578 246,709 248,885 251,104 253,367
Capital improvements (From Table A) 6,469,000 3,877,000 2,075,000 10,251,000 405,000
Amounts committed to capital or debt service payment 1,126,375 2,365,350 2,483,600 2,607,750 2,738,100
Total expenditures 2,586,260 2,581,193 3,509,300 13,317,453 13,013,159 12,794,185 21,422,254 12,686,767
Net revenues over expenditures 534,596 245,413 (1,229,300) 4,806,831 884,610 13,211,109 (7,701,938) 1,746,260




Appendix 1
Summit County Transportation Needs and Priorities
Anticipated Projects and Services
Preliminary Funding Analysis

Prepared by: Derrick Radke & Caroline Ferris

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 TOTAL 2017 2022 TOTAL
Project & Description 2017 2018 2019 2020 2020 2021 2020 Cost Share/ 2020 2022-2040
Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Requested Grants Budget

Transit/Alt Transportation Projects
Expanded Transit Service

Early Morning Service (Kilby/Bitner) $ 23,000 | $ 23,000 | $ 23,000 | $ 23,000 | $ 23,000 ] $ 115,000 | $ 23,000 $ - $ 23,000 ] $ 635,000

Late Evening (Basin) $ 61,000 | $ 62,000 | $ 63,000 | $ 64,000 | $ 65,000 | $ 315,000 | $ 66,000 $ - $ 66,000 | $ 1,822,000

Kimball Circulator (2-Shuttles, plus 1 Spare) $ 421,000 | $ 654,000 | $ 740,000 | $ 705,000 | $ 923,000 | $ 3,443,000 | $ 960,000 $ - $ 960,000 | $ 26,496,000

Increased Frequency (P1 2x224, P2 2xJeremy, P3 2xBrown) $ 1,350,000]$ 1,796,000 | $ 2,389,000 | $ 2,071,000 | $ 2,113,000 | $ 9,719,000 | $ 2,536,000 $ 380,000 $ 2,156,000 | $ 59,506,000

Powder Run Connection $ 30,500 | $ 186,500 | $ 285,500 | $ 291,000 | $ 297,000 | $ 1,090,500

Summit Park Connection $ 417,000 | $ 494,000 | $ 514,000 | $ 455,000 | $ 556,000 | $ 2,436,000

Silver Creek Connection $ 200,000 | $ 268,000 | $ 279,000 | $ 246,000 | $ 302,000 | $ 1,295,000

Neighborhood to Transit Connection $ 698,000 | $ 698,000 | $ 4,135,000 $ - $ 4,135,000 | $ 114,126,000

SC-PC-SLC Connect Increased Frequency (UTA, P1) $ 90,000 | $ 91,000 | $ 93,000 | $ 94,000 | $ 97,000 | $ 465,000 | $ 132,000 $ 33,000 $ 99,000 | $ 2,732,000

SC-PC-SLC Connect Increased Frequency (UTA, P2) $ 93,000 | $ 94,000 | $ 97,000 | $ 284,000 | $ 132,000 $ 33,000 $ 99,000 | $ 2,732,000

Guaranteed Ride Home $ 5,000] $ 5,000 | $ 5,000] $ 4,000 | $ 5,000] $ 24,000

Kamas to PC (P1-Commuter, 2 daily runs) $ 67,000 | $ 69,000 | $ 70,000 | $ 72,000 | $ 278,000 | $ 147,000 $ 74,000 $ 73,000 ] $ 2,015,000

Wasatch County/Heber to PC (P1-Commuter, 2 daily runs) $ 144,000 | $ 147,000 | $ 150,000 | $ 441,000 | $ 306,000 $ 153,000 $ 153,000 | $ 4,223,000

Coalville to PC (P1-Commuter, 2 daily runs) $ 68,000 | $ 68,000 | $ 140,000 $ 70,000 $ 70,000 | $ 1,932,000
Transit Center Phase 2, Kimball Junction $ 750,000 $ 750,000 $ -
Transit "Super Shelters" (Climate Control, Data, Public Art) $ 40,000 | $ 42,000 | $ 43,700 ] $ 45,400 | $ 47,200] $ 218,300 | $ 49,100 $ - $ 49,100 ] $ -
Transit Shelter AVL $ 10,000 | $ 10,000 | $ 10,000 | $ 10,000 | $ 10,000 | $ 50,000 | $ 10,000 $ - $ 10,000 | $ 276,000
Admin & Support Personnel $ 50,000 | $ 125,000 | $ 130,000 | $ 135,000 | $ 140,000 | $ 580,000 | $ 146,000 $ - $ 146,000 | $ 4,030,000
Fixed Guideway, P1 (Kimball to PC, 6 mi) $ -

Right-of-Way (Survey, Environmental, Design, Purchase) $ 150,000 | $ 1,125,000 | $ 1,500,000 | $ 7,500,000 $ 10,275,000 $ -

