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When recorded, please return to:   City of Santa Clara   c/o Matthew J. Ence   Snow Jensen & Reece, PC   912 W. 1600 S. Ste. B200   St. George, UT 84770       LAND   EXCHANGE AGREEMENT   For Santa Clara City  Lava Flow  –   Tuacahn  Wash  Trail       This  Land   Exchange Agreement  (“Ag reement”) made   and entered  as of the _____ day of  ____________________, 2019 , by and between  S ILV ERADO STOR AGE SG LLC,  a Utah  limited liability company   (hereina fter  “ S ilverado ”), and  the CITY OF SANTA CLARA, a Utah  municipal   corporation   (he reinafter “ City ” ).       WHEREAS,  Silverado   is the sole owner of certain real property located in Washington  County, Utah as hereafter described (hereinafter  the  “ Silverado   Property”);     WHEREAS,  City   is the sole owner of certain real property located in Washingt on  County, Uta h as hereafter described (hereinafter  the  “ City   Property”); and     WHEREAS,  Silverado   desires to exchange  the  Silverado   Property for the  City   Property  and  City   desires to exc hange the  City   Property for  the  Silverado   Property.       NOW THEREFORE, in co nsideratio n of the above recitals and the mutual promises set  forth below, the parties agree as follows:     1.   Legal Descriptions of  Silverado   Property and  City   Property:    The  Silverado   Property  is located in Washington County, Utah and is more particularly described  as  follows:     See   Exhibit  “ A ”   attache d, which is incorporated herein with this reference.     Th e  City   Property is located in Washington County, Utah and is more particularly described as  follows:     See   Exhibit  “ B ”   attached, which is incorporated herein with this  reference.     The properties to be exchanged are depicted graphically  on the diagrams  entitled  “ Land  Ex chan ge for Lava Flow  –   Tuacahn  Wash Trail, Sheet 1, ”   and  “ Land Exchange with  Preliminary Site Layout for Lava Flow  –   Tuacahn  Wash Trail, Sheet 2 , ”   which ar e  attached  to this Agreement together   as  Exhibit  “ C . ”    The  legal descriptions contained in  Exhibits  “ A ”   and  “ B ”   shall control in the event of any conflicts  with the depictions in  Exhibit  “ C . ”         
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When recorded, please return to:


City of Santa Clara


c/o Matthew J. Ence


Snow Jensen & Reece, PC


912 W. 1600 S. Ste. B200


St. George, UT 84770


LAND EXCHANGE AGREEMENT


For Santa Clara City Lava Flow – Tuacahn Wash Trail


This Land Exchange Agreement (“Agreement”) made and entered as of the _____ day of ____________________, 2019, by and between SILVERADO STORAGE SG LLC, a Utah limited liability company (hereinafter “Silverado”), and the CITY OF SANTA CLARA, a Utah municipal corporation (hereinafter “City”).



WHEREAS, Silverado is the sole owner of certain real property located in Washington County, Utah as hereafter described (hereinafter the “Silverado Property”);


WHEREAS, City is the sole owner of certain real property located in Washington County, Utah as hereafter described (hereinafter the “City Property”); and


WHEREAS, Silverado desires to exchange the Silverado Property for the City Property and City desires to exchange the City Property for the Silverado Property.



NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the above recitals and the mutual promises set forth below, the parties agree as follows:


1. Legal Descriptions of Silverado Property and City Property:  The Silverado Property is located in Washington County, Utah and is more particularly described as follows:

See Exhibit “A” attached, which is incorporated herein with this reference.

The City Property is located in Washington County, Utah and is more particularly described as follows:


See Exhibit “B” attached, which is incorporated herein with this reference.

The properties to be exchanged are depicted graphically on the diagrams entitled “Land Exchange for Lava Flow – Tuacahn Wash Trail, Sheet 1,” and “Land Exchange with Preliminary Site Layout for Lava Flow – Tuacahn Wash Trail, Sheet 2,” which are attached to this Agreement together as Exhibit “C.”  The legal descriptions contained in Exhibits “A” and “B” shall control in the event of any conflicts with the depictions in Exhibit “C.”

1.
Agreement of Silverado and City: Silverado hereby agrees to exchange the Silverado Property for the City Property and City hereby agrees to exchange the City Property for the Silverado Property.  This transaction is intended to be a simple two-party exchange of property, and no cash shall exchange hands between the parties in this transaction.  For tax and other purposes, the parties hereto agree that the Silverado Property and the City Property have an equivalent value of $___,000.00 for each respective property.

2. Establishment of Escrow; Title Committment: An escrow shall be established with Southern Utah Title Company located at 40 South 100 East, St. George, Utah 84770, designated as the escrow agent.  This address is designated as the place for consummation of this exchange.  Southern Utah Title Company shall use this Agreement as its escrow instructions to close escrow on this transaction. 

3. Condition of Title to Silverado Property and City Property:  Title to the Silverado Property and the City Property shall be conveyed by Warranty Deed.  Each party shall, if required by the other party, be responsible for purchase of an owner’s title policy in favor of the other party, insuring such party as to the real property they acquire hereunder.  The amount of each owner’s title policy shall be equal to the agreed value of the property as set forth herein above.



A preliminary title report shall be issued on each property within seven (7) days from the date of delivery of this Agreement to the escrow agent.  A copy of each aforementioned title report shall be delivered to each of the parties to this Agreement and it shall be incumbent on each of the parties to review the status of the title as soon as possible in order to timely close this transaction.  The Silverado Property and the City Property shall be free and clear of all liens, charges, encumbrances, clouds and defects whatsoever, except as specifically provided for herein.  The parties shall give notice of any objections to the condition of title no later than seven (7) days following the date the title commitment is delivered.  In any event, Silverado and the City shall have the right to waive and/or assume such defects if Silverado or the City, respectively, determines that such is in the respective party’s best interest.  Such determination is at the respective party’s sole discretion.


4. Condition of Silverado Property and City Property: Except for warranties of title, the property will be conveyed “as is” without representations, promises of any kind, or warranties, limited, expressed, implied or of fitness for a particular purpose by the respective parties or the parties’ representatives.  It shall be the sole responsibility of Silverado and the City to inspect all aspects of the property being exchanged, including zoning issues, soils issues, and title issues and to perform all due diligence without reliance upon any other party, except that the other party hereto shall respond promptly to any reasonable requests for information about its property.  By signing this Agreement, the parties acknowledge that they have in fact performed all desired due diligence investigation of the property which they intend to acquire hereunder, or have waived the right to perform such investigation prior to Closing.Close of Escrow: The escrow shall close no later than ten (10) calendar days following the delivery to each party of a commitment for title insurance for the property which that party is anticipated to receive, as set forth in Section 3 above, provided neither party has objected to any deficiency in title following receipt of the respective title commitments.  Closing shall occur by delivery to each party of a good and sufficient Warranty Deed to the property being acquired by each party, after which this agreement and the Warranty deeds shall be recorded together in the office of the Washington County Recorder.


5. Payment of Taxes and Fees: Silverado and City shall each pay for the escrow fees relating to the property to be acquired by that party in this exchange.  Taxes or other expenses relating to each property, if any, shall be prorated as of the date of close of escrow; however, Silverado shall be responsible for any rollback taxes which may be assessed on the Silverado Property as a result of the Closing.

6. Delivery of Possession: Possession of each property shall be delivered to the party entitled to possession on the date of close of escrow.


7. Record of Survey and Subdivision of Property:  This agreement shall be considered a boundary line agreement between adjoining property owners pursuant to Utah Code Annotated §§ 10-9a-523 and 57-1-45.  In order to comply with the applicable requirements of Utah law, the parties have prepared and filed, or will file in conjuction with the Closing, in the office of the Washington County Recorder a Record of Survey Map, File Number ____________, which depicts the new boundaries of the parties’ respective properties after the recording of this agreement.  Silverado further acknowledges that the filing of said record of survey will not relieve it of the obligation to submit to the City for approval a preliminary and final plat for the development of the larger Silverado parcel from which the Silverado Property is conveyed, and said subdivision plat must accurately reflect the legal description of said larger parcel following the exchange contemplated herein.  Silverado further agrees that the City’s review of said subdivision plat will be conducted and reviewed subject to standards set forth in the City’s ordinances, policies, and procedures, and approval of the same will be considered independent of any considerations related to this agreement.  The approval of this agreement by the City creates no obligation of the City to approve any subsequent subdivision plat or development plan or permit applied for by Silverado on the larger parcel.


8. Notice: All notices, demands, or other writings in this Agreement provided to be given or made or sent, or which may be given or made or sent, by either party to the other, shall be deemed to have been fully given or made or sent when made in writing and deposited in the United States mail, Certified Mail--Return Receipt Requested, postmarked and addressed as follows:


		Silverado Storage SG LLC

Attn.: ______________________


1510 E. 840 N.

Orem, UT 84097

With a copy to:


___________________________


___________________________


___________________________


___________________________

		Santa Clara City

Attn.: City Manager

2603 Santa Clara Drive

Santa Clara, UT 84765

With a copy to:


Snow Jensen & Reece, PC


Attn.: Matthew J. Ence


912 West 1600 South, Ste. B-200


St. George, UT 84770





The address to which any notice, demand, or other writing may be given or made or sent to any party as above provided may be changed by written notice given by such party as above provided.


9. Waivers: The failure of the parties to insist on a strict performance of any of the terms and conditions hereof shall be deemed a waiver of the rights or remedies that the parties may have regarding that specific instance only, and shall not be deemed a waiver of any subsequent breach or default in any terms and conditions.


10. Attorney Fees: Should any party default in any of the covenants or agreements herein contained, that defaulting party shall pay all costs and expenses, including reasonable attorney fees, which may arise or accrue from enforcing this Agreement or in pursuing any remedy provided hereunder or by applicable law, whether such remedy is pursued by filing suit or otherwise.


11. Authorization: Each person and entity executing this Agreement represents and warrants that such person or entity has been duly authorized to execute and deliver this Agreement in the capacity and for the person or entity set forth where such individual signed. 


12. Termination of Agreement: Should the minor lot subdivision contemplated in Section 3 above not received Washington City council approval by the date which is six (6) months from the date of this Agreement, then either party hereto may terminate this agreement by giving notice in writing to the other party.  In such event, neither party may recover from the other for any loss suffered by the inability of such party to acquire the property as contemplated herein.


13. Amendment: This Agreement can only be amended by written agreement signed by the parties.


14. Miscellaneous: This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the parties.  This Agreement and the terms and conditions hereof apply to and are binding on the heirs, legal representatives, successors and assigns of both parties.  This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Utah.  Time is of the essence in all provisions of this Agreement.  The date of this Agreement shall be date of the signature of the last party to sign.


(Signature page to follow)


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on the date set forth below.


		SILVERADO STORAGE SG LLC:

By: _________________________________


Its:








		SANTA CLARA CITY:

___________________________________


Rick Rosenberg, Mayor


ATTEST:


___________________________________


Chris Shelley, Recorder





STATE OF UTAH,

)


: ss.


County of Washington.
)


On the ______ day of __________________, 2019, personally appeared before me ________________________________, who duly acknowledged before me that he/she is the ________________________ of Silverado Storage SG LLC, and that he/she signed the foregoing Land Exchange Agreement on behalf of said company, being duly authorized, and that said company executed the same freely and voluntarily and for the uses and purposes stated therein.


______________________________


Notary Public

STATE OF UTAH


)







:ss.


County of Washington

)



On the ____ day of ________________, 2019, personally appeared before me Rick Rosenberg and Chris Shelley, who being by me duly sworn, did say that they are the Mayor and Recorder of the City of Santa Clara, a Utah municipal corporation, and that they executed the foregoing Land Exchange Agreement on behalf of said City by authority granted by its City Council, and they did acknowledge to me that the City executed the same for the uses and purposes stated therein.








________________________________









Notary Public


EXHIBIT “C”

TO LAND EXCHANGE AGREEMENT


Land Exchange for Lava Flow – Tuacahn Wash Trail, Sheet 1


Land Exchange with Preliminary Site Layout for Lava Flow – Tuacahn Wash Trail, Sheet 2


(see following pages)

GB.3.Real.Esta.Exch.Agre.rev1.030707.281215.mje

Land Exchange Agreement


Page 4
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  SAN TA CLARA CITY COUNCIL MEETING   WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2019   MINUTES       THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA, WASHINGTON COUNTY,  UTAH, met for a Regular Meeting on Wednesday,  October 9 ,   2019  at 5:00 p.m. in the City  Council Chambers of the Town Hall at 2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah.     Notice of the time, pla ce and agenda of the meeting was provided to the Spectrum and to each  member of the governing body by emailing a copy of the Notice and Agenda to the Spectrum  and also, along with any packet information, to the mayor and each council member, at least two  d ays before the meeting.     Present:    Mayor Rick Rosenberg   Council  Members:     Jarett Waite, Mary Jo (Tode) Hafen, Ben Shakespeare and Wendell Gubler   City Recorder :   Chris Shelley     Others Present:   Corey Bundy, Building Official; Brad Hayes, Parks & Trails  Director; Randy  Hancey, Fi re Chief; Bob Flowers, Police Chief ; Shelley Tipples, Victim’s Advocate; Ryann  Richardson, STG   news; K. Richardson; Jon Bacon, Dove Center; Cindy Frei; Teresa Willie,  SBHC; Carol   Edgren, Chairman of the American Indians Committee  of the National Society  Daughters of the American Revolution ; R y an   Anderson ; Gary S. Allred, CC Candidate s.       1.   Call to Order :  Mayor Rosenberg called the meeting to order at  5:00   p.m. , welcomed  everyone and Excused Councilman Basso   who is out of town .     2.   Opening Ceremony :           -    Pledge of Allegiance:    Mary Jo (Tode) Hafen         -    Opening Comments:   Mary Jo (Tode) Hafen       3.   Communications and Appearances :   None.       4.   Conflicts and Disclosures:   None.     5.     Working Agenda :         A.   Public Hearing(s):  None.     B.   Consent Agenda :     1.   Set Public Hearing for Oct. 23, 2019 at 5:00 p.m. to discuss Secondary Irrigation Fees    and Rates.      2.   Approve Ordinance 2019 - 13 an Ordinance amending Title 17, Section 17.44.130    Temporary Signs.  
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[bookmark: _GoBack]SANTA CLARA CITY COUNCIL MEETING

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2019

MINUTES





THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA, WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH, met for a Regular Meeting on Wednesday, October 9, 2019 at 5:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the Town Hall at 2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah.



Notice of the time, place and agenda of the meeting was provided to the Spectrum and to each member of the governing body by emailing a copy of the Notice and Agenda to the Spectrum and also, along with any packet information, to the mayor and each council member, at least two days before the meeting.



Present: 	Mayor Rick Rosenberg

Council Members:		Jarett Waite, Mary Jo (Tode) Hafen, Ben Shakespeare and Wendell Gubler

[bookmark: QuickMark]City Recorder:	Chris Shelley



Others Present: Corey Bundy, Building Official; Brad Hayes, Parks & Trails Director; Randy Hancey, Fire Chief; Bob Flowers, Police Chief; Shelley Tipples, Victim’s Advocate; Ryann Richardson, STG news; K. Richardson; Jon Bacon, Dove Center; Cindy Frei; Teresa Willie, SBHC; Carol Edgren, Chairman of the American Indians Committee of the National Society Daughters of the American Revolution; Ryan Anderson; Gary S. Allred, CC Candidates. 



1. Call to Order: Mayor Rosenberg called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m., welcomed everyone and Excused Councilman Basso who is out of town.