Guideway & Station Construction $ 66,000,000 | $ 66,000,000 $ -
Transit & Operations Expenses $ 3,597,500 | $ 4,948,500 | $ 6,381,200 | $ 11,954,400 | $ 71,663,200 | $ 98,544,800 | $ 8,782,100 | $ 743,000 | $ 8,039,100 | $ 220,525,000
Alternative Transportation
Bike Share/E-Bike Stations (P1=4 Stations; P2=6 Stations; P3=8 Stations) 436,000 326,000 344,000 170,000 166,000 1,442,000 406,000 41,000 365,000 10,074,000
Alt Trans Maintenance (Trail and Sidewalk Maintenance) 50,000 52,000 54,000 112,000 116,000 384,000 121,000 - 121,000 3,340,000
Way Finding (Signs, Art, Advertising) 100,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 144,000 15,000 4,000 11,000 | § 304,000
VMS, SR-224 (2) 187,000 187,000 -
VMS, 1-80 (1) $ 94,000 94,000 g -
Park & Ride, Jeremy (P1=Surf Parking, Transit Station, P2=Same; P3=Retalil, Housing) $ 3,700,000 | $ 1,898,000 $ 2,346,000 7,944,000 | $ 15,938,000 $ 3,985,000 $ 11,953,000 -
Park & Ride, Ecker (Parking, Transit Station, NIC/Interchange) $ 1,825,000 1,825,000 : -
Park & Ride, Silver Creek (Parking, Transit Station) - § 2,400,000
Park & Ride, Kimball (Parking Structure) g 16,022,000 | $ 17,802,000 $ 1,780,000 $ 16,022,000 | § -
Park & Ride, Kamas (Parking, Transit Station, Bus Storage) $ 1,606,000 $ 1,606,000 § -
Park & Ride, Coalville (Parking, Transit Station, Bus Storage) $ 1,752,000 1,752,000 -
Transit/Alt Transportation Projects $ 6,111,000 | $ 4,080,000 | $ 503,000 | $ 2,639,000 | $ 2,045,000 | $ 31,400,000 | $ 34,282,000 | $ 5,810,000 | $ 28,472,000 | $ 16,118,000
Capacity Road Transportation Projects
Bitner/Silver Creek Road Connection $ 1,515,000 $ 1,515,000 $ -
Jeremy/Pinebrook Interchange, Intersection $ 3,350,000 $ 3,350,000 $ -
Kilby Road Widening (Ecker to Jeremy Int) $ 150,000 | $ 150,000 | $§ 3,909,000 $ 2,100,000 | $ 6,309,000 $ -
Factory Stores Round-About $ - $ -
Basin Area Connectivity/Alt Transportation Mode $ 100,000 | $ 104,000 | $ 108,000 | $ 112,000 | $ 116,000 | $ 540,000 | $ 121,000 $ - $ 121,000 | $ -
Wetland Mitigation Bank $ 250,000 $ 250,000 $ -
Landmark D Extend to Bear hollow $ 1,492,000 | $ 1,492,000 $ -
Kilby Road Widening (Factory Stores to Ecker) $ - $ 2,966,000 $ - $ 2,966,000 | $ -
Kilby to SR-224 Bypass $ 75,000 $ 3,914,000 $ 3,989,000 $ -
US 40 Frontage/SR-248 Intersection $ 2,925,000 | $ 2,925,000 | $ 4,200,000 $ 4,200,000 | $ -
SR-224 Off grade Pedestrian Crossing (2) $ = $ 4,500,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 2,250,000 | $ 4,500,000
Landmark Widening (WalMart to Factory Stores) $ 1,500,000 $ 1,500,000 $ -
Ecker Interchange $ - $ 15,000,000
Kimball Interchange Imp $ - $ 10,000,000
Rasmussen Road Widening $ - $ 8,500,000
Silver Summit Interchange/Intersection Improvements $ - $ 15,000,000
Silver Creek Village to Silver Creek Estates Underpass of I-80 $ - $ 6,000,000
Highland/Old Ranch Intersection Improvement $ - $ 500,000
Ute/Uintah Intersection Improvement $ - $ 500,000
Newpark/Uintah Intersection Improvement $ - $ 500,000
Roundabout Silver Summit Parkway and Highland $ - $ 1,500,000
Ute Grade Separated Intersection $ - $ 25,000,000
Total Basin Capacity Projects $ 2,015000]$% 3,679,000 $ 4,017,000 $ 5,526,000 | $ 6,633,000 | $ 9,983,000 $ 11,787,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 9,537,000 | $ 87,000,000
Chalk Creek Widening $ 500,000 $ 520,000 $ 1,020,000 | $ 541,000 $ - $ 541,000 | $ 7,736,000
Wanship, SR-32 & Co. Road Intersection Imp $ - $ 950,000
Hoytsville Road Shoulder Widening & Intersection $ 151,500 | $ 500,000 $ 520,000 | $ 1,171,500 $ 728,000
West Hoytsville Reconstruction (Shoulder) $ 250,000 $ - $ 250,000 $ -
Hobson/Hoytsville Intersection Improvements $ - $ 950,000
Judd Lane/Hoytsville Intersection Improvements $ - $ 950,000
South Henefer Road, Widening $ - $ 2,370,000
East Henefer Road, Widening $ - $ 3,680,000
Chalk Creek to SR-150 Connection $ - $ 32,400,000
Wanship SR-32 Sidewalk $ 405,000 $ 405,000 $ -
Total North Summit Projects $ 250,000 | $ 651,500 | $ 905,000 | $ 520,000 | $ 520,000 | $ 2,846,500 | $ 541,000 $ = $ 541,000 | $ 49,764,000
Hallam Road (R/W only) $ 200,000 $ 50,000 | $ 1,886,000 $ 2,136,000 $ -
Wooden Shoe Road, Widening $ - $ 1,591,000
Lower River Road, Widening $ - $ 2,510,000
Kamas Valley Cross Connection (Marion to Democrat) $ = $ 1,430,000
Democrat Alley Pave $ 500,000 | $ 520,000 | $ 541,000 | $ 563,000 | $ 586,000 | $ 2,710,000 | $ 609,000 $ - $ 609,000 | $ 1,239,000
Hallam Road Construction (Lambert to SR-248 $ = $ 2,890,000
Lambert Alt - All SR-248/32 $ - $ 1,570,000
Lambert Alt - Hallam North $ - $ 2,520,000
Total South Summit Projects $ 700,000 | $ 520,000 | $ 591,000 | $ 2,449,000 | $ 586,000 | $ 4,846,000 | $ 609,000 $ - $ 609,000 | $ 13,750,000

TOTAL CAPACITY PROJECTS [$ 2,965,000 [ $ 4,850,500 | $ 5,513,000 | $ 8,495,000 | $ 7,739,000 $ 17,675,500 | $ 12,937,000 $ 2,250,000 $ 10,687,000 | $ 150,514,000




MEMORANDUM:

Date: March 30, 2016

To: Council Members

From: Tom Fisher

Re: Recommendation to appoint members to the Eastern Summit County Agricultural
Preservation Committee (ESAP)

Advice and consent of County Manager’s recommendation to reappoint John Blazzard, and to
appoint DeLoy Bisel and Chris Ure, to the Eastern Summit County Agricultural Preservation
Committee. Chris, Deloy, and John's terms to expire February 28, 2019.



MEMORANDUM:

Date: March 30, 2016

To: Council Members

From: Tom Fisher

Re: Recommendation to appoint members to the Summit County Weed Control Board

Advice and consent of County Manager’s recommendation to reappoint Sam Blonquist and
John Blazzard to the Summit County Weed Control Board. Sam and John’s terms to expire
November 30, 2019.

Advice and consent of County Manager’s recommendation to appoint Colby Pace to fill the
unexpired term of Rochelle Robinson; Colby’s term to expire November 30, 2017.



PROGRAM AND FUNDING AGREEMENT
(Renewable Energy and Energy Choice Partnership)

This Interlocal Program and Funding Agreement (“Agreement”) is entered into this
day of , 2016 by and among Salt Lake City Corporation (“SLC”), Salt Lake
County (“SLCo”), Park City Municipal Corporation (“Park City”), and Summit County
(*Summit County”). Each is individually referred to as a “Party” and collectively as the
“Parties.”

RECITALS

WHEREAS, SLC and Park City are Utah municipal corporations and have various
responsibilities and legal authorities related to utilities and economic and environmental
issues; and

WHEREAS, SLCo and Summit County are Utah counties and have various
responsibilities and legal authorities relating to utilities and economic and environmental
issues; and

WHEREAS, the energy resources utilized by our communities significantly impact
public health and safety, including the economic and social well-being of current and future
residents and businesses; and

WHEREAS, accelerated development and use of renewable energy technologies
would provide numerous benefits to residents of Utah and the United States, including
improved national security, healthier local economies, improved air quality and public
health, and abundant, reliable and affordable energy over the long-term; and

WHEREAS, Utah has access to a variety of largely undeveloped renewable energy
resources that are becoming increasingly cost effective, including abundant solar power as
one of the 10 sunniest states in the United States; and

WHEREAS, the development of clean, renewable energy provides a variety of
economic benefits to local governments, businesses and residents within Utah, including
over 2,500 in-state solar jobs according to a 2015 report from The Solar Foundation; and

WHEREAS, the Parties wish to explore how they can encourage and develop
strategies to implement directly the sensible development of renewable energy technologies
to power their communities, including investigating the feasibility of programs such as
Community Choice Aggregation (“CCA”) that enhance energy choice and can develop
cleaner energy resources for local use; and

WHEREAS, the Parties desire to make the most efficient use of their powers by
enabling them to cooperate on a basis of mutual advantage and thereby provide a forum
to evaluate renewable energy development pathways in a manner that best serves their
citizens, while taking into consideration geographic, economic, cultural, population and



other factors that influence the needs of each individual community; and

WHEREAS, this Agreement is in the best interests of the Parties in that it
facilitates collaboration and sharing of resources to make informed energy investment
decisions that benefit the general welfare of their communities;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that SLC, SLCo, Park City and
Summit County enter into this Agreement under the provisions of the Utah Interlocal
Cooperation Act, 811-13-101, et. seq. of the Utah Code to foster the legitimate interests
of the Parties actively working together to investigate pathways to enhanced
development of renewable energy resources including, without limitation, the feasibility
of CCA in Utah. The Parties recognize that the ability to provide renewable energy
options transcends political jurisdictional boundaries within Utah and intergovernmental
coordination is essential to facilitate the efficient use of both public and private resources.
The Parties therefore agree as follows:

1. PURPOSE. The Parties intend to evaluate pathways for enhanced development
of renewable energy resources to serve their communities by: (a) the preparation of a
Request for Proposals (“RFP”) for a feasibility study (“Feasibility Study”) that
investigates baseline community electricity needs, new renewable energy development
scenarios, ratepayer impacts and the associated economic and social co-benefits of clean
energy policy and development pathways including the feasibility of CCA in Utah, (b)
procuring the Feasibility Study, and (c) evaluating the results of the Feasibility Study.

2. AUTHORIZED OFFICIAL. For SLC, the Authorized Official shall be the City
Mayor or his/her designee. For SLCo, the Authorized Official shall be the County Mayor
or his/her designee. For Summit County, the Authorized Official shall be the Chair of the
County Council or his/her designee. For Park City, the Authorized Official shall be the
City Mayor or his/her designee.

3. PROGRAM DESCRIPTION.

A. The Parties intend to collaborate with each other to conduct a comprehensive
regional, long-term review and analysis of enhanced renewable energy
development pathways to provide for communities needs including the
feasibility of CCA in Utah (“Program”). The Parties anticipate that the
Feasibility Study will be commenced in summer 2016 and be delivered to the
Parties no later than November 10, 2016. After reviewing results of the
Feasibility Study, the Parties may commence steps that will result in policy
proposals that enhance community energy choice and local authority to allow
the development of clean, renewable energy resources to serve our
communities. These steps may include advocating for CCA to be enabled in
Utah, depending on results of the Feasibility Study.

B. Each of the Parties will pledge funds or in-kind contributions, as more
particularly set forth herein, for the Feasibility Study and, if the Parties
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mutually agree that new policies are warranted, for the legislative and
regulatory steps identified by the Program.

4. EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. An Executive Committee is established to be the
consensus-based governing body of the Program. The Authorized Official of each Party
shall be a member of the Executive Committee and each shall have one vote. The
Executive Committee shall appoint one of its members as the Chair. The Executive
Committee shall meet at least quarterly, and may meet more frequently, as agreed upon
by a majority of the Executive Committee. The Executive Committee may invite staff
members of the respective Parties to work on the Program as it deems appropriate. The
Executive Committee shall coordinate and invite participation from each Party on all
aspects of the Program, including participating in any procurement processes and
selection of vendors to assist with the Program.

5. CONSULTANT. The Parties may, if specialized expertise is required, engage a
consultant (*Consultant”), mutually approved in writing by the Parties, to assist in the
preparation, issuance and award of the RFP for the Feasibility Study. If so, the
Consultant shall work under contract and in collaboration with the Executive Committee,
and the Executive Committee shall prepare and finalize a scope of work for the
Consultant and, in conjunction with the Consultant, develop a scope of work for the
Feasibility Study.

6. TERM. The effective date of this Agreement shall be , 2016. The term
of this Agreement shall be for eighteen (18) months, unless otherwise agreed by the
Parties in accordance with Paragraph 12. However, in no case shall this Agreement
extend for a term that exceeds fifty (50) years.

7. FUNDING. The amounts for funding the Program, allocated by the Parties over
the Program period, is expected to be as follows:

Salt Lake City ...oooeevveeeeieecece e $ 30,000.00

Salt Lake CouNty.......ccovvveveviereie e $ 30,000.00

Park City Municipal Corporation................... $ 30,000.00

SUMMIt COUNLY ..o $ 30,000.00

Funding is due as follows: for each of the monetary contributions, each Party’s
contribution will be due and payable on or before July 15, 2016, assuming such
amount is appropriated by the Party for such purpose. The funds shall be deposited in
a segregated holding account described in Paragraph 8 and shall be used solely for the
purposes of the Program, as directed by the Executive Committee.

In the event that funding is not appropriated to the Program in the expected amounts,
as set forth above, the Executive Committee shall address the shortfall by reducing
the scope of the Program, raising alternate funds, or taking other measures deemed
appropriate by the Executive Committee.
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8. HOLDING ACCOUNT. All funds allocated by the Parties for the Program will
be deposited in a segregated holding account (“Account”), that Summit County will
create and manage solely for the purposes of the Program pursuant to this Agreement and
any further agreement of the Parties. The Account will be interest-bearing with all
interest accruing to the Account to be used solely for payment of Program-related
expenses. The Account may receive funds from the Parties and third party contributors,
as approved by the Executive Committee, and in accordance with policies established by
the Parties from time to time. Summit County shall issue a quarterly statement of
contributions received, interest earned, invoices paid and current balance of the Account
for Party and public review. Summit County shall make all financial records associated
with the Account available to any Party or third party contributor upon request. The
Account may be audited at the request of any Party or third party contributor at the
requestor’s own expense.

0. ADMINISTRATION. Summit County, as administrator of the Account, shall be
responsible for administration of the Program contracts described herein or additional
contracts as authorized by the Executive Committee. Summit County’s services as
administrator will be provided at no charge to the Program. Summit County shall issue
the RFP and administer Program contracts in accordance with its policies and the
directions of the Executive Committee.

In no event shall Summit County be expected or required to enter into contracts
committing Summit County to pay amounts in excess of funds already appropriated
to the Program and deposited into the Account. Summit County will not enter into
any contracts committing Program funds without the knowledge and consent of the
Executive Committee.

10. PAYMENT OF INVOICES. Summit County will forward invoices received
from the Consultant or other contractors to the other Parties for review and approval.
Each Party will have ten (10) business days in which to review and either approve or
disapprove payment of the invoice (in whole or in part). Failure to notify Summit County
of disapproval within ten (10) business days will be deemed approval. Summit County
will not process any invoices for payment from the Account until approval from all
Parties has been provided, whether through express approval or non-response within ten
(10) business days. Any portion of an invoice that is not approved will not be paid until
issues of concern have been resolved and a revised invoice has been distributed to all
Parties and all Parties have approved the revised invoice, whether through express
approval or non-response within ten (10) business days.