2. Opening Ceremony:



     -  Pledge of Allegiance:  Mary Jo (Tode) Hafen

     -  Opening Comments:  Mary Jo (Tode) Hafen



	3.	Communications and Appearances: None.

	

4.	Conflicts and Disclosures: None.



5.		Working Agenda: 

 

A. Public Hearing(s): None.



B. Consent Agenda:



1.	Set Public Hearing for Oct. 23, 2019 at 5:00 p.m. to discuss Secondary Irrigation Fees 	and Rates. 



2.	Approve Ordinance 2019-13 an Ordinance amending Title 17, Section 17.44.130 	Temporary Signs.



	- Mayor Rosenberg stated that Council has the revisions to Ordinance 2019-13 made by 	Matt Ence, City Attorney, based on the comments and feedback that Council has given 	him.

	- Jarett Waite said that Council has discussed this in depth already and he feels 	comfortable with the changes. 

	

Motion to Approve the Consent Agenda.

Motion by Jarett Waite, seconded by Tode Hafen. 

Voting Aye: Tode Hafen, Jarett Waite, Wendell Gubler and Ben Shakespeare.

Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried. 



C. General Business:



1.	Approve a Proclamation proclaiming October 2019 as Native American Awareness 	Week.  Presented by Carol Edgren, Chairman of the American Indians Committee of the 	National Society Daughters of the American Revolution.   



- Carol Edgren stated that the DAR does a lot of work with the Native Americans.  They try to educate people about the Native Americans. During December they also place wreaths on the graves of all Veterans including in the Shivwits Cemetery.  They take gifts to children at Christmas time and also offer a scholarship to the Native American high school students.

- Mayor Rosenberg read the proclamation: 

- Ben Shakespeare wanted to clarify that this would be for the month of November despite Item 1 saying “October” and that it is for the month despite Item 1 saying “week”.



Motion to Approve a Proclamation proclaiming November 2019 as Native American Awareness Month.  Presented by Carol Edgren, Chairman of the American Indians Committee of the National Society Daughters of the American Revolution.   

Motion by Ben Shakespeare, seconded by Jarett Waite. 

Voting Aye: Tode Hafen, Jarett Waite, Wendell Gubler and Ben Shakespeare.

Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried. 



2.	Suicide Prevention Discussion.  Presented by Bob Flowers, Police Chief and Teresa Willie, South West Mental Health.



	- Chief Flowers said they have been working on this in their department for a couple of years.  He said they have had concerns about the numbers they are seeing.  He said that Councilwomen Hafen expressed some concerns to him also.  He said that in the month of September they responded to about 17 calls concerning suicide, one of which ended tragically.  He said law enforcement doesn’t necessarily make things better when they respond to these types of calls because they are sometimes very volatile situations, so they have worked very hard to get direction from experts in the field.  They are the first responders but turn each case over to experts who follow up.  He introduced Shelley Tipples, the Departments Victim’s Advocate, and asked her to address Council.

	- Shelley Tipples said she has been working for the Santa Clara/Ivins Police Department since August of 2018.  During that time they have had numerous suicide calls.  She estimated that there were over 100 calls.  The calls are usually from loved ones about possible suicide attempts.  Officers showing up to those calls can have tragic results and it puts our officers in danger if they are responding to an unstable person who doesn’t want to be helped.  She said she has worked in victim advocacy since 2006 and has watched the number of suicide rates, particularly among teens and young adults, rise.  The highest risk factor is men between the ages of 45 and 55.  She said that there are equal attempts made in other demographics but men are more likely to complete the suicide attempt.  She said that in the Department when they get a suicide attempt call, she will follow up with the family and try to give resources as far as what to look for and send a lot of referrals over to Southern Behavior Health.  She said they also look at what the family needs are and try to customize the referrals according to what the family and individuals needs are and whether or not they want help.  There is an organization in Washington County, The Washington County Suicide Prevention Coalition which offers free classes called QPR.  QPR is designed for someone who thinks a loved one or friend is suicidal.  QPR stands for question, persuade and refer.  It teaches the person how to ask direct questions, to be persuasive that suicide is not the solution and then to make referrals according to their needs.  She said the coalition will set up free training that can be open to the public.  The QPR training is about 2 hours.  This is a great resource.  She left the Council with her card and some pamphlets.  

	- Tode Hafen thanked Shelley for all that she does.

	- Teresa Willie, Coordinator for Washington County Suicide Prevention Coalition, said the Coalition is referred to as Reach 4 Hope.  They have been working hard and have trained 386 Gatekeepers on QPR.  About 40 of those trained were law enforcement officers.  She would love to train the Santa Clara/Ivins police officers.  This is an evidence-based program and there is a training specific for law enforcement.  She said they train officers on appropriate ways to respond so the situation doesn’t get escalated.  She said that Reach 4 Hope uses an evidence-based model.  She said that sustainability and cultural competence begins with assessment and then capacity building, planning, implementation and then evaluation.  She said they have found that there is not enough community awareness surrounding the issue of suicide in our communities.  They are working hard to create awareness in our County.  They are working with the media, they have done health care booths, and are engaging with the community on what they can do.  They have a radio show and have radio ads.  She said that half of the suicides in our community are related to firearms.  She said they teach people how to secure firearms and how to keep their families safe.  The 7 strategies for community change are: providing information, building skills, providing support, enhancing/reducing barriers, changing consequences, physical design and policy work. They are working on all of these areas.  

	- Tode Hafen said she went to a workshop at League of Cities and Towns and was told about what some other cities did in providing gun safety locks.  They had them available in places in the community such as libraries.

	- Teresa Willie said they have distributed thousands of gunlocks in our community.  She said they offer them at every QPR training and every health fair.

	- Wendell Gubler asked how Santa Clara compares to other cities in the State.

	- Teresa Willie said that suicide rates in the rural areas are higher.  New data is coming out soon and she will report that back to Council.

	- Mayor Rosenberg asked if there have been any more problems at Lava Ridge Intermediate School.

	- Teresa Willie said that a lot of students from there have been referred.  

	- Tode Hafen asked if Teresa feels like her agency is making any progress.

	- Teresa Willie said she feels like the environmental factors can sometimes be bigger than we are.  We are making progress.  She said they evaluate all of their programs.  When they complete a QPR training they do a post test and the data is coming out really good.  

	- Jarett Waite asked if there is anything Santa Clara City can do to help provide information.  

	- Teresa Willie said they would love that. They are currently designing an infographic that can go in with the utility bills.  She said she would love to offer the QPR classes in Santa Clara as well.  Suicide is preventable.  She said we average 1 suicide completion a week in the County.  

	- Tode Hafen asked if there was a charge for the QPR class.

	- Teresa Willie said there is no charge.  They will come and do the class if there is 5 or more people that want to take it.  They will do it at someone’s home, for a church group, for a work group, in any agency or organization.  

	- Jarett Waite said we would be willing to have the infographic put with the utility bill and also include information on social media.  

	- Teresa Willie said that as soon as the infographic is done, she will have Council proof it.

	- Chief Flowers said the department is paying attention to this issue and really working hard on it.



      3.	Swiss Memorial Park revision discussion.  Presented by Brad Hays, Parks & Trails Director.



- Brad Hays reminded Council that at the last City Council Meeting he had brought the park engineer’s cost estimate with the water feature included.  At that time the Council had decided to put the water feature off because of the current funds.  He showed Council the cost estimate without the water feature and the facilities that go along with it.  He said with the new design they will landscape the area where the water feature will eventually go.  

- Tode Hafen asked how much the cost will be to put the curb and turf in where the water feature was planned to go.

- Brad Hays said the cost estimate shows that the park can be built (in a two part bid) for $495,000 for the engineer estimate with an add-on as a landscape option to either accept or reject it and if we reject it the City will do the landscaping but if they come in with a reasonable bid we will have the landscape done.  All the landscape around the future water feature will still be there.  We are leaving an opening and will put some temporary trees there that can be removed and then we can run a three-phase power through there and equipment can still drive through there if we decide to do a water feature in the future.  He showed Council a couple of playgrounds he is considering for the park.  The first one is in the budget but the second is not.  He said that if we are not going to do the water feature he would like to do a little more on the playground but if we are eventually going to do the water feature he would like to do the playground that is within the budget.  He said the Stucki family asked that the playground incorporate some type of cow.  The lesser costing playground has a cow but the more expensive one does not.  He would be able to add a cow to the more expensive one.  He would like to proceed and put this out to bid and get the park done.  He said he spoke with Jack Taylor about the Public Works Department doing a lot of the concrete work but with all the other projects going on such as the BMX track and the new water meters coming out and the Little League lights they don’t have the time to do this park.  

- Mayor Rosenberg asked what the material is for the playground.

- Brad Hays said they are a hard surface like concrete.  He said the cow alone is $5,000.  

- Ben Shakespeare asked how much the new playground at Canyon View Park cost.

- Brad Hays said it was $122,000.  The City did a lot of the preparation work for that one.  He said that with this park we would have the site ready and they would install it.  We would have the curbing already in and they would put the ground surfacing in.  He said the water feature would be the biggest draw and the playground would be secondary but if we don’t do the water feature, the play area would be primary, at least until we do the water feature.  He said he will bring more designs back for Council as well as some estimates.  

- Jarett Waite asked Brad to review what we were hoping to spend on the park compared to what it is now.  

- Brad Hays said the cost estimate for the contract was $902,000 with the water feature and now it is $495,000.  The City’s part hasn’t changed that much.  It went from $204,000 to $182,000.  We were at $1,100,000 before the changes for everything and to complete it now would be $700,000.  He said he has that amount in impact fees.  

- Jarett Waite asked if we had a more expensive playground how would that relate with the impact fees.

- Brad Hays said he would delay the playground until the park is almost done and then he would buy it.  He would then see where we are at financially.  The playground is one of the last things to go in.

- Mayor Rosenberg said that this is basically direction to Brad to go and put it out to bid.  The estimate is within the funds he has available now and so is within budget.  We will have to see where the bids come back and then this will be brought back to Council for the award.  



Motion to Approve putting the Swiss Memorial Park out to bid as it has been presented.

Motion by Ben Shakespeare, seconded by Tode Hafen.

Voting Aye: Jarett Waite, Ben Shakespeare, Wendell Gubler and Tode Hafen.

Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried.  



6. 	Reports:

		 

A. Mayor / Council Reports



Ben Shakespeare:

- He attended the Flood Control Authority Meeting with Mayor Rosenberg.  They reviewed next year’s budget.  They have taken about $6 million in revenue and generated $16 million between Federal grants and State grants to put toward projects.  He mentioned some of the projects such as Fort Pierce Wash.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said that the access to outside funds that is collected with the utility bills, the residents pay $1.50 a month or at least the cities pay $1.50 per residential water connection to the Flood Control Authority which generates about $1 million a year with the 3 cities of Washington, Santa Clara and St. George.  They have taken that money and used that as seed money and four timed it.  We have generated emergency funds.  Communities can have immediate access to this money in an emergency so they will be able to put their infrastructure back together and there is also right of way acquisition so we can buy right of ways on the river to prevent development from happening and keep that property as open space.  



Tode Hafen:

- Swiss Days is over and Brooke and Lanie are working on ideas for next year.  There are some issues that need to be addressed.  

- She went to a Snow Canyon State Park meeting.  They are proposing working on another trail.  They are also looking at partnering with Ivins City to get a handicap accessible trail that would come near the Veterans Home.  The State is proposing increasing State Park entrance fees.  She said those in the meeting held firm in not increasing the park specific pass for our residents.  The State agreed to do that.  For a $30 fee you can still get an annual park pass specific only to Snow Canyon State Park.  They are selling an enormous amount of those passes.  

- She said that Council talked last week about the naming of the Chapel Street Bridge.  She said that some of the names are problematic because of the location to another street and would be confusing.  She read the green history book and came up with a few names that might be good.  One of the things that was suggested was having the elementary students that were studying local history help name the bridge and she believes that would be 3rd Graders.  She said that concerns her a little because if 3rd graders go through all the process of coming up with a name and they bring it to Council and make a presentation and then we can’t choose that name for whatever reason that is so disappointing to the class plus the process would be a little bit time consuming.  She suggested that Council come up with 3 names and still visit with the 3rd Graders and invite them to vote on those names and tell them how a City Council works and the process of naming a bridge then they would get to participate and the vote would take place almost immediately and we would have 3 names that could work.  It is a great opportunity to involve the kids.

- Mayor Rosenberg said he thinks the bridge will be ready to open before school is out.  We could invite those 3rd graders to the dedication. 

- Ben Shakespeare said he likes the idea of Council coming up with 3 names.  This would be a win for everyone.

- Jarett Waite agreed.

- Wendell Gubler suggested Hamblin Crossing or Swiss Crossing.

- Mayor Rosenberg said that Tode has several names and suggested she bring them back to Council for discussion.  He said that Jack Taylor is pushing for a name because the steel fabricator who is making streetlights is ready to have the name laser cut on that panel.  They want to get it fabricated to stay on schedule.  

- Tode Hafen said she thinks Hamblin Crossing is a little bit problematic because there is another Hamblin Street and it is not near the bridge.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said that the Western Corridor could potentially be called Hamblin Parkway.  There is a future bridge planned that will be tied to the Western Corridor and could possibly have the Hamblin name also.  

- Tode Hafen discussed other names with Council and wants to wait to publish them until they are presented to the school children.  She said that Brock Jacobsen, City Manager, has times set up to visit with the elementary students and she has volunteered to go with him to present the choices and they can vote at that time.  

- Cindy Frei, 2297 Arrowhead Circle, suggested some other names.

- Council decided on three names for Tode to take to the 3rd Graders.   	



Jarett Waite:

- The Weather Channel has a series called Storm Stories and in August they did a story on the Santa Clara River flood of 2005.  They interviewed people.  It is on YouTube.  

- The BMX track is looking incredible.  Jack is really pleased with how the retaining wall turned out.  

- He is going to the Utah Mosquito Management Association conference next week.  

- He asked for some guidance for Kristelle on the new online discussion group that was created for the City.  The main concern is that there have been quite a few questions asked that require a fair amount of Staff time to answer.  How should we answer those questions?  Should we refer them to the person they need to speak with?  

- Mayor Rosenberg said that if there is a real person asking those questions, let’s set up a time to meet with them.  Some of the questions are complicated.  The response could be long and complicated.  We could set up a time for that person to come in and lay the budget out and go through the accounts with Brock then that individual would get a better answer and it would take a lot less time then writing a response and posting it.  He has answered almost every question that had a name on it.  

- Jarett Waite said he agrees but he thinks the questions will keep coming.  He spoke with the resident posting the long, difficult questions and the resident said the reason he is doing that is so that the answer is also public and it is a statement from the City.  There are six or eight questions that don’t have a response from the City.

- Gary Allred asked what the nature of the questions are.

- Jarett Waite said one is in response to some donations we had for our park.  There is one about a line item in the wild land fire budget.  They are mostly budget questions.  One of them was about our projected revenue in our budget for EMS.  There is a question about our social media policy.  Kristelle is working on that.

- Gary Allred said he thinks they are asking these questions so they can be involved in City government.  He said he is a candidate for City Council and he realizes that people feel uninformed and they feel it is difficult for them to stay informed.  He said there are many people out there who are unhappy with short-term rentals.  They realize that there are issues being voted on and discussed and by the time they make it to the meetings it has already been voted on.  He said that the only way to know what is on the Council’s agenda is to go to a website available by the State and by law the City is required to post that only 24 hours before the meeting.  That is short notice for someone who wants to have a say on it or has concerns about a particular issue.  He thinks significant steps need to be made or can be made by the Council or the City to help people be more informed of what is going on because there are many unhappy people out there who would have spoken out about issues and decisions that were made and that by the time they became aware of it, it had already been approved.  

- Jarett Waite said that we can do a better job of getting the word out.  He said that we do post all of our agendas on Facebook and they are on the City website as well and an individual can put in their email and it will be forwarded to them.  He said we are trying.  

- Gary Allred said he thinks some steps need to be made to make that more convenient and to make the residents more aware of that.  He said he has a concern about the rezoning of the property across from City Hall and he said other residents are very up in arms about the idea of a hotel and that greatly diminishes from the small town charm of this community.  They are concerned that this is even a consideration.  He said that is designated as part of town square but that is inadequate for a town square.  

- Mayor Rosenberg stated that is a little off subject.  This is a discussion regarding the discussion group response.  He thanked Gary for his input.

- Corey Bundy, Building Official, stated that the agendas go out 1 week prior to the meeting and not 24 hours.  An amendment can be made 24 hours before but usually they are posted in 3 places: at the City offices, at the post office, on the City’s website and on the State website.  That is actually 4 places they are posted 5 days prior to.  As well as on the property if it is a zone change 10 days before. 

- Ben Shakespeare said he is concerned about getting into a discussion group going over budgets.  We are going to tie up our Staff.  When it comes to budgeting an individual can come in and get a copy of the budget.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said that is how it has always been done.  If someone has a question concerning the budget they schedule a time and they come in and they sit down have that discussion and get their questions answered.  That is hard to do in a so many word response in a Facebook post.  

- Ben Shakespeare said that might be a Work Meeting discussion.  We want to be transparent.  There needs to be something put out but he agrees that there can be times set up to answer some of those questions.

- Gary Allred said there is a perception of lack of transparency so something needs to be done to reduce that.

- Jarett Waite said Kristelle needs structure right now and the real issue is that this is the tip of the iceberg and that is a list of these types of questions this individual wants to ask.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said the GRAMA request is available and those budget related questions are a good GRAMA request.  That way the City is not wasting taxpayer’s dollars answering those long questions.  The GRAMA request can be filed and the person who files that request pays for the Staff time and pays for the cost to get their response back.  Those take Staff time.  He suggested talking to Matt Ence about this and about what other cities are doing with their sites.

- Jarett Waite said he will send an email to Kristelle and she will either respond to the questions or tell the individual that we are working on it or the request will be sent to the department head.

- Tode Hafen suggested posting on there the ways people can find out what is on the agenda too.  



	Wendell Gubler:

- Nothing to report.



Mayor Rosenberg:

- The landslide grading work was finished today.  The remaining monitoring stations will be surveyed the first part of next week.  There are about a dozen landslide monitoring stations that have been located across the slide.  They are a survey grade monument that can be verified.  Then there is a chart that shows movement so we can monitor the slide to see if there is any future movement happening.  The FEMA final inspection is schedule for the last week of the month and we’ll submit our final invoices and then the Truman Drive landslide stabilization project will be done.  The pillars that are knocked over are still there and are lying at the bottom of the slide.  The geotechnical engineer didn’t want us to bury them.   He didn’t want to put any additional weight on the slide itself.  They are too heavy to move off of there.  They are just there where they are.  We could try and break them up but he hesitates to do too much on the active part of the slide for fear that it might take off again.  It has been really stable since the homes were removed.  We haven’t seen any new movement.  If we stay away from the bottom of the slide it should stay stable.  The pump is still working on Desert Dawn.  Gary Hall is going to build a wrought iron fence that is going to go across the opening of the cul-de-sac.  It will be zoned next month into permanent open space so no one will be able to develop there.  

- We ran out of dirt for the BMX track.  We will find some more dirt for them.  He asked Ryan Anderson for some dirt.

- Ryan Anderson said he might be able to get some for the City.  



7.	Approval of Claims and Minutes:  



· September 25, 2019 City Council Regular Meeting Minutes

· October 2, 2019 City Council Work Meeting Minutes

· Claims through October 9, 2019



- Mayor Rosenberg said he noticed that in the September 25 minutes that Banalli is spelled incorrectly.  



Motion to Approve the City Council Regular Meeting Minutes from September 25, 2019, the City Council Work Meeting Minutes from October 2, 2019 and claims through October 9, 2019.

Motion by Ben Shakespeare, seconded by Tode Hafen.

Voting Aye: Wendell Gubler, Ben Shakespeare, Jarett Waite and Tode Hafen.

Voting nay: None

Motion Carried.  



8.	Calendar of Events



· Oct. 23, 2019 City Council Regular Meeting

· Oct. 24, 2019 Election Forum 6:00 p.m.

· Nov. 6, 2019 City Council Work Meeting

· Nov. 13, 2019 City Council Regular Meeting



9.	Executive Session: None.



10.	Adjournment:



Motion to adjourn by Ben Shakespeare.

Seconded by Tode Hafen with all members present voting aye.

Meeting Adjourned at 6:28 p.m.







    __________________________		  Date Approved: ________________

Chris Shelley – City Recorder
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  SANTA CLARA CITY COUNCIL  WORK  MEETING   WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 2019   MINUTES     THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA, WASHINGTON COUNTY,  UTAH, met for a  Work   Meeting on Wednesday,   September 4 ,   2019   at 5:00 p.m. in the City  Council Chambers of the Town Hall at 2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah.     Notice of the time, place and agenda of the meeting was provided to the Spectrum and to each  member of the governing body by emailing a copy of the N otice and Agenda to the Spectrum  and also, along with any packet information, to the mayor and each council member, at least  two days before the meeting.     Present:    Mayor   Rick Rosenberg                 Council Members:     Mary Jo ( Tode )   Hafen, Herb Basso, Jarett   Waite, Wendell Gubler and Ben    Shakespeare          City Manager :          Brock Jacobsen   City  Recorder:   Chris  Shelley       Others Present:  J ack   Taylor, Public Works Director; Randy Hancey, Fire Chief;  Matt Ence,  City Attorney       1.   Call to Order:    Mayor Rosenberg called the meeting to order  at 5: 04   p.m.   and introduced  the City Council.       2.   Working Agenda:       A.   General Business:     1.   Discussion  regarding the want or need to have pay bikes & scooters in Santa Clara.     -   Brock Jacobsen, City Manager,  stated th at he received an email from Kaci Lund,  who  manages   vacation homes and she said she recognized a need for short - distance  transportation for her guests .   He also  spoke to Mark Mortensen with St. George  City.   He sent over the contract that St. Geor ge City has   with Zagster Associates so Council  can have a better understanding of what the agreement may look like .  He also spoke  with Jamie Mills the  Zagster  Operations Manager here.  She feels that this would be a  great thing for Santa Clara to have.  T heir company currently has 400 scooters in St.  George,   and they are discussing possibly going to 600. They put the scooters in the  preferred locations that the city suggests  and   listen to businesses and residents as to  where they would like them.  They wil l work with us however we want.     -   Herb Basso asked if there have been any issues with the scoo ters in the last several  months and expressed concern about the scooters speeds and abandoned scooters left  in walkways.   -   Brock Jacobsen said that their bigges t issue is being proactive in communicating with  people such as through social media.   He also suggested geofencing more populated  areas in order to minimize the speeds of the scooters and avoid injury.  The company 
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[bookmark: _GoBack]SANTA CLARA CITY COUNCIL WORK MEETING

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 2019

MINUTES



THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA, WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH, met for a Work Meeting on Wednesday, September 4, 2019 at 5:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the Town Hall at 2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah.



Notice of the time, place and agenda of the meeting was provided to the Spectrum and to each member of the governing body by emailing a copy of the Notice and Agenda to the Spectrum and also, along with any packet information, to the mayor and each council member, at least two days before the meeting.



Present: 	Mayor Rick Rosenberg          

		Council Members:		Mary Jo (Tode) Hafen, Herb Basso, Jarett Waite, Wendell Gubler and Ben 	Shakespeare

      City Manager:      	Brock Jacobsen

[bookmark: QuickMark]City Recorder:	Chris Shelley	



Others Present: Jack Taylor, Public Works Director; Randy Hancey, Fire Chief; Matt Ence, City Attorney

	

1. Call to Order:  Mayor Rosenberg called the meeting to order at 5:04 p.m. and introduced the City Council.

 

2.	Working Agenda: 



A. General Business:



1. Discussion regarding the want or need to have pay bikes & scooters in Santa Clara.



- Brock Jacobsen, City Manager, stated that he received an email from Kaci Lund, who manages vacation homes and she said she recognized a need for short-distance transportation for her guests.  He also spoke to Mark Mortensen with St. George City.  He sent over the contract that St. George City has with Zagster Associates so Council can have a better understanding of what the agreement may look like.  He also spoke with Jamie Mills the Zagster Operations Manager here.  She feels that this would be a great thing for Santa Clara to have.  Their company currently has 400 scooters in St. George, and they are discussing possibly going to 600. They put the scooters in the preferred locations that the city suggests and listen to businesses and residents as to where they would like them.  They will work with us however we want.  

- Herb Basso asked if there have been any issues with the scooters in the last several months and expressed concern about the scooters speeds and abandoned scooters left in walkways.

- Brock Jacobsen said that their biggest issue is being proactive in communicating with people such as through social media.  He also suggested geofencing more populated areas in order to minimize the speeds of the scooters and avoid injury.  The company has made their scooters available for people to try.  He showed the St. George contract with Zagster to the Council.  Zagster is the company that runs the e-bikes and the scooters.  He said he doesn’t know what the liability to the City would be.  He asked Matt Ence, City Attorney to address that.

- Matt Ence, City Attorney, said there is an indemnification that protects the City from any loses.  The benefits and the risks are the same as any other indemnification provision.  If there was some type of liability, they would have to take that on themselves.  He reviewed the St. George City contract that Zagster would protect the City from any liability.  

- Herb Basso asked if that indemnification is challenged at all with e-bikes and scooters with different streets such as with curbs and so on.  Is it pretty much an individual’s responsibility even though they might be minors?  

- Matt Ence said he doesn’t think it would have any effect on the indemnification.   

- Herb Basso said he is worried about safety and some education on them would be nice.

- Brock Jacobsen said that the City can determine the speeds we want.  

- Herb Basso said that if we do this, we should be more compatible to St. George’s system such as changing the limits of where they can go.

- Mayor Rosenberg asked about the cost to ride the scooters.

- Brock Jacobsen said it is $1 for the scooters plus 25 cents per minute.  He said that people can buy monthly passes.  He explained that the scooters would be located, picked up, charged and delivered to a drop-off site within the City every day.  He said that St. George currently earns $1 per scooter per day for every scooter deployed and receives quarterly checks from Zagster.  

- Jarett Waite asked if we were just considering scooters or are we considering the e-bikes as well. 

- Herb Basso said he likes the bike idea.  He asked if the bikes get used.  He said that the scooters are always rented out.  He asked if there was any setup fees or costs for the City.  That is an important question.

- Jarett Waite said that advertisers and sponsors could cover the costs of the bike stations.

- Brock Jacobsen said he can’t see anywhere in St. George’s agreement where it says what their financial obligation is.  

- Tode Hafen asked about reserving the scooters.  If someone is using it and enters a store will they come out and find it gone?

- Brock Jacobsen said that if someone has it checked out someone else can’t connect to it. 

- Herb Basso feels like the scooters will rent out.  He said kids really like them and young adults will rent and spend an entire evening on them.

- Tode Hafen asked about the obligation to the City.  If the company is not getting the revenue they hoped, will the City be on the hook for anything?

- Brock Jacobsen said he could try to get the company to come and do a presentation for the Council.  St. George City put this out for bid.  They had presentations come from multiple vendors.  Do we need to do that?  Do we want to stay compatible with St. George?  

- Mayor Rosenberg suggested doing an interlocal agreement with St. George and just have the company expand their area.

- Matt Ence said he doesn’t think the City should do that, but he will check on it.

- Herb Basso said it would allow our citizens better service by connecting to a compatible service.  

- Brock Jacobsen said he will follow up on this.

- Wendell Gubler asked if any other cities have participated in this. 

- Brock Jacobsen said that they are working on expanding but no one else has it yet.  He said he will bring this back to Council in October for another discussion.



2. Social Media discussion.



- Jarett Waite said he went to a training at Greater Zion.  They talked about marketing specifically for tourism.  He said that 80% of all that travel go to Instagram.  He said that the City’s Instagram is very healthy.  There has been a Facebook page created called Santa Clara Community Connection and they have posted a couple of things that are semi-negative about the City.  He said it definitely looks like it’s a City page. He hasn’t been able to find out who created the page.  Kristelle sent a message to ask them to put a disclaimer to say it is not the City but is a personal Facebook page.  Nothing has changed.  He, Kristelle and Brock discussed this, and Kristelle has offered to manage a Facebook community group and look over it and Staff would be asked to like this page.  It would take her at least a half hour each day to manage this.  

- Tode Hafen asked why the City’s Facebook page wouldn’t function for this.  

- Jarett Waite said this page would be the City’s but would be for the citizens of the City.  He said he looked into the rules of Facebook and the only real problem would be if impersonation is going on, and it kind of is. Without a disclaimer, even city staff have liked the page thinking it’s us. He said we should give them a little more time and maybe send them another message to add a disclaimer, and then if nothing changes, we can go to Facebook and ask them to address it. But that doesn’t stop them from opening another page and calling it something slightly different. The real question is do we want to have Kristelle or someone else with the City spend a little bit of time and manage a community group page?

- Herb Basso said we could find and train somebody else to free Kristelle up but either way it has to be done.  Someone must watch it.  

- Mayor Rosenberg asked what we would put on this group.

- Jarett Waite said that we don’t put anything on it.

- Mayor Rosenberg asked so we create this group and don’t put anything on it?  Do you use it to notify the citizens of things such as road closures or things such as that?

- Jarett Waite said it is a discussion group. You can use it for notifications.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said that is where the benefit is for the City.  If we are making an investment in time, we should use it to get more information out.  Then we can get the benefit back to the taxpayer for the funds that are being spent in management.

- Herb Basso said that the City could create discussions by asking citizens their opinions about City matters such as zone changes.  He likes the group page because it can be managed by the City.  People will come to a group like this to learn more.

- Brock Jacobsen said it would provide some good feedback to Staff and would be a good opportunity to get information out.

- Mayor Rosenberg stated that if you give people a good avenue to go to from the City it would be a good thing.  It can be used as a good information site.  We can promote our page through newsletters and other things.

- Brock Jacobsen said he thinks we can make the time to manage this.  He will talk to Kristelle and move in that direction.

- Wendell Gubler asked Jack Taylor if Kristelle had the time to do this.

- Jack Taylor said that she helps a lot of others in other departments and might just have to cut back.    



3. Secondary irrigation fee calculation discussion.



- Jack Taylor, Public Works Director, said there are people that are getting ready to record and build homes in the Rhone Subdivision.  Since we have a secondary system to Rhone Subdivision, they are going over to the Water Conservancy District (WCD) and telling them that because they have secondary, they are getting a reduced fee over at the County.   We have purchased seven water rights from the Canal Company to take care of this development.  He said he got with Sunrise Engineering and put together a spreadsheet to determine how we are going to collect the money, the connection fee.  We want to look at it and have a discussion on it to see which way Council wants to go.  We bought 7 shares at $4,500 a share for a total of $31,500.  In the subdivision there are 24 lots and the average lot size is 18,514.  This would make the hookup fee per sq. ft $0.07.  The average hookup fee per lot would be $1,312.  That would get the money back for the shares that we purchased.  Some of the lots are larger and some of the lots are smaller.  The connection fee would cover the meter, the installation of it, the ert and the register.   He says he feels that this is fair and reasonable.