11.  COORDINATION AND INFORMATION SHARING. The Parties shall keep
each other timely informed of substantive independent communications and activities
related to the Program. The Chair of the Executive Committee may speak on behalf of
the Program to third parties, including the media. The Parties agree to make available to
the Program relevant and useful information procured or maintained in the ordinary
course of a Party’s business.
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12, ENTIRE AGREEMENT; AMENDMENT. This Agreement contains the entire
agreement between the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof, and no
statements, promises, or inducements made by any Party or agents of any Party that are
not contained in this Agreement shall be binding or valid. Alterations, extensions,
supplements or modifications to the terms of this Agreement shall be agreed to in writing
by the Parties, incorporated as amendments to this Agreement, and made a part hereof.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Parties hereby authorize the Executive Committee to
amend this Agreement to include new funding partners, on the same terms contained
herein, without further approval from the Parties’ respective legislative bodies. To the
extent of any conflict between the provisions of this Agreement and the provisions of any
later agreements, the later agreements shall be controlling.

13. RECORDS. Records pertaining to this Agreement, specifically including but not
limited to records pertaining to procurement or financial matters under this Agreement,
will be maintained by Summit County subject to the Utah Government Records Access
and Management Act and applicable federal law.

14. WITHDRAWAL FROM AGREEMENT. Any Party may withdraw from
participation in the Program by giving written notice of such termination to all other
Parties and specifying the effective date thereof. No Party or Parties withdrawing from
participation hereunder shall be entitled to any refund of any monies previously
contributed to expenses pursuant to this Agreement; provided, however, any such Party
or Parties shall not be obligated to make any further contributions contemplated in this
Agreement following the date of such withdrawal.

15. TERMINATION OF THE AGREEMENT. At the expiration of this
Agreement or if the Executive Committee determines the Program should be
discontinued, any funds remaining in the Account, including any accrued interest, shall
be refunded to each Party or contributor pro rata.

16. NOTICES. Notices required under this Agreement shall be sent to the
Authorized Officials at the contact information set forth below:
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SALT LAKE CITY

SALT LAKE COUNTY

PARK CITY
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Jacqueline M. Biskupski

451 South State Street, Room 306
P.O. Box 145474

Salt Lake City, UT 84114
Telephone: 801-535-7704

Email: jackie.biskupski@slcgov.com

Copy to:

ATTN: Salt Lake City Attorney
451 South State Street, Room 505A
P.O. Box 145478

Salt Lake City, UT 84114-5478
Telephone: (801) 535-7788

Copy to:

Mayor Jack Thomas

Park City Municipal Corporation
P.O. Box 1480

Park City, UT 84060-1480
Email: jack.thomas@parkcity.org

Copies to:

Diane Foster, City Manager
Park City Municipal Corporation
P.O. Box 1480

Park City, UT 84060-1480
Email: diane@parkcity.org

City Attorney

Park City Municipal Corporation
P.O. Box 1480

Park City, UT 84060-1480
Telephone: (435) 615-5025



SUMMIT COUNTY Roger Armstrong
Summit County Council
P.O. Box 982288
Park City, Utah 84098
Email: rarmstrong@summitcounty.org

Copy to:

Attn: David L. Thomas
60 N. Main

P.O. Box 128
Coalville, Utah 84017

Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, any notice, demand, request,
consent, submission, approval, designation or other communication that any Party is
required or desires to give under this Agreement shall be made in writing and mailed,
faxed, or emailed to the other Parties addressed to the attention of the Authorized
Official.

17. HOLD HARMLESS AND INDEMNITY. Each Party shall indemnify, defend,
and hold harmless each other Party from and against any claims, lawsuits, liability,
damages, loss, costs or expense, including attorney’s fees, incurred as a result of bodily
injury, death, personal injury or damage to property caused by or arising out of the
intentional, wrongful, or negligent acts or omissions of the responsible Party.
Notwithstanding the foregoing sentence, no Party waives any defenses or immunity
available under the Utah Governmental Immunity Act (Chapter 63G-7, Utah Code
Annotated), nor does any Party waive any limits of liability currently provided by the
Act.

18. NO WAIVER OF GOVERNMENTAL IMMUNITY: INSURANCE.
Nothing herein shall be deemed a waiver by any Party of any immunity provided by law
to such Party or an extension of any limits of liability applicable to such Party nor shall
this Agreement be construed as an agreement to indemnify, hold harmless, or in any way
to assume liability for personal injury, death or property damage caused by the
negligence of the other Party. Each Party agrees to make provision for insurance
coverage, through independent contract or self-insurance, to meet such liability as may be
imposed upon it through statutory waiver of immunity or as otherwise provided by law.

19. NONDISCRIMINATION. The Parties will not discriminate against any
recipient of any services or benefits provided for in this Agreement on the grounds of
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race, creed, color, national origin, sex, marital status, gender identification, sexual
orientation, age or the presence of any sensory, mental or physical handicap.

20. NO SEPARATE ENTITY. This Agreement does not create a separate legal or
administrative entity and no third party rights are created by the enactment of this
Agreement. As allowed in §11-13-201 of the Utah Code, all Parties are cooperating
jointly together to exercise their individual powers and privileges. To the extent that this
Agreement requires administration other than as set forth herein, it shall be administered
by the Mayor or chief executive officer of each Party.

21. NO THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES. There are no intended third party
beneficiaries to this Agreement. It is expressly understood that enforcement of the terms
and conditions of this Agreement, and all rights of action relating to such enforcement,
shall be strictly reserved to the Parties, and nothing contained in this Agreement shall
give or allow any claim or right of action by any third person under this Agreement. It is
the express intention of the Parties that any person, other than the Party who receives
benefits under this Agreement, shall be deemed an incidental beneficiary only.

22. RESERVATION OF LEGISLATIVE AND EXECUTIVE POWERS. The
Parties recognize and agree that this Agreement does not obligate either Party to limit
their legislative or executive powers with respect to any of the subject matter of this
Agreement.
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23. INTERLOCAL COOPERATION ACT REQUIREMENTS.

In satisfaction of the requirements of the Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act, the
Parties agree as follows:

A. This Agreement shall be conditioned upon the approval and execution of this
Agreement by the Parties pursuant to and in accordance with the provisions
of the Utah Interlocal Cooperation Act, as set forth in UCA Title 11, Chapter
13, including the adoption of resolutions of approval, but only if such
resolutions of the legislative bodies of the Parties are required by the Utah
Interlocal Cooperation Act.

B. In accordance with the provisions of UCA 811-13-202.5(3), this Agreement
shall be submitted to the attorney authorized to represent each Party for review
as to proper form and compliance with applicable law before this Agreement
may take affect.

C. A duly executed copy of this Agreement shall be filed with the keeper of
records of each Party, pursuant to 811-13-209 of the Utah Interlocal
Cooperation Act.

D. No real or personal property shall be acquired jointly by the Parties as a result
of this Agreement unless this Agreement has been amended to authorize such
acquisition. To the extent that a Party acquires, holds, or disposes of any real
or personal property for use in the joint or cooperative undertaking
contemplated by this Agreement, such Party shall do so in the same manner
that it deals with other property of such Party.