- Wendell Gubler asked about yearly fees.

- Jack Taylor said that is the next discussion. What are we going to charge for the monthly fee and for the water rights, water usage?

- Ben Shakespeare said if there is going to be a reduction from the WCD it will be about $4,600.  The reduction will far exceed what the person is going to pay for a meter.

- Wendell Gubler asked about the fees that the Canal Company will charge.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said the user will be billed for these fees.  

- Brock Jacobsen talked about the City setting up a new account for secondary irrigation water.

- Jack Taylor said we have to have a renewal and replacement because we have to maintain the system.  He talked about water costs.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said we can budget a number, $400 a year, and build our reserve off it.  

- Jack Taylor reviewed the spreadsheet (see attached).  He said the fixed cost per lot would be $10.55 a month.  He talked about the base and the renewal and replacement fees.  We want to cover our costs and create a reserve and do this as inexpensively as we can.  If we have a dry year, there may be a pumping fee. 

- Mayor Rosenberg said that if we have to pump the water our rates have to reflect that.  The City has stepped in and guaranteed that water independent of what is going on in the river.  

- Wendell Gubler asked about other subdivisions coming and if the Canal Company would sell the City more shares and do, they have more shares to sell.

- Jack Taylor said yes.  If the Canal Company is not using their water, it could be rejudicated.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said the Canal Company can’t bank their water but the City can.  The Legislature gave municipalities the ability to bank water.  We can put water in reserve for future growth.  We would have the ability to expand the secondary irrigation system throughout the City as desired.  

- Jack Taylor discussed with Council the Rate Summary page (see attached).  The page shows the culinary water usage and the secondary water usage.  He asked Council what they wanted to charge.  We won’t use all 7 shares on the Rhone Subdivision.

- Brock Jacobsen said that on the culinary base rate we get 5,000 gallons and we also get 5,000 gallons on the secondary rate.  

- Jarett Waite asked if people can opt out.

- Jack Taylor said they can opt out.  They either have to pay the WCD the full price or they can do this and pay less.

- Jarett Waite asked if that would put these calculations in jeopardy if people opt out. 

- Mayor Rosenberg said that if they want to culinary instead of irrigation, they will pay a lot more money for the same amount of water.

- Jack Taylor said there could be an ordinance that states if a person has secondary you have to use it.  The City might want to do that because the water goes up $0.10 a thousand every year from the WCD.  When we use more water than our wells are producing, we are paying at a higher rate.  We have the secondary system and we want people to use it.  Culinary not only saves the customer but it saves every city resident because we don’t have to buy as much from the WCD.  

- Tode Hafen said it is also the right thing to do because of conservation.

- Jack Taylor explained that we need to cover our cost for the shares, and he talked about compensating a little bit because culinary is keeping us out of the higher cost of water that we pay to the WCD.  He discussed with the Council the numbers.

- Mayor Rosenberg suggested to Jack to go back to Sunrise and polish the presentation and then bring it back.  He said the concern is that the alternative is covered.  Right now, the shareholders don’t have a guarantee.  In the subdivision they have a guarantee.  The City is going to provide them water.  The City will assume the burden of providing the water.  The City will guarantee the water.  We have to collect enough to where we can buy water from an alternative source if we have to.  

- Jack Taylor talked about rates charged in other cities. He doesn’t want to make the Canal Company unwilling to come to the City.  Somehow, we have to try and compensate a little bit.  He said the renewal and replacement would be $93.11 a year and that doesn’t include administration fees.  

- Brock Jacobsen asked how Sunrise came up with $198.

- Mayor Rosenberg looked at the rate comparison and asked where the secondary water rate came from.  He said that they broke down the water shares into fractions.  There is a fraction of those 7 shares assigned to every lot and if you take that share that’s worth an X amount of gallons that tells the person what they have on the gallons they can use a year for that fee and if they get over that they pay the pumping fee for every gallon over.  

- Jack Taylor stated that he will relook at it with Steve at Sunrise and come up with another plan.

- Mayor Rosenberg said the impact fees will stay.  The annual fee may change and if they use more than they are allotted they have to pay for the additional pumping.  He asked Brock to get monthly updates on each department for the newsletter.        



3.	Staff Reports:



Jack Taylor

- Had a pre-bid meeting for the landslide.  We had several contractors show up.  We told them we want to start after September 9.  

- Mayor Rosenberg said the document will be ready to approve and sign at Council Meeting on Monday and the second they deliver bonds and insurance we will have notice to proceed.  The dump area is going to have to close for Swiss Days.  

- Jack said he thinks the trucks can come in at the bottom and go through the gates and go around.

- Mayor Rosenberg said he thinks the trucks should be shut down for Swiss Days.

- Jack went to the MPO meeting today and they had a meeting afterwards and he thinks the City is going to get $50,000 to update our traffic signals on Canyon View.  They will replace all the old equipment and it will be upgraded.

- The BLM accepted the application for the water well right of way.  We have to hire a contractor to do the environmental assessment on it.  

- Jack told Council that he gave them the amendment for the traffic study for the two bridges by Harmons for the Tuachan Wash and he asked Council to look it over.  

- Jack hasn’t heard anything on the Williams piece and it is really important.  We need to get that road.  

- A new employee has been hired for the Public Works Department.  His name is Rowdy Williamson.  

- Jack had a question about the dirt that is being brought in for the BMX track.  Will there be someone there pushing the dirt up when it is brought in?  

- Mayor Rosenberg said that Komatsu is bringing over a piece of equipment and we will have someone run it.  The City is keeping the dump area open.  

- Jarett Waite said there is a guy that is going to move it after hours.  



Brock Jacobsen

- League of Cities is next week.  Reservations have been made at the Residency Inn Motel for City Council.  Dinner will be at 6:30 p.m.



4.	Adjournment:



Meeting Adjourned at 7:45 p.m.









    __________________________		 Date Approved: ________________

Chris Shelley – City Recorder







Santa Clara City Council Work Meeting	Page 3

September 4, 2019


image7.emf
                                                Exhibit “A”           Beginning at a point being South 00°37'37" West  1,596.90  feet along the section line and East   320.10   feet from the Northwest Corner of Section 9, Township 42 South, Range 16 West, Salt  Lake Base & Meridian, and running;        thence South 80°22'18" East 22.13 feet;      thence East 71.25 feet along an arc of a 842.50 f oo t radius curve to the left (center bears   North  09°37'42" East, long chord bears South 82°47'40" East 71.23 feet with a central angle of  04°50'44");      thence West 150.91 feet along an arc of a 500.00 f oo t radius curve to the right (center bears  North 01°02'00" East, long chord bears North 80°19'1 4" West 150.33 feet with a central angle of  17°17'33");      thence Northwest 22.10 feet along an arc of a 25.00 f oo t radius curve to the right (center bears  North 18°19'33" East, long chord bears North 46°20'50" West 21.39 feet with a central angle of  50°39' 13");      thence East 76.79 feet along an arc of a 192.50 f oo t radius curve to the left (center bears North  32°29'01" East, long chord bears South 68°56'38" East 76.28 feet with a central angle of  22°51'19") to the Point of Beginning.     Containing 422  square feet or 0.01 acres.     Together with :           Beginning at a point being South 00°37'37" West  1,622.45  feet along the section line and East   595.57   feet from the Northwest Corner of Section 9, Township 42 South, Range 16 West, Salt  Lake Base & Meridian,   and running;        thence South 69°49'31" East 207.78 feet;      thence North 71°32'53" West 184.04 feet;      thence West 111.47 feet along an arc of a 500.00 foot radius curve to the left (center bears  South 18°27'07" West, long chord bears North 77°56'05" West  111.24 feet with a central angle of  12°46'25");      thence South 89°42'06" East 34.83 feet;      thence East 54.64 feet along an arc of a 157.50 foot radius curve to the right (center bears South  00°17'54" West, long chord bears South 79°45'49" East 54.37 feet  with a central angle of  19°52'36") to the Point of Beginning.     Containing 1,085 square feet or 0.02 acres.     Together with :           Beginning at a point being South 00°37'37" West  1,816.41  feet along the section line and East   1,093.40  feet from the Northwest   Corner of Section 9, Township 42 South, Range 16 West, Salt  Lake Base & Meridian, and running;        thence North 64°55'01" West 151.45 feet;  
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Exhibit “A”



     Beginning at a point being South 00°37'37" West 1,596.90 feet along the section line and East  320.10 feet from the Northwest Corner of Section 9, Township 42 South, Range 16 West, Salt Lake Base & Meridian, and running;



  thence South 80°22'18" East 22.13 feet;

  thence East 71.25 feet along an arc of a 842.50 foot radius curve to the left (center bears North 09°37'42" East, long chord bears South 82°47'40" East 71.23 feet with a central angle of 04°50'44");

  thence West 150.91 feet along an arc of a 500.00 foot radius curve to the right (center bears North 01°02'00" East, long chord bears North 80°19'14" West 150.33 feet with a central angle of 17°17'33");

  thence Northwest 22.10 feet along an arc of a 25.00 foot radius curve to the right (center bears North 18°19'33" East, long chord bears North 46°20'50" West 21.39 feet with a central angle of 50°39'13");

  thence East 76.79 feet along an arc of a 192.50 foot radius curve to the left (center bears North 32°29'01" East, long chord bears South 68°56'38" East 76.28 feet with a central angle of 22°51'19") to the Point of Beginning.



Containing 422 square feet or 0.01 acres.



Together with:



     Beginning at a point being South 00°37'37" West 1,622.45 feet along the section line and East  595.57 feet from the Northwest Corner of Section 9, Township 42 South, Range 16 West, Salt Lake Base & Meridian, and running;



  thence South 69°49'31" East 207.78 feet;

  thence North 71°32'53" West 184.04 feet;

  thence West 111.47 feet along an arc of a 500.00 foot radius curve to the left (center bears South 18°27'07" West, long chord bears North 77°56'05" West 111.24 feet with a central angle of 12°46'25");

  thence South 89°42'06" East 34.83 feet;

  thence East 54.64 feet along an arc of a 157.50 foot radius curve to the right (center bears South 00°17'54" West, long chord bears South 79°45'49" East 54.37 feet with a central angle of 19°52'36") to the Point of Beginning.



Containing 1,085 square feet or 0.02 acres.



Together with:



     Beginning at a point being South 00°37'37" West 1,816.41 feet along the section line and East  1,093.40 feet from the Northwest Corner of Section 9, Township 42 South, Range 16 West, Salt Lake Base & Meridian, and running;



  thence North 64°55'01" West 151.45 feet;

  thence Northwest 31.93 feet along an arc of a 500.00 foot radius curve to the left (center bears South 25°04'59" West, long chord bears North 66°44'47" West 31.92 feet with a central angle of 03°39'31");

  thence East 85.10 feet along an arc of a 799.73 foot radius curve to the left (center bears North 14°44'46" East, long chord bears South 78°18'08" East 85.06 feet with a central angle of 06°05'48");

  thence East 85.79 feet along an arc of a 232.59 foot radius curve to the right (center bears South 08°38'58" West, long chord bears South 70°47'01" East 85.30 feet with a central angle of 21°08'01");

  thence South 60°13'01" East 33.95 feet;

  thence South 05°53'10" West 0.49 feet;

[bookmark: _GoBack]  thence South 62°09'49" West 30.27 feet to the Point of Beginning.



Containing 3,519 square feet or 0.08 acres.
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                                                Exhibit “ B ”           Beginning at a point being South 00°37'37" West  1,694.25  feet along the section line and East   518.96  feet from the Northwest Corner of Section 9, Township 42 South, Range 16  West, Salt  Lake Base & Meridian, and running;        thence South 88°50'05" East 55.51 feet;      thence East 20.23 feet along an arc of a 50.00 f oo t radius curve to the right (center bears South  02°41'22" West, long chord bears South 75°43'07" East 20.09 feet wi th a central angle of  23°11'02");      thence South 62°41'47" East 132.88 feet;      thence East 18.61 feet along an arc of a 100.00 f oo t radius curve to the left (center bears North  27°18'13" East, long chord bears South 68°01'42" East 18.59 feet with a central   angle of  10°39'50");      thence South 73°21'37" East 40.36 feet;      thence East 17.06 feet along an arc of a 200.00 f oo t radius curve to the right (center bears South  16°38'23" West, long chord bears South 70°55'02" East 17.05 feet with a central angle of  04 °53'09");      thence South 68°28'28" East 159.10 feet;      thence West 55.24 feet along an arc of a 750.00 f oo t   radius curve to the left (center bears South  15°33'05" West, long chord bears North 76°33'31" West 55.22 feet with a central angle of  04°13'11");      thence West 279.62 feet along an arc of a 750.00 f oo t radius curve to the right (center bears  North 11°19'5 4" East, long chord bears North 67°59'16" West 278.00 feet with a central angle of  21°21'41");      thence West 89.00 feet along an arc of a 200.00 f oo t radius curve to the left (center bears South  32°41'35" West, long chord bears North 70°03'19" West 88.27 f eet with a central angle of  25°29'49");      thence North 82°48'14" West 18.79 feet to the Point of Beginning.     Containing 5,112 square feet or 0.12 acres.                         June 18, 2019                
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     Beginning at a point being South 00°37'37" West 1,694.25 feet along the section line and East  518.96 feet from the Northwest Corner of Section 9, Township 42 South, Range 16 West, Salt Lake Base & Meridian, and running;



  thence South 88°50'05" East 55.51 feet;

  thence East 20.23 feet along an arc of a 50.00 foot radius curve to the right (center bears South 02°41'22" West, long chord bears South 75°43'07" East 20.09 feet with a central angle of 23°11'02");

  thence South 62°41'47" East 132.88 feet;

  thence East 18.61 feet along an arc of a 100.00 foot radius curve to the left (center bears North 27°18'13" East, long chord bears South 68°01'42" East 18.59 feet with a central angle of 10°39'50");

  thence South 73°21'37" East 40.36 feet;

  thence East 17.06 feet along an arc of a 200.00 foot radius curve to the right (center bears South 16°38'23" West, long chord bears South 70°55'02" East 17.05 feet with a central angle of 04°53'09");

  thence South 68°28'28" East 159.10 feet;

  thence West 55.24 feet along an arc of a 750.00 foot radius curve to the left (center bears South 15°33'05" West, long chord bears North 76°33'31" West 55.22 feet with a central angle of 04°13'11");

  thence West 279.62 feet along an arc of a 750.00 foot radius curve to the right (center bears North 11°19'54" East, long chord bears North 67°59'16" West 278.00 feet with a central angle of 21°21'41");

  thence West 89.00 feet along an arc of a 200.00 foot radius curve to the left (center bears South 32°41'35" West, long chord bears North 70°03'19" West 88.27 feet with a central angle of 25°29'49");

  thence North 82°48'14" West 18.79 feet to the Point of Beginning.