E. Except as otherwise specifically provided herein, and in addition to the
funding obligation of Paragraph 7, each Party shall be responsible for its own
costs of any action taken pursuant to this Agreement, and for any financing of
such costs.

24. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this Agreement is construed or held by a
court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, the remaining provisions of this Agreement
shall remain in full force and effect.

25.  AUTHORIZATION. The individuals executing this Agreement on behalf of the
Parties confirm that they are duly authorized representatives of the Parties and are
lawfully enabled to execute this Agreement on behalf of the Parties.

26. EXECUTION IN COUNTERPARTS. This Agreement may be executed in
counterpart originals, all such counterparts constituting one complete executed document.

[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed
the day and year first hereinabove written.

SALT LAKE CITY

Jacqueline M. Biskupski, Mayor
Attest:

City Recorder

Approved as to Form:

, City Attorney

SALT LAKE COUNTY

Ben McAdams, Mayor
Altest:

City Recorder

Approved as to Form:

, County Attorney
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PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Jack Thomas, Mayor
Attest:

City Recorder

Approved as to Form:

Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney

SUMMIT COUNTY

Roger Armstrong, County Council Chair
Attest:

Kent Jones
County Clerk

Approved as to Form:

David L. Thomas
Chief Civil Deputy
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SUMMIT

C O U N T'Y
UTAH

Proclamation No. 2016-2

PROCLAMATION DECLARING SATURDAY, APRIL 16, 2016

“SUMMIT COUNTY DAY”
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH

gﬁktkdﬁf the nation’'s 3,069 counties serving more than 300 million Americans
provide essential services to create healthy, safe, vibrant and economically resilient
communities; and

yﬁktkdﬁ; Summit County and all counties take pride in our responsibility to protect
and enhance the health, well-being and safety of our residents in efficient and cost-
effective ways; and

yﬁet‘edﬁ,' in order to remain healthy, vibrant, safe, and economically competitive,
America’s counties provide public health, justice, emergency management and
economic services that play a key role in everything from residents’ daily health to
disaster response; and

yﬁktkd’ﬁ,’ “Summit County Day” will take place on Saturday, April 16th at the Tanger
Outlets from 11:00 a.m. — 2:00 p.m. Interactive displays, helpful information, scavenger
hunt, and food will highlight the day.

ﬁﬂiﬂ, tbez‘efare, be it resolved by County Council, Summit County, Utah, that do
hereby proclaim Saturday, April 16, 2016 as Summit County Day and encourage all
county officials, employees, schools and residents to participate in county government
celebration activities.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 30th day of March, 2016.

ATTEST:
SUMMIT COUNTY COUNCIL

SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH

By:

Kent Jones, County Clerk Roger Armstrong, Chair



Mountain Regional Water
Resolution No. MRW 16-

A RESOLUTION ANNEXING CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY TO THE MOUNTAIN
REGIONAL WATER SPECIAL SERVICE DISTRICT
Tax Parcel Numbers: SS-13, SS-12

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of Summit County, Utah, established a
local district designated as the Mountain Regional Water Special Service District (the
“District”), to provide water services within its boundaries; and,

WHEREAS, Utah Code Ann. ("UCA”) §17D-1-401 provides that additional land
from that specified in the resolution establishing a local district may be annexed to the
district in conformance with the applicable procedures; and,

WHEREAS, UCA §17D-1-203 and UCA §17D-1-401(2) provide that the County
Council of Summit County, Utah (the “Council”), may be petitioned to annex an area into
the District; and,

WHEREAS, there have been numerous annexations into the District since its
establishment in 1987; and,

WHEREAS, Milton O. Bitner Company has petitioned the Council to annex its
land (SS-13, $S-12) into the District (the “Petition”). In the Petition, Milton O. Bitner
Company represented that it is the sole owner of the Preserve Parcels; and,

WHEREAS, the Summit County Clerk has duly certified the Petition; and,

WHEREAS, UCA §17D-1-402 provides that the notice, hearing, and protest
period do not apply if a petition for annexation of additional area is filed with the
signatures of all of the owners of taxable real property; and,

WHEREAS, Milton O. Bitner has signed the Petition for annexation;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Summit County Council as



follows:

Section 1.  Findings. The Council finds and determines that public health,
convenience, and necessity requires that certain land situated in Summit County, State
of Utah, being generally described as Tax Parcel, $S-13, S$S-12 located in Summit
County, Utah, and more particularly described in Exhibit A hereto (the “Property”), be
annexed into the District.

Section 2.  Annexation. The Property is hereby annexed into the boundaries
of the Mountain Regional Water Special Service District. The Property annexed shall
be governed by and become an integral part of the District. Pursuant to this annexation,
the owners of the Property shall be entitled to receive the benefit of water services and
facilities provided by the District, and shall be subject to the rights, powers and authority
of the District, including, without limitation, the right, power and authority to promulgate
rules and regulations for the operation of the District, to levy ad valorem taxes on the
Property, and to impose such fees and charges as shall be necessary to pay for all or
part of the commodities, facilities and services to be provided by the District and for the
payment of the District’'s bonds and other obligations.

Section 3.  Direction. All officers and employees of the District are hereby
directed to take such action as shall be necessary and appropriate to effectuate the

provisions of this Resolution and the intent expressed herein.



Section 4.  Effective Date. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon

its approval and adoption by the Summit County Council.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2015.

SUMMIT COUNTY COUNCIL
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH

Roger Armstrong
Chair

ATTEST:

Kent Jones
County Clerk



EXHIBIT



Legal Description SS-13, SS-12:

Part of Lots 4 & 5 of Section 4, Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base &
Meridian, U.S. Survey and Part of Lots 1 & 2, the Southwest Quarter of the Northeast
Quarter and Part of the Southeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter of Section 5
Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base & Meridian, U.S. Survey, described

as follows:

Beginning at the Northeast corner of said Section 5, thence S 89°55'47” E 329.99 feet;
thence S 00°04'12" W 2105.57 feet; thence S 89°46'21” W 2147.34 feet; thence N
00°04'37" E 2116.90 feet; thence S 89°55'27" E 1817.07 feet to the Northeast corner of
said Section 5 and to the point of beginning.

Containing 453,218 Square Feet, or 104.07 acres.
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October 1, 2015

The Board of County Cauncil
Summit County, Utah

60 N. Main Street

Coalville, UT 84017

PETITION FOR ANNEXATION TO THE MOUNTAIN REGIONAL WATER SPECIAL
SERVICE DISTRICT

1. Pursuant to the provisions of Utah Code Annotated (UCA), Section 17D-1-401, as
amended, the undersigned petitioner requests that the Board of County Council of Summit
County, Utah, annex the property (Property) described in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto
and incorporated by reference, into the boundaries of Mountain Regional Water Special Service

District (District).

2. The undersigned petitioner(s) own one hundred percent of the Property to be annexed.
Therefore, the notice, hearing, and protest requirements of Sections UCA 17D-1-1205, 17D-1-

206, and 17D-1-207 do not apply.

3. The undersigned petitioner is desirous of receiving water service from the District for
the Property and is willing to abide by all lawful adopted rules and regulations of the District as
a condition of receiving water service from the District.

The undersigned petitioner has read and knows the contents of the foregoing Petition,
and the fact set forth are true, accurate, and complete to the best of the undersigned
petitioner's knowledge and belief,

clf;.;%,,ﬁl Yjﬁﬁj@, ,-z/@f_i:&—)

Milton O. Bitner Company
By: Carol Bitner Davis, Vice President

[Attach Exhibit A that includes the property’s TAX ID numbers, and legal property description,
and map of the boundaries satisfactory to the County Recorder]
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Legal Description SS-13, $S-12:

Part of Lots 4 & 5 of Section 4, Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base &
Meridian, U.S. Survey and Part of Lots 1 & 2, the Southwest Quarter of the Northeast
Quarter and Part of the Southeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter of Section 5
Township 1 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake Base & Meridian, U.S. Survey, described

as follows;

Beginning at the Northeast corner of said Section 5, thence S 89°55'47" E 329.99 feet;
thence S 00°04'12" W 2105.57 feet; thence S 89°46'21" W 2147.34 feet; thence N
00°04'37" E 2116.90 feet; thence S 89°55'27" E 1817.07 feet to the Northeast corner of
said Section 5 and to the point of beginning.

Containing 453,218 Square Feet, or 104.07 acres.
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Coalville, Utah
March 30, 2016

A regular meeting of the County Council of Summit County, Utah (the “Council”), acting
as the governing board of the North Summit Recreation Special Service District (the “District”)
was held on Wednesday, March 30, 2016, at the hour of 6:00 p.m. at the Summit County
Courthouse, 60 North Main Street, Coalville, Utah 84017, at which meeting there were present
and answering roll call the following members who constituted a quorum:

Roger Armstrong Chair
Christopher Robinson Vice Chair
Claudia McMullin Councilmember
Kim Carson Councilmember
Tal Adair Councilmember

Also present:

Kent Jones County Clerk

Robert K. Hilder County Attorney

David L. Thomas Chief Civil Deputy County Attorney
Absent:

None

After the meeting had been duly called to order and after other matters not pertinent to
this Resolution had been discussed, the County Clerk presented to the Council a Certificate of
Compliance with Open Meeting Law with respect to this March 30, 2016, meeting, a copy of
which is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

The following Resolution was then introduced in writing, was fully discussed, and

pursuant to motion duly made by Councilmember and seconded by
Councilmember , was adopted by the following vote:

AYE:

NAY:

The Resolution was then signed by the Chair and recorded by the County Clerk in the
official records of the County. The Resolution is as follows:
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Resolution 2016-__

A RESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR A SPECIAL ELECTION TO BE HELD
ON NOVEMBER 8, 2016, FOR THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE
QUALIFIED ELECTORS OF THE NORTH SUMMIT RECREATION
SPECIAL SERVICE DISTRICT, SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH (THE
“DISTRICT”), A PROPOSITION REGARDING THE IMPOSITION OF A
PROPERTY TAX ON THE TAXABLE VALUE OF TAXABLE PROPERTY
WITHIN THE DISTRICT AT A RATE NOT TO EXCEED .000176 IN ORDER
TO FINANCE THE COSTS OF ALL OR A PORTION OF THE GENERAL
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE EXPENSES OF THE DISTRICT;
PROVIDING FOR THE PUBLICATION OF NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING,;
APPROVING THE FORM OF AND DIRECTING THE PUBLICATION OF A
NOTICE OF ELECTION AND THE BALLOT PROPOSITION; AND
RELATED MATTERS

WHEREAS, the Administrative Control Board of the North Summit Recreation Special
Service District, Summit County, Utah (the “District”), has requested that the Summit County
Council (the “Council™), acting as the governing body of the District, call a special election
within the District on November 8, 2016, to authorize the imposition of a property tax on the
taxable value of taxable property within the District at a rate not to exceed .000176 for the
express purposes of financing the costs of all or a portion of the general operation and
maintenance expenses of the District; and,

WHEREAS, the Council desires to submit a proposition concerning the imposition of the
property tax to the vote of the qualified electors of the District pursuant to the provisions of the
Local Government Bonding Act, Title 11, Chapter 14, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended,
and applicable provisions of the Utah Election Code, Title 20A, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as
amended, and the Special Service District Act, Title 17D, Chapter 1, Utah Code Annotated 1953,
as amended (collectively, the “Act”);

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the County Council of Summit County,
Utah, acting as the governing body of the North Summit Recreation Special Service District,
Summit County, Utah, as follows:

Section 1. Definition of Terms. The terms defined or described in the recitals hereto
shall have the same meaning when used in the body of this Resolution.

Section 2. Election Call. On November 8, 2016, there shall be held in the District a
special election (the “Special Election”) between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m., at which
there shall be submitted to the qualified electors of the District the proposition appearing in the
ballot proposition portion of the Notice of Election as substantially set out in Section 6 hereof.
The County will hold the Special Election in conjunction with the general election.
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Section 3. Voting Places and Election Judges. For purposes of the Special Election,
the voting precincts, the voting places, the election judges, and alternate election judges will be
the same as those designated for the general election to be held on November 8, 2016, and shall
be specified in the Notice of Election when published.

Section 4. Authorization and Reimbursement of Expenses. The Special Election shall
be conducted and the registration therefor shall be governed in conformity with the laws of the
State of Utah, including particularly the Act, and the officials of the County or the District, as
applicable, shall and are hereby authorized and directed to perform and do all things necessary to
the proper calling and conduct of the Special Election and the canvass of the results thereof.

Section 5. Public Hearing. The County shall hold a public hearing on August 10,
2016, to receive input from the public with respect to the imposition of a property tax for the
purpose of financing the costs of all or a portion of the general operations and maintenance
expenses of the District, which hearing shall not occur sooner than fourteen (14) days after
Notice of Public Hearing is published, nor sooner than thirty (30) days or later than five (5)
business days before the first publication of the Notice of Election as described in this
Resolution, such Notice of Public Hearing shall be published (i) once a week for two consecutive
weeks in The Park Record, a newspaper of general circulation within the County, (ii) on the Utah
Public Notice Website created under Section 63F-1-701, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as
amended, and (iii) on the website described in Section 45-1-101, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as
amended. The “Notice of Public Hearing” shall be in substantially the following form:
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN pursuant to the provisions of the Local Government
Bonding Act, Title 11, Chapter 14, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, that on March 30,
2016, the County Council of Summit County (“County”), acting as the governing body of the
North Summit Recreation Special Service District, Summit County, Utah (the “District”),
adopted a resolution (the “Resolution”) in which it authorized the calling of an election (the
“Election”) concerning the imposition of a property tax for the purpose of financing the costs of
all or a portion of the general operations and maintenance expenses of the District (the “Property
Tax") and called a public hearing to receive input from the public with respect to the imposition
of said Property Tax.

TIME, PLACE AND LOCATION OF THE PUBLIC HEARING

The County shall hold a public hearing on August 10, 2016, at the hour of 6:00 p.m. at
the Summit County Courthouse, 60 North Main Street, Coalville, Utah 84017. The purpose of
the hearing is to receive input from the public with respect to the imposition of a property tax for
the purpose of financing the costs of all or a portion of the general operations and maintenance
expenses of the District. All members of the public are invited to attend and participate.