Containing 5,112 square feet or 0.12 acres.
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  Mayor   Rick Rosenberg     City Manager   Brock Jacobsen   City Council   Herb Basso   Wendell Gubler   Mary Jo Hafen   Ben Shakespeare   Jarett Waite                                                      October   15 , 2019   To:     City Council   From:     Brad Hays   Subject:    Purchase of Lava Flow Trail 60’Pedestrian Bridge     Dear Council,   The Parks department is requesting  for  City Council to   approve  the purchase of a 60’  pedestrian bridge   Co ntech   Engineered Solutions  for $ 51,752 as part of the LAVA Flow  Trail addition from the Red Mountain Drive power substation to Rachel Dr .  If we get the  trail and bridge project completed by   March 31, we will receive a $50,000 RTP Grant  that will cover most   of the bridge cost. Bridge delivery will take 60 to 90 days. The  bridge meets engineering specifications.    Other bids are as follows:   BIG R       $ 55,260   Bridge Brothers   $ 56,549     Sincerely ,   Brad Hays  
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Rick Rosenberg



City Manager

Brock Jacobsen


City Council

Herb Basso

Wendell Gubler

Mary Jo Hafen

Ben Shakespeare

Jarett Waite



2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah 84765

Phone (435) 673-6712    Fax (435) 628-7338



											

											  October 15, 2019

To:		City Council

From:		Brad Hays

Subject: 	Purchase of Lava Flow Trail 60’Pedestrian Bridge 

Dear Council,

[bookmark: _GoBack]The Parks department is requesting for City Council to approve the purchase of a 60’ pedestrian bridge Contech Engineered Solutions for $51,752 as part of the LAVA Flow Trail addition from the Red Mountain Drive power substation to Rachel Dr. If we get the trail and bridge project completed by March 31, we will receive a $50,000 RTP Grant that will cover most of the bridge cost. Bridge delivery will take 60 to 90 days. The bridge meets engineering specifications. 

Other bids are as follows:

BIG R			$ 55,260

Bridge Brothers	$ 56,549



Sincerely,

Brad Hays
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  Mayor   Rick Rosenberg     City Manager   Brock Jacobsen   City Council   Herb Basso   Wendell Gubler   Mary Jo Hafen   Ben Shakespeare   Jarett Waite                                                      October   15 , 2019   To:     City Council   From:     Brad Hays   Subject:    Purchase of  Little League Lighting System   Dear Council,   The Parks department is requesting  for  City Council to   approve  the purchase of a  new  Little League  LED  Light Syst em   from MUSCO Sports Lighting, a State of Utah contr act  seller, for $154,652. Since the LED lights do not spill light, we would like to add to their  bid 2 or 3 lights to the poles for parking illumination.  Therefore, we request a purchase  price not to exc eed $160,000.   The Washington County Tourism Board approved a $115,000 grant towards the  purchase of the lights which is on the November 19 th   County Commission Agenda for  approval. We are applying for a $35,000 Grant through a privately funded organization  called B aseball   Tomorrow. The City would be pay up to $45,000 for the project which  could be paid through RAP tax Revenue. This purchase is NOT in the 2019 - 20 City  Budget. We are asking for these funds because the existing light poles have been  condemned f or internal decay and removed.   D elivery will take 6 to  8 weeks from order date.     Sincerely ,   Brad Hays  
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[image: ]Mayor

Rick Rosenberg



City Manager

Brock Jacobsen


City Council

Herb Basso

Wendell Gubler

Mary Jo Hafen

Ben Shakespeare

Jarett Waite



2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah 84765

Phone (435) 673-6712    Fax (435) 628-7338



											

											  October 15, 2019

To:		City Council

From:		Brad Hays

Subject: 	Purchase of Little League Lighting System

Dear Council,

The Parks department is requesting for City Council to approve the purchase of a new Little League LED Light System from MUSCO Sports Lighting, a State of Utah contract seller, for $154,652. Since the LED lights do not spill light, we would like to add to their bid 2 or 3 lights to the poles for parking illumination.  Therefore, we request a purchase price not to exceed $160,000.

[bookmark: _GoBack]The Washington County Tourism Board approved a $115,000 grant towards the purchase of the lights which is on the November 19th County Commission Agenda for approval. We are applying for a $35,000 Grant through a privately funded organization called Baseball Tomorrow. The City would be pay up to $45,000 for the project which could be paid through RAP tax Revenue. This purchase is NOT in the 2019-20 City Budget. We are asking for these funds because the existing light poles have been condemned for internal decay and removed.

Delivery will take 6 to 8 weeks from order date. 

Sincerely,

Brad Hays
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  City Council   agenda report for  10/ 23 /19 :    Consider approval of the p relim inary   plat for The Hills ,   phase  3, located on Clary Hills Drive at the western city  boundary.     Applicant:  Eric Sampson   Project Engineer:   Rosenburg Associates, Allen Hall, rep         Project:   The Hills at Santa Clara, phase  3   is a 2 6   lot single f amily subdivision   on 23 acres   in a R - 1 - 10/RA  Mixed Lot Size zone located south of the Santa Clara River and west of The Hills Phase 1, in the  western portion of the city.    The subdivision  is located on the hillside which begins just south of the  Santa Clara River .   All of the proposed   23   lots in this phase are larger than 10,000 sq ft , with the average  size approximately two - thirds of an acre.    The proposed lots meet the zone requirement s of the R - 1 - 10/RA zone.    The main issues with this proposed phase deal with developing the lots on the hillside.     The Hillside Review Board considered this phase again on 9/18/19 and recommends approval of the  preliminary plat with the following 8 condi tions;  (actual HSRBd motion is summarized below)   1.     During grading operations, explorations (bore holes, etc) shall be done on each lot as per  city code requirement.   2.   Lots shall be properly graded so that upon completion of grading the lots are ready for  bui lding.   3.     Side lot retaining walls shall be installed by the subdivision developer.   4.   The Drainage Plan shall include the systems to collect and discharge any drainage from walk - out basements.   5.   Any masonry stacked block walls shall be textured and colored to ke ep this phase consistent  with the development.   6.   The Drainage Plan shall be updated to reflect the current grading.   7.   Retaining wall plans for wall behind lots 318 and 319 should be reviewed to reduce the  amount of fill.   8.   Side property line walls shall be four  feet or taller.   9.     Staff recommends approval of   an additional condition;  park areas within the subdivision  previously committed to the city be dedicated prior to the final plat.   The PC recommends approval of   the preliminary plat subject to the proposed cond itions recommended  by staff and  by the Hillside Review Board.        
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City Council agenda report for 10/23/19:   Consider approval of the preliminary plat for The Hills, phase 3, located on Clary Hills Drive at the western city boundary.



Applicant:  Eric Sampson

Project Engineer:   Rosenburg Associates, Allen Hall, rep







Project:  The Hills at Santa Clara, phase 3 is a 26 lot single family subdivision on 23 acres in a R-1-10/RA Mixed Lot Size zone located south of the Santa Clara River and west of The Hills Phase 1, in the western portion of the city.    The subdivision is located on the hillside which begins just south of the Santa Clara River.   All of the proposed 23 lots in this phase are larger than 10,000 sq ft, with the average size approximately two-thirds of an acre.    The proposed lots meet the zone requirements of the R-1-10/RA zone.    The main issues with this proposed phase deal with developing the lots on the hillside.



The Hillside Review Board considered this phase again on 9/18/19 and recommends approval of the preliminary plat with the following 8 conditions;  (actual HSRBd motion is summarized below)

1.  During grading operations, explorations (bore holes, etc) shall be done on each lot as per city code requirement.

2. Lots shall be properly graded so that upon completion of grading the lots are ready for building.

3.  Side lot retaining walls shall be installed by the subdivision developer.

4. The Drainage Plan shall include the systems to collect and discharge any drainage from walk-out basements.

5. Any masonry stacked block walls shall be textured and colored to keep this phase consistent with the development.

6. The Drainage Plan shall be updated to reflect the current grading.

7. Retaining wall plans for wall behind lots 318 and 319 should be reviewed to reduce the amount of fill.

8. Side property line walls shall be four feet or taller.

9.  Staff recommends approval of an additional condition;  park areas within the subdivision previously committed to the city be dedicated prior to the final plat.

[bookmark: _GoBack]The PC recommends approval of the preliminary plat subject to the proposed conditions recommended by staff and by the Hillside Review Board.
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ing 8 conditions;  (actual HSRBd motion is summarized below)
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  Ci ty Council   agenda report for  10/ 23 /19 :    Consider approval of the p relim inary   plat for The Hills ,   phase  3, located on Clary Hills Drive at the western city  boundary.     Applicant:  Eric Sampson   Project Engineer:   Rosenburg Associates, Allen  Hall, rep         Project:   The Hills at Santa Clara, phase  3   is a 2 6   lot single f amily subdivision   on 23 acres   in a R - 1 - 10/RA  Mixed Lot Size zone located south of the Santa Clara River and west of The Hills Phase 1, in the  western portion of the city.    The s ubdivision is located on the hillside which begins just south of the  Santa Clara River .   All of the proposed   23   lots in this phase are larger than 10,000 sq ft , with the average  size approximately two - thirds of an acre.    The proposed lots meet the zone  requirements of the R - 1 - 10/RA zone.    The main issues with this proposed phase deal with developing the lots on the hillside.     The Hillside Review Board considered this phase again on 9/18/19 and recommends approval of the  preliminary plat with the follow ing 8 conditions;  (actual HSRBd motion is summarized below)   1.     During grading operations, explorations (bore holes, etc) shall be done on each lot as per  city code requirement.   2.   Lots shall be properly graded so that upon completion of grading the lots are re ady for  building.   3.     Side lot retaining walls shall be installed by the subdivision developer.   4.   The Drainage Plan shall include the systems to collect and discharge any drainage from walk - out basements.   5.   Any masonry stacked block walls shall be textured and co lored to keep this phase consistent  with the development.   6.   The Drainage Plan shall be updated to reflect the current grading.   7.   Retaining wall plans for wall behind lots 318 and 319 should be reviewed to reduce the  amount of fill.   8.   Side property line walls sha ll be four feet or taller.   9.     Staff recommends approval of   an additional condition;  park areas within the sub division  pr eviou sly commi tted to the city be dedicated  prior to the final plat.   The  PC re commends approval of   the preliminary plat subject to the proposed conditions recommended  by staff and  by the Hillside Review Board.        
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  City Council   agenda report for  10/ 23 /19 :    Consider approval of the  p relim inary   plat for  Giovengo Commercial subdivision with 3 lots located on the SW corner  of Pioneer Parkway and Rachel Drive.     Applicant:   Jayleen Giovengo   Zone:   PD  –   Commercial   Engineer:   Patrick Stewart, Bush & Gudgell Engineers       Project:   A 3 - lot commercial subdivision located on the SW corner of Pioneer Parkway and Rachel  Drive.    The zone is PD - Commercial.    The entire parcel is 3.7 acres and each of the three  lots is over one  acre.    All three lots have frontage on Pioneer Parkway, and lot #3 is a corner lot which also has frontage  and access on Rachel Drive.    Dollar Tree store has expressed interest in lot #3 but that will come before  the PC as a separate i tem for site plan and building design approval if in fact Dollar Tree buys a lot and  moves forward.      Because Pioneer Parkway is an arterial street, the driveway must be setback 175’ from  the intersection of Rachel Drvie and Pioneer Parkway.      Lots 2 &  3 will share an access off of Pioneer  Parkway in order to meet the 175’ driveway separation requirement.    There will be an access lane  along the rear of the three lots extending from Pioneer Parkway to Rachel Drive.     Development on  these three lots shou ld match the site design of the developed properties on the north side of this  intersection, in terms of building setbacks, sidewalk widths, planter boxes in sidewalk and landscaped  front setbacks,     Buildings are desired to be near the front property li ne with parking in the rear or side  yard areas.     The applicant understands these objectives and supports the design intent.     PC   recommends approval of the preliminary plat for this 3 - lot commercial subdivision.    
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City Council agenda report for 10/23/19:   Consider approval of the preliminary plat for Giovengo Commercial subdivision with 3 lots located on the SW corner of Pioneer Parkway and Rachel Drive.



Applicant:  Jayleen Giovengo

Zone:   PD – Commercial

Engineer:   Patrick Stewart, Bush & Gudgell Engineers





Project:  A 3-lot commercial subdivision located on the SW corner of Pioneer Parkway and Rachel Drive.    The zone is PD-Commercial.    The entire parcel is 3.7 acres and each of the three lots is over one acre.    All three lots have frontage on Pioneer Parkway, and lot #3 is a corner lot which also has frontage and access on Rachel Drive.    Dollar Tree store has expressed interest in lot #3 but that will come before the PC as a separate item for site plan and building design approval if in fact Dollar Tree buys a lot and moves forward.    Because Pioneer Parkway is an arterial street, the driveway must be setback 175’ from the intersection of Rachel Drvie and Pioneer Parkway.     Lots 2 & 3 will share an access off of Pioneer Parkway in order to meet the 175’ driveway separation requirement.    There will be an access lane along the rear of the three lots extending from Pioneer Parkway to Rachel Drive.   Development on these three lots should match the site design of the developed properties on the north side of this intersection, in terms of building setbacks, sidewalk widths, planter boxes in sidewalk and landscaped front setbacks,     Buildings are desired to be near the front property line with parking in the rear or side yard areas.     The applicant understands these objectives and supports the design intent.



[bookmark: _GoBack]PC recommends approval of the preliminary plat for this 3-lot commercial subdivision.
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  C i ty  Council   agenda report for  10/ 23 /19 :    Consider approval of the  p relim inary   plat for  Giovengo   Commercial subdivision with 3 lots located on the SW corner  of Pioneer Parkway and Rachel Drive.     Applicant:   Jayleen Giovengo   Zone:   PD  –   Commercial   Engineer:   Patrick Stewart, Bush & Gudgell Engineers       Project:   A 3 - lot commercial subdivision located   on the SW corner of Pioneer Parkway and Rachel  Drive.    The zone is PD - Commercial.    The entire parcel is 3.7 acres and each of the three lots is over one  acre.    All three lots have frontage on Pioneer Parkway, and lot #3 is a corner lot which also ha s frontage  and access on Rachel Drive.    Dollar Tree store has expressed interest in lot #3 but that will come before  the PC as a separate item for site plan and building design approval if in fact Dollar Tree buys a lot and  moves forward.      Because Pion eer Parkway is an arterial street, the driveway must be setback 175’ from  the intersection of Rachel Drvie and Pioneer Parkway.      Lots 2 & 3 will share an access off of Pioneer  Parkway in order to meet the 175 ’   drivewa y separation   requirement.    There w ill be an access lane  along the rear of the three lots extending from Pioneer Parkway to Rachel Drive.     Development on  these three lots should match the site design of the developed properties on the north side of this  intersec tion, in terms of building setbacks, sidewalk widths, planter boxes in sidewalk and landscaped  front setbacks,     Buildings are desired to be near the front property line with parking in the rear or side  yard areas.     The applicant understands these obj ectives and supports the design intent.     PC   recommends approval of the preliminary plat for this 3 - lot commercial subdivision.    
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PROCLAMATION

WHEREAS, it is a basic human right to live a life free from violence and abuse; and

WHEREAS, domestic violence is a serious problem that occurs in all cultures and
communities and does not discriminate by age, gender, social class, ethnicity, religious
affiliation or sexual orientation; and

WHEREAS, one in three women and one in seven men in Utah will experience intimate
partner violence in their lifetime; and 80 Utah children will witness the murder or
attempted murder of their mother every year; and

WHEREAS, domestic violence-related homicides account for over 40% of all
homicides in Utah; and

WHEREAS, awareness and intentional collaboration are required to find solutions to
abuse and intimate partner violence and October is a national month of domestic violence
awareness; and

WHEREAS, it is the role of local government to provide for the health, safety, and
welfare of its citizens,

NOW THEREFORE I, Rick Rosenberg, Mayor of Santa Clara City, Utah, in
partnership with the DOVE Center, a community resource for victims, do hereby
proclaim October as:

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AWARENESS MONTH

in the city of Santa Clara; and invite all residents to learn more about how they can help--
because domestic violence affects us all.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed the
Seal of the City of Santa Clara, Utah this 23rd day of October 2019.