PURPOSE FOR PROPERTY TAX AND MAXIMUM AMOUNT
The imposition of a property tax on the taxable value of taxable property within the

District shall be at a rate not to exceed .000176 for the express purposes of financing the costs of
all or a portion of the general operation and maintenance expenses of the District.

DATED this , 2016.

/sl Kent Jones
County Clerk

Published in The Park Record on: July 20, 2016 and July 27, 2016

4|Page



Section 6. Notice of Election. In accordance with Section 11-14-202 of the Act, a
Notice of the Special Election shall be (i) published in The Park Record three (3) times, once a
week for three (3) consecutive weeks, the first publication to be not less than twenty-one (21),
nor more than thirty-five (35) days before the Special Election, (ii) posted on the Utah Legal
Notices website (www.utahlegals.com) and (iii) posted on the Utah Public Meeting Notice
website (http://pmn.utah.gov).

In addition, the Election Officer (defined herein) is to (i) publish the sample ballot immediately
before the election in The Park Record, as required in Section 20A-5-405 of the Act and (ii)
publish notice of and perform the election voting device and tabulation equipment test
procedures as required by Section 20A-3-201 and Section 20A-4-104 of the Act.

All such notices shall be given in substantially the following form, with such Amendments,
changes, or alterations as may be required to conform such notices to the Act, including
amendments thereto prior to such publication, and actual election information or calendar items
to be confirmed prior to the publication of such notice:
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ELECTION NOTICE

To all qualified electors of the North Summit Recreation Special Service District, Summit
County, Utah:

Take notice that on November 8, 2016, a special election (the “Special Election”) shall be
held in the North Summit Recreation Special Service District, Summit County, Utah (the
“District”), at the places set out below for the purpose of submitting to the qualified electors of
the District the question contained in the following ballot proposition:
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OFFICIAL BALLOT FOR THE NORTH SUMMIT FIRE SPECIAL SERVICE DISTRICT,
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH
SPECIAL ELECTION
November 8, 2016

/s/ Kent Jones
County Clerk

PROPOSITION

Shall the North Summit Recreation Special Service District, Summit County, Utah (the
“District”), be authorized to impose a property tax on the taxable value of taxable property
within the District up to a maximum rate that shall not exceed .000176 for the express purposes
of financing the costs of all or a portion of the general operation and maintenance expenses of
the District?

PROPERTY TAX COSTS. If the maximum property tax described in the election
Proposition is imposed as planned, an annual property tax in the estimated annual amount of
$ ona$ residence and in the estimated amount of $ ona
business property having the same value as said residence will be imposed on property owners
within the District.

The information in this notice with respect to increases in taxes is an estimate only based
on current assumptions of the District. The information is intended to provide an elector with
some indication of the impact the imposition of the maximum rate of the proposed property tax
may have on taxes paid.

FOR THE IMPOSITION OF THE PROPERTY TAX

AGAINST THE IMPOSITION OF THE PROPERTY TAX
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Voting at the special election shall be by mail, electronic ballot or both.

For purposes of this Special Election, the polling places for the Special Election shall be
the same as the polling places for the County election held on said date and are as follows:

Voting Precincts Polling Place

Henefer 25, North Summit 24, Coalville | Coalville City Hall
19, Chalk Creek 20, Wanship 17, and
Hoytsville 18

The polls will be open from 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.

There will be no special registration of voters for the Special Election; all persons
registered to vote in the general election shall be considered registered to vote in the Special
Election and the official register last made or revised shall constitute the register for the Special
Election. The County Clerk will make available at the polling places a registration list or copy
thereof listing all registered electors entitled to use such polling places.

Voting will be allowed to take place at the times, places, and manner as provided by the
Utah Election Code, Title 20A, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended. For information about
alternate times and forms of voting (including by absentee ballot and vote by mail), voters may
contact the County Clerk’s office, located at 60 North Main Street, Coalville, Utah. Pursuant to
Section 20A-3-604, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, the schedule for early voting
including dates, times and locations, shall be noticed and published by the Clerk.

NOTICE is given that on , 2016, at 10 a.m. in the County Clerk’s
Office, located at 60 North Main Street, Coalville, Utah, the Summit County Clerk will conduct
a test of the voting and/or counting devices, as applicable, to be used for the general election.
Any interested person may witness the testing procedure.

NOTICE is given that on , 2016, that being a day no sooner than seven
(7) days nor later than fourteen (14) days after the Special Election, the County Council will
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meet at its regular meeting place at 1 p.m. to canvass the returns and declare the results of the
Special Election.

Pursuant to applicable provisions of the Local Government Bonding Act, the period
allowed for any contest of the Special Election shall end forty (40) days after
, 2016 (the date on which the returns of the election are to be canvassed and
the results thereof declared). No such contest shall be maintained unless a complaint is filed
with the Clerk of the Third Judicial District Court in and for Summit County within the
prescribed forty (40) day period.

GIVEN by order of the County Council of Summit County, Utah, this March 30, 2016.

By:
Roger Armstrong
Chair
ATTEST:
By:
Kent Jones
County Clerk
Publication Dates in The Park Record: October _, ,and __, 2016.
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Section 7. Mailing of Voter Information Pamphlet. The Council hereby authorizes the
County Clerk to mail at least fifteen (15) days but not more than forty-five (45) days before the
scheduled Special Election, a voter information pamphlet to each household with a registered
voter who is eligible to vote in the Special Election. Said voter information pamphlet shall
include: (a) the date and place of the Special Election, (b) the hours during which the polls will
be open, (c) the title and text of the ballot proposition, (d) an explanation of the property tax
impact on property owners, and (e) any additional information the Council determines may be
useful to explain the property tax impact of the imposition of the proposed property tax on
property owners.

Section 8. Compliance with the Transparency of Ballot Propositions Act, Title 59, Chapter
1, Part 16, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended. The County shall post all arguments and
rebuttal arguments as set forth in Utah law on the Statewide Electronic VVoter Information
Website as described in Section 20A-7-801, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, for thirty
(30) consecutive days before the Special Election. The County shall further post all arguments
and rebuttal arguments in a prominent place on the County’s website for thirty (30) consecutive
days before the Special Election. A public meeting shall be held on , 2016, a
date which is no more than forty-five (45), but at least four (4) days before the Special Election,
beginning at the hour of 6 p.m. at the Summit County Courthouse, 60 North Main Street,
Coalville, Utah. The purpose of the meeting is to hear arguments for and against the imposition
of the property tax. Information regarding the public meeting required by Section 59-1-1605,
Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, shall follow immediately after the posted arguments set
forth on the Statewide Electronic Voter Information Website and the County website described
herein.

Section 9. Election Supplies and Ballots. The ballots to be used at the Special Election shall
comply in all respects with the requirements of Title 20A, Chapter 6 and Section 11-14-206,
Utah Code Annotated 1953, as amended, and the Proposition and election instructions with
respect to the Special Election shall be in substantially the form contained in the Notice of
Election set forth in Section 6 hereof.