Rick Rosenberg, Mayor
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ENGINEERED SOLUTIONS
A UIKRETE® COMPANY
Quote # QUO-377132-F8D2L1
Date 10/14/2019 Account Name |[Santa Clara City Reply-To
Quote # QUO-377132-F8D2L1 Contact Name |Brad Hays Contech Rep. |Chad Kitchen
Phone (435) 656-4690 Address 1224 West Stock Road, Ogden, UT,
84401
Project Name |Santa Clara City Bridge |Fax Phone 801-851-0420
Project # 573202 Email bhays@sccity.org Fax
Project Santa Clara, UT Email CKitchen@conteches.com
City/State

Contech's offer to sell the products described in this quotation is expressly conditioned upon Buyer's assent to the Contech Conditions of Sale ("Contech COS") included herewith and/or
viewable at www.conteches.com/cos. A valid tax exemption certificate must be issued to Contech or sales tax will be added.

Extended Unit
Price

Continental Pedestrian (3x12 Deck Option) 1.00 1.00 $46,690.00 EA $46,690.00
Style: Connector Truss Bridge

Floor: H-Section

Length: 60'-0"

Width: 10'-0" (Clear Width)

Finish: Self-Weathering Steel

Decking: 3” x 12” (Nominal) Douglas Fir Deck

Life Safety System: Horizontal Safety Rails @ 4” Max Spacing up
to 54”

Rub Rail/Hand Rail: IPE Rub Rail

Toe Plate: 4” Steel Channel Toe Rail

Camber: Dead Load plus 1% of Span Length at Midspan
Design/Loading: IBC/AISC (Live Load: 100 psf, Vehicle Load:
10,000 Ibs plus 30% impact, Wind Load: 25 psf, as if enclosed)

Unit Unit Total

Description Pieces  Quantity

Bridge shall be designed to accommodate:
» a 0’ elevation change between abutments
* a skew of 0°

* a 24" backwall max

Bridge will be shipped fully assembled, in one (1) piece with a
shipped weight of approx. +/- 18,500 Ibs (Subject to final design
verification)

Continental Pedestrian (4x12 Deck Option) 1.00 1.00 $51,752.00 EA $51,752.00
Style: Connector Truss Bridge

Floor: H-Section

Length: 60'-0"

Width: 10'-0" (Clear Width)

Finish: Self-Weathering Steel

Decking: 4” x 12” (Nominal) Douglas Fir Deck

Life Safety System: Horizontal Safety Rails @ 4” Max Spacing up
to 54”

Rub Rail/Hand Rail: IPE Rub Rail

Toe Plate: 4” Steel Channel Toe Rail

Camber: Dead Load plus 1% of Span Length at Midspan
Design/Loading: IBC/AISC (Live Load: 100 psf, Vehicle Load:
10,000 Ibs plus 30% impact, Wind Load: 25 psf, as if enclosed)

Bridge shall be designed to accommodate:
» a 0’ elevation change between abutments
* a skew of 0°

* a 24" backwall max

Bridge will be shipped fully assembled, in one (1) piece with a
shipped weight of approx. +/- 22,000 Ibs (Subject to final design

verification)

Standard Notes

1.Allowable unloading time for delivery trucks is two (2) hours. Demurrage charges of $75.00 per hour thereafter will be added.

2.Design submittal drawings will be provided, signed and sealed by a Professional Engineer licensed to practice in the State where the project is located.






N2 . |
C%FNTEC H Quotation Page# 2/4

ENGINEERED SOLUTIONS
A [ILHKRETE® COMPANY

Quote # QUO-377132-F8D2L1

Standard Notes

3.In addition to any other procedures outlined or remedies provided, at the time of order, Contech will request a desired delivery date for the quoted
materials from the purchasing customer. After drawing approval and prior to manufacturing Contech may again confirm the requested delivery date with
the purchasing customer. If purchasing customer cannot take delivery of finished materials within 30 days of requested date, and after Contech has
manufactured the product(s), Contech will invoice for the total amount of the order with payment due within 30 days. Additionally, Contech may also
assess fees in the amount of 5% per month of the selling price of the stored materials that are not shipped within 30 days after the requested delivery date
for storage and handling.

4.LRFD Guide Specification for the Design of Pedestrian Bridges - ltem 4.2 - Fracture: Fracture Critical Member designation shall be in accordance with
Provision 12.3.2 of AASHTO/AWS D1.5M/D1.5:2015 which requires each Fracture Critical Member (FCM) to be individually designated by the Engineer
prior to bidding. In the absence of such designation, the Fracture requirements of Item 4.2 shall be deemed to have been waived.

5.0ne or more of the products quoted herein is nonstandard and not returnable. A down payment equal to 1/3 of the item(s) total is required and must be
received prior to commencement of any performance by Contech.

6.Preliminary Assembled ship weights are stated in the product description above and shall be subject to final design. Contech will not be liable for any
additional construction or installation costs incurred related to a change from a preliminary bid design weight to a final design, regardless of the reason for
the change.

7.Prices are f.0.b. origin with freight allowed to the jobsite with unloading by others at a truck accessible location.

8.The estimated lead time for the submittal package is 4-5 weeks from the receipt of a signed purchase document and receipt of the required design and
project information. Submittal lead times are subject to adjustment at time of order based upon current Engineering backlog. Approval review process is in
addition to stated timeframes. The current estimated manufacturing lead time for this material is 10-12 weeks. Manufacturing and delivery lead times are
subject to adjustment at the time Contech is given approval to fabricate based upon production capacity and delivery curfews or other travel restrictions.

9.This material will be manufactured for this particular project and is not subject to cancellation. See Section 19 of the Contech COS.

10.This quotation expires 30 days from the date shown. Prices are firm for shipment within 120 days of the date of quotation and are subject to a
maximum escalation of 8% for each 30 days thereafter.

11.This quote is based on live off loading ONLY and is the responsibility of others. The loads will be delivered as close to the project location as trucks can
reasonably access and be driven under their own power without specialized equipment. Oversized loads warrant additional consideration and providing
suitable access shall be the responsibility of the contractor/customer. The driver(s) will leave hard surface public roads only at their discretion but is not
obligated to do so. If driver agrees to access a site under any other conditions, customer may be subject to additional costs. Due to curfews and other
travel time restrictions on over dimensional loads, the customer shall be responsible for additional costs associated with weekend, holiday or Monday
delivery requests. Cancellation of scheduled delivery loads requiring permits within 48hrs may result in additional permits and will be the responsibility of
the purchaser. Specialized haulers and or equipment are utilized in the shipping of bridge components (ie “trailer rental”), costs incurred by CONTECH due
to cancellation and or postponement of the delivery of bridge components will be the responsibility of the purchaser. Staging/Jockeying of trailers can be
provided upon request for an additional fee.

12.This quote is per site plans dated 8/16/19.

Scope Of Work

Continental Pedestrian

Truss bridge pricing includes the steel truss bridge manufactured in sections sized at the discretion of Contech to facilitate optimum shipments. Sections
may require final assembly at the jobsite by others using fasteners supplied by Contech.

The following work is not a part of this offer and is to be performed by others at no cost to Contech:

All construction surveying, including field measurement and verification of abutments and anchor bolt placement.
Design of the bridge foundations unless otherwise stated herein.

Excavation and construction of the bridge foundations.

Anchor bolt design, supply, installation or templates.

Erection and installation of the bridge structure(s).

. Touch up painting of any and all surfaces damaged during handling, loading, transport, unloading, rigging, fit up or installation. Touch up paint
uidelines are available from Contech.

Supply and installation of any expansion joint materials required by the contract.

Supply and installation of concrete and reinforcing for bridge deck slab or abutments.

Any and all costs associated with special inspection or testing by an independent agency.

Bridge approach railing or wing wall rails unless specifically included elsewhere on this proposal.

All other associated or appurtenant items not specifically referenced and included elsewhere in this proposal.

RRroo~NQourwdE
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PAYMENT TERMS ARE 1/2%-10, NET 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE UNLESS MATERIAL IS OTHERWISE NOTED AS NON-STANDARD ABOVE. IF NON-STANDARD, PAYMENT TERMS ARE 1
AT ORDER ACCEPTANCE AND PRIOR TO START OF PRODUCTION, 2/3 NET 30 DAYS FROM DATE OF INVOICE. THIS OFFER IS SUBJECT TO CREDIT APPROVAL. PRICES QUOTED APPLY
ONLY TO THE REFERENCED PROJECT AND ARE IN EFFECT FOR 30 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF QUOTATION. SELLER RESERVES THE RIGHT TO ADJUST PRICES AFTER 30 DAYS FROM THE
DATE OF QUOTATION BUT THE CONTECH COS REMAIN APPLICABLE. PRICES ARE BASED ON ESTIMATED QUANTITIES SHOWN. IF A DIFFERENT QUANTITY IS PURCHASED, CONTECH
RESERVES THE RIGHT TO ADJUST THE PRICES. THIS QUOTATION CONTAINS THE ENTIRE AGREEMENT WITH RESPECT TO PURCHASE AND SALE OF PRODUCTS DESCRIBED AND
SUPERSEDES ALL PREVIOUS COMMUNICATIONS, BUYER'S SIGNATURE BELOW, DIRECTION TO MANUFACTURE, OR ACCEPTANCE OF DELIVERY OF GOODS DESCRIBED ABOVE, SHALL
BE DEEMED AN ACCEPTANCE OF THE CONTECH COS. SELLER EXPRESSLY REJECTS ANY OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS. PRICES ARE F.O.B. ORIGIN WITH FREIGHT ALLOWED TO THE
JOBSITE WITH UNLOADING BY OTHERS AT A TRUCK ACCESSIBLE LOCATION.THIS QUOTATION IS ISSUED BY CONTECH ENGINEERED SOLUTIONS LLC FOR ITSELF AND/OR ON BEHALF O
ONE OR MORE OF ITS SUBSIDIARIES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO KEYSTONE RETAINING WALL SYSTEMS LLC.

Acceptance Contech Engineered Solutions LLC.
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WE HEREBY ORDER THE DESCRIBED MATERIAL SUBJECT TO ALL By Chad Kitchen
TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THIS QUOTATION AND IN THE Contech

COS INCLUDED HEREWITH AND VIEWABLE AT www.conteches.com/cos

Company (O) 801-851-0420
By (F)

Title (Cell)

Date Title
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Contech - CONDITIONS OF SALE

1. ACCEPTANCE. This quotation is an offer to sell to potential
customer(s). BUYER'S RIGHT TO ACCEPT THIS OFFER IS
LIMITED TO BUYER'S ASSENT TO THE TERMS AND
CONDITIONS PRINTED HEREON AND THE ATTACHED OR
ACCOMPANYING QUOTE, AND NO TERMS ADDITIONAL TO OR
DIFFERENT FROM THOSE IN THIS OFFER ARE BINDING ON
SELLER. THERE ARE NO UNDERSTANDINGS, TERMS,
CONDITIONS OR WARRANTIES NOT FULLY EXPRESSED
HEREIN.

2. LIMITED WARRANTIES. Seller warrants that it can convey
good title to the products sold under this contract and that they are
free of liens and encumbrances. Seller also warrants that the
products sold under this contract are substantially free from defects
in material and workmanship for a period of one year after the date
of delivery. There are no express or implied warranties with respect
to products sold hereunder which are misused, abused or used in
conjunction with mechanical equipment improperly designed, used
or maintained, or which are used, supplied for use or made
available for use in any nuclear application of which Seller has not
been notified in writing by Buyer at the time of order for the products
sold hereunder. SELLER MAKES NO OTHER WARRANTY
WHATSOEVER, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED. ALL IMPLIED
WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY AND ALL IMPLIED
WARRANTIES OF FITNESS FOR ANY PARTICULAR PURPOSE
ARE DISCLAIMED BY SELLER AND EXCLUDED FROM THIS
CONTRACT.

3. LIMITATION OF BUYERS REMEDIES AND SELLER'S
LIABILITY. Seller’s liability hereunder shall be limited to the
obligation to repair or replace only those products proven to have
been defective in material or workmanship at the time of delivery, or
allow credit, at its option. Seller’s total cumulative liability in any
way arising from or pertaining to any product or service sold or
required to be sold under this contract shall NOT in any case
exceed the purchase price paid by Buyer for such products or
services. IN NO EVENT SHALL SELLER HAVE ANY LIABILITY
FOR COMMERCIAL LOSS, LOST PROFITS, CLAIMS FOR
LABOR, OR CONSEQUENTIAL, SPECIAL, PUNITIVE OR
INCIDENTAL DAMAGES OF ANY TYPE, WHETHER BUYERS
CLAIM BE BASED IN CONTRACT, TORT, WARRANTY, STRICT
LIABILITY, NEGLIGENCE, OR OTHERWISE. IT IS EXPRESSLY
AGREED THAT BUYER'S REMEDIES EXPRESSED IN THIS
PARAGRAPH ARE BUYER'S SOLE AND EXCLUSIVE REMEDIES.

4. LIMITATION OF BUYERS REMEDIES AND SELLER'S
LIABILITY FOR FAILURE OR DELAY IN DELIVERY. NO
DELIVERY DATES ARE GUARANTEED. BUYERS SOLE AND
EXCLUSIVE REMEDIES AND SELLER'S ONLY LIABILITY FOR
ANY DELAY IN DELIVERY SHALL BE LIMITED AS SET FORTH IN
PARAGRAPH 3 OF THIS CONTRACT.

5. FORCE MAJEURE. In any event and in addition to all other
limitations stated herein, Seller shall not be liable for any act,
omission, result or consequence, including but not limited to any
delay in delivery or performance, which is (i) due to any act of God,
the performance of any government order, any order bearing priority
rating or order placed under any allocation program (mandatory or
voluntary) established pursuant to law, local labor shortage, fire,
flood or other casualty, governmental regulation or requirement,
shortage or failure or raw material, supply, fuel, power or
transportation, breakdown of equipment, or any cause beyond
Seller’s reasonable control whether of similar or dissimilar nature to
those above enumerated, or (ii) due to any strike, labor dispute, or
difference with workers, regardless of whether or not Seller is
capable of settling any such labor problem.

6. BUYER'S OBLIGATION TO PASS ON LIMITATION OR
WARRANTIES AND REMEDIES. In order to protect Seller against
claims by Buyer’s buyer, if Buyer resells any of the products
purchased under this agreement, Buyer shall include the language
contained in paragraphs 2 and 3 of this agreement, dealing with
Seller’s limitations of warranties and remedies, in an enforceable
agreement with Buyer’s buyer, or otherwise include language in an
enforceable agreement with its buyer that makes Seller’s limitation
of warranties and remedies binding on its buyer. Buyer shall also
include a provision in its agreement with its buyer applying Ohio law
to any claims its buyer might assert against Seller with respect to
products manufactured by Seller, and requiring its buyer to bring
any such action against Seller either in federal district court in
Cincinnati, Ohio or the common pleas court for Butler County, Ohio.
Buyer shall defend, indemnify and hold Seller harmless from any
and all claims, causes of action, damages, losses or expenses
(including reasonable attorneys’ fees) that Seller incurs by reason of
Buyer's failure to comply with this paragraph.

7. PASSAGE OF TITLE. Title to the products sold hereunder shall
pass upon delivery to the carrier at the point of shipment. Neither

Buyer nor the consignee shall have the right to divert or reconsign
such shipment to any destination other than specified in the bill of
lading without permission of the Seller. Unless otherwise agreed

Seller reserves the right to select the mode of transportation.

8. PAYMENTS AND LATE CHARGES ON PAST DUE
ACCOUNTS. Buyer represents that Buyer is solvent and can and
will pay for the products sold to Buyer in accordance with the terms
hereof. If Buyer shall fail to comply with any provision or to make
payments in accordance with the terms of this contract or any other
contract between Buyer and Seller, Seller may at its option defer
shipments or, without waiving any other rights it may have,
terminate this contract. All deliveries shall be subject to the
approval of Seller's Credit Department. Seller reserves the right,
before making any delivery, to require payment in cash or security
for payment, and if Buyer fails to comply with such requirement,
Seller may terminate this contract. A late charge of 1-%:% monthly
(18% annual rate) or the maximum allowed by state law, if less, will
be imposed on all past due accounts, and Buyer is responsible for
all costs of collection including without limitation reasonable
attorneys’ fees and court costs.

9. TRANSPORTATION CHARGES. Delivered prices or prices
involving competitive transportation adjustments shall be subject to
appropriate adjustment to reflect changes in transportation charges.

10. CLAIMS BY BUYER. Buyer shall thoroughly inspect products
sold under this contract immediately upon receipt to verify
conformance with the specifications of the contract. Buyer must
notify Seller of claims for failure or delay in delivery within 30 days
after the scheduled delivery date. Buyer must notify Seller of any
claims for nonconforming or defective products within 30 days after
the nonconformity or defect was or should have been discovered. In
addition, Seller must be given an opportunity to investigate the claim
before Buyer disposes of the material, or else Buyer’s claim will be
barred. Seller shall incur no liability for damage, shortages, or other
cause alleged to have occurred or existed at or prior to delivery to
the carrier unless the Buyer shall have entered full details thereof on
its receipt to the carrier.

11. MECHANICAL PROPERTIES; CHEMICAL ANALYSES. Data
referring to mechanical properties or chemical analysis are the
result of tests performed on specimens obtained from specific
locations of the product(s) in accordance with

prescribed sampling procedures; any warranty thereof is limited to
the values obtained at such locations and by such procedures.
There is no warranty with respect to values of the materials at other
locations.

12. PATENTS. Seller shall indemnify Buyer against attorneys fees
and any damages or costs awarded against Buyer in the event any
legal proceeding is brought against Buyer by a third person claiming
the material delivered hereunder in itself constitutes an infringement
of any U.S. patent, provided Buyer gives Seller prompt notice of any
such suit being brought, gives Seller the opportunity to defend any
such suit, and cooperates with Seller with respect to any such
defense; unless the material is made in accordance with material
designs, or specifications required by Buyer, in which case Buyer
shall similarly indemnify Seller.

13. PERMISSIBLE VARIATIONS. The products sold hereunder
shall be subject to Seller’s standard manufacturing variations,
tolerances and classifications.

14. TECHNICAL ADVICE. Buyer represents that it has made its
own independent determination that the products it is purchasing
under this contract meet the design requirements of Buyer’s project
and are suitable for Buyer’s intended application. Buyer further
represents that it has not relied in any respect on any written or oral
statements or advice from Seller, other than the standard product
specifications set forth in the most recent addition of Seller's
published product brochures, in making that determination.

15. TAXES. No taxes imposed with respect of the sale of the
products or services sold hereunder are included in any quotation
by Seller. All applicable taxes shall be added and paid by Buyer in
addition to the purchase price.

16. BUYER’S RIGHT OF TERMINATION. Buyer may terminate this
contract in whole or in part upon notice in writing to Seller. Seller
shall thereupon cease work and transfer to Buyer title to all
completed and partially completed products and to any raw
materials or supplies acquired by Seller especially for the purpose
of performing this contract, and Buyer shall pay Seller the sum of
the following:

(1) the contract price for all products which have been completed
prior to termination;

(2) the cost to Seller of the material or work in process as shown on
the books of Seller in accordance with the accounting practice

consistently maintained by Seller plus a reasonable profit
thereon, but in no event more than the contract price;

(3) the cost f.0.b. Seller’s plant of materials and supplies acquired
especially for the purpose of performing this contract; and

(4) reasonable cancellation charges, if any, paid by Seller on
account of any commitment(s) made hereunder.

17. SELLER’S RIGHT OF TERMINATION. In addition to the other
rights of termination provided for in this contract, and if this
contract is made pursuant to any governmental rule or regulation,
plan, order or other directive, upon the directive, effected or
impaired.termination thereof, Seller shall have the option of
canceling this contract in whole or in part.

18. WAIVER. Failure or inability of either party to enforce any right
hereunder shall not waive any right in respect to any other or
future rights or occurrences.

19. DELIVERY. Unless otherwise agreed to in writing by the
Seller, the Buyer hereby agrees to take delivery of the materials
on this order within the later of thirty (30) days after the wanted
date shown on the face of the order or within thirty (30) days after
notification, oral or written, that the materials are ready for
shipment. In the event that the Buyer does not arrange to take
delivery of the materials in accordance with this Contract, Seller,
at Seller’s option, may:

(a) invoice the Buyer for the materials less freight if applicable;
store the material in Seller’s yard for a period not to exceed sixty
(60) days from the date of invoice; charge a storage fee not to
exceed 5% per month or fraction thereof of the selling price of the
stored materials; add any applicable price increases listed on the
face of the order; charge for any repair work to protective coatings
harmed by weathering while such material is being stored; and
charge applicable freight when shipment to the Buyer is made.
Materials remaining in storage after sixty (60) days from the
invoice date shall become the property of the Seller for disposition
at the Seller’s discretion. In that event, Buyer shall not be liable
for the invoice price of the materials, but shall be liable for the
storage fee and any repair work to protective coatings; or

(b) cancel the order and invoice the Buyer for cancellation
charges, which shall be 25% of the selling price of the materials if
the materials are standard, in-stock material, or the full selling
price if the materials are special or nonstandard in nature and
were especially fabricated for the Buyer.

20. PERIOD OF LIMITATIONS. Buyer and Seller agree that any
action by Buyer against Seller relating to this contract or the
products sold hereunder, including, without limitation, any action
for breach of contract or warranty, or otherwise in connection with
the products sold under this contract, must be commenced by
Buyer against Seller within one year after the cause of action
therefore accrues or one year of delivery of the products sold
hereunder, if less.

21. CONFLICTING PROVISIONS OFFERED BY BUYER. Any
terms and conditions of any purchase order or other instrument
issued by the Buyer, in connection with the subject matter of this
document, which are in addition to or inconsistent with the terms
and conditions expressed herein, will not be binding on Seller in
any matter whatsoever unless accepted by Seller in writing.

22. SEVERABILITY. In case any provision of this contract shall be
declared invalid, illegal or unenforceable, the validity, legality and
enforceability of the remaining provisions shall not in any way be
affected or impaired.

23. APPLICABLE LAW. This contract shall be governed by, and
construed and enforced in accordance with, the laws of Ohio.
Buyer and Seller specifically agree that any legal action brought
relating to this contract shall be brought and tried exclusively in
the federal district court in Cincinnati, Ohio, or, in the absence of
jurisdiction, the Butler County Court of Common Pleas in
Hamilton, Ohio.

REV.03/15
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Date: October 15, 2019 Project: Santa Clara Youth League Fields
To: Brad Hays Santa Clara, Utah
Park Director Ref: 199902

State of Utah

Master Project: 195885, Contract Number: MA3075, Expiration: 12/26/2023
General Purpose of Contract: Ball Field Sports Lighting

Quotation Price — Materials Only Delivered to Job Site

SOFtDAII Fields 1 & 2 ............cccoouueeeeeeeeiiieeeeiieeeee et S 154,652.00

Sales tax, bonding, labor, and unloading of the equipment are not included.
Pricing furnished is effective for 60 days unless otherwise noted and is considered confidential.

Light-Structure System with Total Light Control — TLC for LED™ technology

Guaranteed Lighting Performance
e  Guaranteed light levels of 30 footcandles infield, 20 footcandles outfield and uniformity of 2.5:1 infield, and
3.0:1 outfield
e  BallTracker™ technology — targeted light, optimizing visibility of the ball in play with no glare in the players
typical line-of-sight

System Description
® 8 Pre-cast concrete bases with integrated lightning grounding
8 Galvanized steel poles
Factory wired and tested remote electrical component enclosures
Pole length, factory assembled wire harnesses
8 Factory wired poletop luminaire assemblies
28 Factory aimed and assembled luminaires, including BallTracker™ luminaires
UL Listed assemblies

Control Systems and Services

e Control-Link® Control and Monitoring system to provide remote on/off control and performance monitoring
with 24/7 customer support

Operation and Warranty Services
e Reduction of energy and maintenance costs by 40% to 85% over typical 1500W metal halide equipment
®  Product assurance and warranty program that covers materials and onsite labor, eliminating 100% of your
maintenance costs for 25 years

e  Support from Musco’s Lighting Services Team — over 170 Team members dedicated to operating and
maintaining your lighting system — plus a network of 1800+ contractors

Payment Terms

Musco’s Credit Department will provide payment terms.

Email or fax a copy of the Purchase Order to Musco Sports Lighting, LLC:
Musco Sports Lighting, LLC

Attn: Amanda Hudnut

Fax: 800-374-6402
Email: musco.contracts@musco.com

QOO0
1TSS . I
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All purchase orders should note the following:
State of Utah Contract purchase — Contract Number: MA3075

Delivery Timing

6 - 8 weeks for delivery of materials to the job site from the time of order, submittal approval, and confirmation of order
details including voltage, phase, and pole locations.

Due to the built-in custom light control per luminaire, pole locations need to be confirmed prior to production. Changes to
pole locations after the product is sent to production could result in additional charges.

Notes

Quote is based on:

e Shipment of entire project together to one location.

e 240 Volt, single Phase electrical system requirement.

e  Structural code and wind speed = 2015 IBC, 115 mi/h, Exposure C

e Standard soil conditions — rock, bottomless, wet or unsuitable soil may require additional engineering, special
installation methods and additional cost.

e  Confirmation of pole locations prior to production.

Thank you for considering Musco for your lighting needs. Please contact me with any questions or if you need additional
details.

Brock Patterson

Musco Sales Representative

Musco Sports Lighting, LLC

Phone: 641/670-8921

E-mail: brock.patterson@musco.com

QOO0
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. Major Subdivision: $650
E or Minor Subdivision: $550
. 2%  #oflotsx $35 perlot
o Lots: ;-_9_- :30—0 200;9 1 _-$_1, 1-75 [
| &= E 10-19 $400 350-499 31,650
Q NI C sE 5099 | s25 | 700999 | 87650
- - 2,650
A§’UI‘:ADE X I]'; h? g 100-199 . 3825 | 1000+ 32,650
Filing Fee: §650
Residential Subdivision Lot Fee: $910
Preliminary Plat Application Water Modeling Fee: $479
Tot_al Fegs_:_ $ 3035
Proposed Subdivision Name: The Hills at Santa Clara, Phase 3
Applicant(s) / Property Owner(s) Information
LEGAL OWNER(S) OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: Santa Clara Hills Holdings LLC
MAILING ADDREss: 2626 South 2350 East ;. St. George (1,1 UT ,p. 84790
emar: Srics@thewrightguys.com g 303-981-5084
APPLICANT:
(If different than owner)
MAILING ADDRESS: CITY: STATE: ZIP:
EMAIL: PHONE: FAX:

CONTACT PERSON/REPRESENTATIVE: RoSenberg Associates - Allen Hall

(If different than owner)

MAILING ADDRESs: 392 East Riverside Dr. Suite A2 ... St. George ¢, UT . 84790

emars: allenh@racivil.com prong: 439-673-8586 .
Property Description
STREET ADDRESS OF PrRopERTY: Bloomers Loop West & Clary Hills Drive
Section(sy_1 | Township(s): 32 South Range: 10 VVest
ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER(S): SG-6-2-17-241-A
Current Zoning Designation: "~ 1~10/Mixed Lot Size
Parcel Size (acres): 23.04 Number of Lots: 26 Number of Phases: 1
Major Cross Street(s): <1ary Hills Drive
Legal Description:
(Attach separate sheet if necessary)
Residential Preliminary Plat Subdivision Application Page 1 of 8 Revised 6/6/2018






Approvals Required By:

o Technical Review Committee (staff) — meets every Thursday at 8:00am.
o Planning Commission - meets every second Thursday of each month at 5:30 pm.
o City Council — meets the second and fourth Wednesdays of each month at 5:00pm.

Attached checklists serve as a guide for adhering to Santa Clara City’s subdivision process/requirements. City
Staff will use the checklist for completeness, reviews and insuring code compliance for subdivisions. For
comprehensive information on the subdivision requirements/process, refer to appropriate City Codes and Statutes.

Office Use Only:

tted: Q / / / / Q O/ % Date Plan Accepted:

Receipt number:

Date Plan Su

Received by:

035

Amt Paid:

Property Owner’s Authorization

The undersigned below, or as attached, is the owner(s) of the property which is the subject of this application.
The undersigned does duly authorize the applicant, named within this application, to act as applicant in the pursuit
of a subdividing the property.

I swear that I am (the) (a) owner(s) of the property which is the subject matter of the application, as it is
shown in the records of Washington County, Utah.

DATE: 2/// ?’{A ‘}' S

PROPEWN;&

gm—

PROPERTY OWNER
STATE OF UTAH )
:SS
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON)
On this "I’h’\' day of ‘F{'byuw , 20 / éf personally appeared before me
E vice g'}rhpcM and / , the signer’s of the above instrument,

who duly acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same.

= AFTON VENUTI MOORE e \/M'U\] MW
FEnN) NOTARY PUBLIC -STATE OF UTAH Notaty Public
Compmion$ 2 08 /11 /2020

Commission Expires

Residential Preliminary Plat Subdivision Application Page?2 of 8 Revised 6/6/2018





Subdivision/Development Approval Checklist
SANTA CL Santa Clara City

FOUNDED 1834

PRELIMINARY PLAT CHECKLIST

Project Name:

Yes No NA 1. SKETCH PLAN/CONCEPT PLAN REQUIREMENTS (16.12.030)

Yo N NAp  Sketch/Concept Plan review by staff and/or by Planning Commission although not required is highly
encouraged.

II. STATE WATER QUALITY REQUIREMENTS — (Resolution 2015-12R)

Ym Np NAQ 1. Waterline and hydrant locations in electronic format.

Ym Np NApQ 2. Applicable elevation data at valve clusters and hydrants.

Yg Np NApg 3. Coordinate system used and in draining. The water model is set up in Utah State planes, NAD83
datum, South Zone, US Foot (UT83-ASF).

Ym Npg NAQ 4. Submit Project Notification Form (PNF) with application. Available at:
http://www.sccity.org/media/uploads/2015/08/19/files/PNF-WaterQuality.pdf

III. PRELIMINARY PLAT REQUIREMENTS (16.12.040)

A. Submittal of:
Yo Np N/ Ag 1) Preliminary Plat Copies (eleven (11) 11” x 17” and four “Plat Size” (24" x 36™) Copies). Must be a
clear and legible graphic representation of the subdivision, existing conditions, and proposed
improvements as outlined in the completeness review below

B. Preliminary Plat Requirements (Chapter 16.16)

1. Title Block (16.16.020)

Yg Np NAqQ a. Proposed name of subdivision
Yg Np NAqQg b. Location of subdivision, including the address, section, township, and range
Yz NP NApPQ ¢. Owner’s name and address

2. General Requirements (16.16.030)
Ym Npg NAQ a. North Arrow and Scale (1”= 100’ is preferred; 1= 200" for large subdivisions)
Yg Npg NAqQ b. Boundary and phasing plan of the subdivision

c. All property under control of the owner showing part(s) being developed and overall street
system (Note: The street system shall conform to the existing street master plan)

Yg Npg NAQ d. Existing and proposed contour lines at vertical intervals of not greater than two feet unless
approved at a greater interval by the Planning Commission.