Section 10.  Qualified Electors. Only registered, qualified electors of the District eighteen
(18) years of age or older shall be permitted to vote at the Special Election.

Section 11.  Challenged Electors. Any person seeking to vote at any polling place designated
for the conduct of the Special Election whose qualifications to vote are challenged for reasons
indicated in Section 20A-3-202 or Section 20A-3-202.5 of the Act by any one or more of the
Election Officials or by any other person, shall be allowed to vote with a provisional ballot and
the counting of that person’s vote shall be determined in accordance with applicable law.

When a person’s right to vote is challenged as provided in the paragraph above, the
Election Official shall follow the procedures set forth in Section 20A-3-105.5 of the Act.

Section 12.  Appointment of Election Officials and an Election Officer. The election officials
(the “Election Officials”) shall each be a qualified elector of the District. Pursuant to Section
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20A-1-102 and Section 20A-5-400.5 of the Act, the County Clerk will act as the election officer
(the “Election Officer”).

Section 13.  Absentee Ballots/Early Voting. Any qualified elector of the District may vote by
absentee ballot in accordance with Section 20A-3-301, et. seq., and, if applicable, Section 20A-
3-601 et. seq. of the Act.

Section 14.  Canvass. Immediately after the polls are closed and the last qualified voter has
voted, the Election Officials shall account for the ballots in accordance with the procedures of
Title 20A, Chapter 4, Part 1 and Part 2 of the Act and the County Clerk (or designee) shall
conduct the counting of the ballots as required by said procedures and deliver the results to the
County. The Council, acting as the governing body of the District, shall meet as a Board of
Canvassers no sooner than seven (7) days, nor later than fourteen (14) days after the date of said
election on November __, 2016, at the hour of 1 p.m., at its regular meeting place in Coalville,
Utah, and if the majority of the votes at the Special Election are in favor of the Proposition
submitted, then the County Clerk shall cause an entry of that fact to be made upon the minutes of
the Council. Thereupon, the District shall be authorized to levy a property tax up to the
maximum rate approved in the Proposition.

Section 15.  Registration of Electors. The County Clerk shall, in accordance with Section
20A-5-401 of the Act, prepare an official register of voters for each polling place that will
participate in the Special Election.

Section 16.  Severability. It is hereby declared that all parts of this Resolution are severable,
and if any section, clause, or provision of this Resolution shall, for any reason, be held to be
invalid or unenforceable, the invalidity or unenforceability of any such section, clause, or
provision shall not affect the remaining sections, clauses, or provisions of this Resolution.

Section 17.  Conflict. All resolutions, orders, and regulations or parts thereof heretofore
adopted or passed which are in conflict herewith are, to the extent of such conflict, hereby
repealed. This repealer shall not be construed so as to revive any resolution, order, regulation, or
part thereof heretofore repealed.

Section 18.  Captions. The headings herein are for convenience of reference only and in no
way define, limit, or describe the scope of intent of any provisions or sections of this Resolution.

Section 19.  Recording of Resolution; Effective Date; Notice to Lieutenant Governor.
Immediately after its adoption, this Resolution shall be signed by the Chair and County Clerk,
shall be recorded in a book for that purpose, and shall take immediate effect. The County Clerk
shall immediately furnish a certified copy of this Resolution to the Lieutenant Governor and
Election Officer (County Clerk) in accordance with Section 11-14-201 of the Act by no later
than August 24, 2016, a date at least 75 days before the Special Election.

Section 20.  Further Authority. The Council hereby authorizes the Chair to make changes to
any notice or the ballot proposition described herein to cure any ambiguity or defect therein or to
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make any other changes to such notice or ballot proposition as may be required or allowed by the
laws of the State of Utah.

Section 21.  Compliance with Applicable Law. The Council intends that, to the extent the Act
is amended effective prior to the holding of the Special Election, the provisions of this
Resolution be interpreted to comply with the amended Act.

PASS AND APPROVED this 30™ day of March, 2016.

By:

Roger Armstrong
Chair

ATTEST:

By:

Kent Jones
County Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

David L. Thomas
Chief Civil Deputy
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Pursuant to motion duly made and seconded, the meeting was adjourned.

By:

Roger Armstrong
Chair

ATTEST:

By:

Kent Jones
County Clerk
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STATE OF UTAH )
. SS.
COUNTY OF SUMMIT )

I, Kent Jones, hereby certify that I am the duly qualified and acting County Clerk of
Summit County, Utah.

| further certify that the above and foregoing constitutes a true and correct copy of the
proceedings of a meeting of the County Council, acting as the governing body of the North
Summit Recreation Special Service District, including a resolution adopted at said meeting held
on March 30, 2016, as said proceedings and resolution are officially of record in my possession.

| further certify that I have filed a certified copy of the within Resolution with the
Summit County Clerk as described in Section 19 therein.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto subscribed my official signature and affixed
the seal of Summit County, Utah, this March 30, 2016.

By:

Kent Jones
County Clerk
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EXHIBIT A
CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN MEETING LAW

I, Kent Jones, the undersigned County Clerk of Summit County, Utah (the “County”), do
hereby certify, according to the records of the County in my official possession, and upon my
own knowledge and belief, that in accordance with the requirements of Section 52-4-202, Utah
Code Annotated 1953, as amended, | gave not less than twenty-four (24) hours public notice of
the agenda, date, time and place of the public meeting, held on March 30, 2016, by the County as
follows:

@) By causing a Notice, in the form attached hereto as Schedule 1, to be posted at the
County’s principal offices on , 2016, at least twenty-four (24) hours prior to the
convening of the meeting, said Notice having continuously remained so posted and available for
public inspection until the completion of the meeting; and

(b) By causing a copy of such Notice, in the form attached hereto as Schedule I, to be
delivered to The Park Record on , 2016, at least twenty-four (24) hours prior to the
convening of the meeting; and

(©) On the Utah Public Notice Website (http://pmn.utah.gov).

(d) In addition, the Notice of 2016 Annual Meeting Schedule for the County Council
(the “Council”) (attached hereto as Schedule 1) was given specifying the date, time, and place of
the regular meetings of the Council to be held during the year, by causing said Notice to be
posted on December __, 2015, at the principal office of the Council and by causing a copy of
said Notice to be provided to at least one newspaper of general circulation within the County on
January __, 2016, and on the Utah Public Notice Website (http://pmn.utah.gov).

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto subscribed my official signature this March
30, 2016.

By:

Kent Jones
County Clerk
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SCHEDULE |

NOTICE OF MEETING
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SCHEDULE 11

NOTICE OF ANNUAL MEETING SCHEDULE
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PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Attached to this page is the Proof of Publication, indicating by the affidavit of the publisher that
the Notice of Public Hearing which was contained in the Resolution adopted by the County
Council on March 30, 2016, was published once a week for two (2) weeks in The Park Record.
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PROOF OF PUBLICATION OF ELECTION NOTICE

Attached to this page is the Proof of Publication, indicating by the affidavit of the
publisher that the Election Notice which was contained in the Resolution adopted by the County
Council on March 30, 2016, was published once a week for three (3) consecutive weeks in The
Park Record.
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