Y@ NOg NAQ

3. Existing Conditions (16.16.040)

Yg Npg NAqQ a. Location, width of all streets and homes within two hundred (200) feet of the subdivision.

Yg Npg NAqQ b. Boundaries of adjacent tracts of subdivided and un-subdivided land, showing ownership.

Yg Np NApQp c. Identification of the zone or zones in which the property is located.

Yp Np NAQ d. All public streets, utility rights-of-way, easements, parks, and other public open spaces within or

adjacent to the proposed subdivision. All section and boundary lines within and adjacent to the
proposed subdivision.

Y Nl:l N/AEI e. Sewer mains, sewer manholes, water mains, fire hydrants, power lines, power poles, culverts, or
other facilities within one hundred (100) feet of the proposed subdivision.

Yg Npo NAQg f. Ditches, drainage channels, water ways and major washes.

Yo Np NAp g. Location of the flood plain, floodways, and elevations designed by F.E.M.A. No subdivision in
the city shall be allowed in a flood plain.

Ym Np NAp h. Exceptional topography-submit necessary map, visuals, etc. that would best reveal the
exceptional topography.

Yo Ng NApg i. Information required for the historic preservation ordinance if the proposed subdivision is within
the historic preservation overlay zone.

Yg NO NAQ J. Vicinity map.

Ym N[O NAQ k. A soils report unless waived by the City Engineer via written & signed correspondence.

Y NO NAQ L. Inclusion of paragraph pertaining to Geotechnical Report Conclusions.

Residential Preliminary Plat Subdivision Application Page 3 of 8 Revised 6/6/2018





Ym Npg NAQ

YA NO NAQ
Ym NOg NAqQ

Y Ng NAQ
Ym Np NAQ
Y Np NAQg
Y Ng NAQg
Ym Npg NAQ
Yg Npg NAQ
Yg Ng NAg

Y@ ND N/AD
Y ND N/A 0

Ym Npg NApQ

Ym Npg NAQ
YO Ng NAg

Yo NP NAR

4. Proposed Plan (16.16.050)

a. Streets and Utility Easements: the layout of streets and utility easements showing identification
and dimensions.

b. Lots: layout, number, and typical dimensions of lots.

c. Setback Lines: building setback lines in any questionable lot area.

d. Parcels Set Aside: Parcels of land intended to be dedicated for public use or set aside for the use
of property owners in the subdivision as common or limited areas.

e. Stormwater Drainage: A proposed plan to dispose of stormwater drainage for the subdivision.
f. Wastewater Collection: Determine how the proposed subdivision can be served by the existing
wastewater collection system without the extension of any trunk or outfall line.

g. Wastewater Treatment: Determine how wastewater estimated to be generated by the proposed
subdivision can be accommodated and treated without any treatment plan expansion.

h. Water Supply and Storage: Determine how the water needs of the subdivision can be
accommodated.

1. Fire Flow: show how the proposed development will be served by a central water system with
appropriately located fire hydrants and adequate flows to meet insurance requirements.

J. Fire Response Time: Is the proposed subdivision within two (2) miles of a five (5) minute
response time of a fire station?

k. Solid Waste: Determine that the proposed subdivision be served by the existing system.

1. Electrical Supply: Determine whether or not the electrical needs to the subdivision can be
accommodated, and under what conditions.

m. Parks: Determine that the proposed development is within one mile of a city park or recreation
facility, and within one-half (1/2) mile of a neighborhood park, and can accommodate the projected
population of the subdivision.

n. Phasing Plan: a phasing plan for the subdivision if phases are proposed.

o. Arrangements with Outside Agencies: where public services are proposed by agencies outside
those operated by the city, the owner shall provide agreements with those agencies approving
proposed plans.

p. Other items that may be requested by the TRC, Planning Commission, or City Council.

Yo Npg NAR
Yg Npg NAQ
Yg Npg NAQ
Yg Npg NAqQ
Ym Npg NAqQ
Yg Npg NAQp
Ym Npg NAQ

5. Conformance with City Standards

a. Historic Preservation Ordinance Requirements (Chapter 17.76)

b. Building Codes

¢. Zoning Ordinance (Title 17)

d. City Standards

e. Hillside Development Permit as found in Chapter 17.80 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance
f. Flood Damage Prevention Permit as found in Chapter 15.36 of the City’s Municipal Code
g. Storm Water Management/BMP Facilities Maintenance Agreement

C. Review for Adequate Public Facilities (16.12.040 (H)):

NOTE: The City Council and/or staff may require the applicant to submit such additional information, data, studies, plans, analyses,
or maps as may be necessary to make a factual determinations set forth herein. If so required, the applicant shall bear the full cost of
meeting this requirement (16.12.040 (H)). Note: Required signatures below will be garnered by Zoning Administrator.

» Review for Adequate Public Facilities Part 1 of 4.

Floodplain or Hillsides: Proposed development is not located within a floodplain or hillside.

Owners of the development have submitted adequate documentation demonstrating that the development complies with the
requirements of Public Facilities Part 1.

Comments:

Date:

Signature:

City Engineer

Residential Preliminary Plat Subdivision Application Page 4 of 8 Revised 6/6/2018





» Review for Adequate Public Facilities Part 2 of 4.

Roads: Be served by streets within one mile of the proposed development without causing a reduction in the level of service below
“C” during peak hour.

Wastewater Collection: Can be served by the existing wastewater collection system, without the off-site extension of any trunk or
outfall lines.

Wastewater Treatment: The wastewater estimated to be generated by the proposed development can be accommodated and treated in
accordance with city standards without any treatment plant extension.

Water Supply and Storage: The water needs of the proposed development can be accommodated in accordance with legally
authorized and physically available water rights and the capacity, storage, design, of construction requirements of the Utah Health
Department without additional supply or storage requirements.

Solid Waste: The proposed development can be served by the existing collection and disposal capacity expenditures or improvements.
Electrical Supply: The electrical needs of the development can be accommodated by the city power department.

Storm Drainage: The proposed development can be served by the existing storm drainage system without the off-site extension of an
interceptor or major collection lines.

Comments:

Date: Signature:

Public Services Director

» Review for Adequate Public Facilities Part 3 of 4.

Fire Flow: The proposed development shall be served by a central water system with appropriately located fire hydrants and adequate
flows to meet insurance services office fire system grading standards (minimum of twelve-hundred and fifty (1,250) gallons per
minute for a period of two hours) without additional capital improvements.

Fire Response Time: The proposed development is within two miles or a five minute response time of an existing fire station.

Owners of the development have submitted adequate documentation demonstrating that the development complies with the
requirements of Public Facilities Part 3.

Comments:

Date: Signature:

Fire Chief
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» Review for Adequate Public Facilities Part 4 of 4:

Parks: The proposed development is within one mile of a city park or recreation facility, and within one-half mile of a community or
neighborhood park, all of which meet city acreage and facility standards and can accommodate the population projected to be
generated by the proposed development. The Owners of the development have submitted landscape plans that meet the Landscape
Ordinance and City’s Landscape Specifications for any property that will maintained by the City of Santa Clara.

Comments:

Date: Signature:
Parks Director

Miscellaneous Notes:

Residential Preliminary Plat Subdivision Application Page 6 of 8 Revised 6/6/2018





FEES

2% # of lots x 335 per lot
- Lots: 1-9| $300 | 200349 | $1,175 |

% & 10-19 | $400 | 350-499 | $1,650

S (gL g = 2049 | 83475 | 500-499 | $2,100

50-99 | $625 | 700-999 | $2,650

ANTA CLARA g 100-199 | 3825 1000+ | 52,650

FOUNDED 1854 | {
Filing Fee: § 650
Residential Subdivision Lot Fee: $910
Preliminary Plat Application Water Modeling Fee: $475
Total Fees: $2039

Major Subdivision: $650
or Minor Subdivision: $550

Proposed Subdivision Name: The Hills at Santa Clara, Phase 3

formation

:ry: Santa Clara Hills Holdings LLC

50 East gy St George

STATE: ut ZIP: 84790

m pHONE: 503-981-5084 FAX:
CITY: STATE: ZIP:
PHONE: FAX:

ysenberg Associates - Allen Hall

Dr. Suite A2 .., St. George ¢ e UT . 84790

prong: 435-673-8586 .

1ers Loop West & Clary Hills Drive

Section(s): 17 Township(s): 42 South Range: 16 West
ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER(S): SG-6-2-17-241-A
Current Zoning Designation: R~ 1~10/Mixed Lot Size
Parcel Size (acres): 23.04 Number of Lots: 26 Number of Phases: 1
Major Cross Street(s): Clary Hills Drive
Legal Description:
(Attach separate sheet if necessary)
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SANTA CLARA CITY HILLSIDE REVIEW BOARD
MEETING MINUTES
2603 Santa Clara Drive
Wednesday, September 8, 2019

Present: Wayne Rogers, Chair
Arnold Decastro
Mark Owens
David Black
Staff: Corey Bundy, Community Development Director

Todd Olsen, City Engineer
Selena Nez, Secretary

Absent: Greg Ence
Todd Edwards

Others Present: Eric Sampson
Allen Hall, Rosenberg Associates
Chris Volksen

1. Call to Order.

Chair Wayne Rogers called the meeting to order at 12:12 p.m.

2. Working Agenda:

A. General Business.

1. Reguest Recommendation to Planning Commission for Hillside Review
for The Hills at Santa Clara Phase 3, located South of Clary Hills Drive.
Allen Hall, Rosenberg Associates, Representing.

City Engineer, Todd Olsen reported that a Drainage Report was submitted in February. At that time
there was discussion about rearranging the layout and constructing homes on only one side of the cul-
de-sac. He indicated that an updated report should be submitted. An updated Geotech Report was
also needed.

Chris Volksen was present on behalf of the applicant and not in his capacity as a Member of the
Hillside Review Board.

Mr. Olsen referenced the cross sections and areas that were drilled previously were identified.
Mr. Volksen recalled that they discussed one specific drill site about six months ago where they would
like to do the deep cut. The importance of consistency with respect to grading was stressed.

It was noted that if there is a layer of clay or stone it will be removed when grading occurs. Once the
grading is complete, a preliminary report will be prepared. It was noted that there will be test holes
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on every lot. Previously, a section was missed and the contractor did not inform them that he was
finishing up, which resulted in issues on the lot.

Community Development Director, Corey Bundy stated that they would not want to get all of the
grading done for the subdivision and leave it up to the General Contractor. Board Member Decastro
suggested it be done upfront. Mr. Volkson explained that situations vary significantly. There was
some discrepancy with Phase 1 where green material was visible and determined to be native. From
their end, the applicants were satisfied with what was there. Within a six-foot section of that material,
there may be a zone that is expansive but the top and bottom may not be. Some may make the decision
to remove it because it is all native. That issue was to be looked in greater detail. After grading, five
to seven feet of fill may be added. Basements will be addressed separately. Board Member Black
asked about lots that have been over-excavated. A statement was to be prepared dealing with
setbacks.

Mark Owens referenced page 7 of the report, which addresses the risk of collapse and states that is
greater than originally anticipated. It was acknowledged that this is not a typical subdivision and each
pad will be required to be addressed individually. Mr. Olsen identified Test Pit 41 on the plans and
indicated that it was not here but does not go all the way down. He estimated that they would be
excavating 15 to 18 feet there. There are homes on the south side of the road as well with test pits
that are not going all the way down.

Mr. Volksen expressed concern with the road section. Mr. Olsen’s understanding was that there will
be testing on each pad. Arnold Decastro stated that the ordinance specifies that a certain number of
holes have to be dug to a certain depth in the subdivision and asked why that wasn’t being done. He
suggested that the City enforce the ordinance.

Chair Rogers agreed that the City ordinance must be met. Mr. Volksen stated that previously there
were 45 units proposed. They dug holes beneath nearly every unit to as deep as they could. Board
Member Decastro suggested the City monitor the situation and verify the final report on every lot.
Chair Rogers suggested Mr. Bundy include an exception. Reference was made to risk factor number
nine. Chair Rogers clarified that the intent of the Board was to change the pads during the final
grading of roads.

Walls were next addressed. Mr. Hall identified the changes made to the plans. It was noted that
between Lots 3, 10, 11, 12, 15, 16, and 17 there are three nine-foot walls. The street grids were
adjusted and they were able to get to two seven-foot walls with 10 feet between the walls. Mr. Bundy
was concerned about the area on the Heights but understood the need for a stacked block wall down
by the river. He explained that the ordinance clearly states that aesthetics is an important factor of
the Hillside Review Board. With regard to the retaining wall, he asked what was envisioned. Eric
Sampson stated that it will be something nice. Various options were discussed. Mr. Bundy suggested
visual depictions be provided that can be passed on to the Planning Commission who will want
specifics.

Mr. Hall pointed out that walls were added behind Lots 303 through 306. The wall along the road
will remain undisturbed. The tallest is 18 feet. Wall heights were discussed. A suggestion was made
that there be two walls rather than one. Behind Lots 318 and 319, a large cut slope was shown. It
was later removed and replaced with a 2-to-1 slope to leave undisturbed ground there. Much of the
cut slope could be eliminated if a wall were able to be constructed there.
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Mr. Hall reported that the last change he made was to Lots 322 and 323 that have a walkout basement.
He added a wall along the rear. He was not sure how the retaining will be accomplished. This could
potentially create a problem for the homeowner. Mr. Bundy commented that a lot should not have to
be excavated in order to construct a home.

Mr. Sampson left the meeting at 1:00 p.m.

Slope and retaining wall issues were discussed. Mr. Bundy commented that a standard is needed.
There had been discussion of meeting as a group to look at the City requirements for South Hills.
Mr. Hall stated that they adjusted the slopes for Lots 318 and 319 and constructed walls for Lots 322
and 323 to reduce the fill on the native side. It was suggested that the matter be tabled until all of the
technical corrections have been made and the design of each lot has been changed to address drainage.
It was noted that each lot or parcel shall be designed in such a manner that stormwater or nuisance
water shall not adversely impact other properties in the area. Mr. Bundy used the Hills of Santa Clara
as an example and stated that where there is a walkout basement, there should be a drainage pipe.
Lots would also need to be retained consistently. Mr. Bundy explained that the lot should be ready
for a home to be built on it when it is sold.

Board Member Black moved to recommend approval subject to the following conditions:

1. During the grading operations, additional geotechnical work shall be done so that
there are explorations on each lot as required by the City.

2. Lots shall be properly graded so that they have a Letter of Compliance and are
building lots upon completion of the grading.

3. The retaining walls along the side of the property lines shall go in during
construction by the developer.

4. The Drainage Plan shall include the systems to collect and discharge any drainage
from walk-out basements.

5. Any masonry stacked block walls shall be textured and colored to keep the
surrounding area consistent throughout the development.

6. The Drainage Plans shall be updated to reflect the current grading.

7. Look at the retaining wall along behind Lots 318 and 319 to reduce the amount
of fill.

8. Side property line walls shall be four feet or taller.

Board Member Decastro seconded the motion. The motion passed with the unanimous consent
of the Board.

Mr. Bundy pointed out that the items recommended will have to be submitted to staff before going
on to the Planning Commission.
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Board Member Black was excused from the remainder of the meeting.
The importance of consistency was emphasized.

3. Discussion Items.

Board Member Owens was of the opinion that there need to be changes to how the Board functions.
He stated that a Board Member involved in a project being presented to the Board should have a
representative from their firm come in their place so as not to be connected to the project. Ways to
address potential conflicts were discussed. The possibility of appointing a Vice-Chair was
recommended in the event of a conflict.

4. Approval of Minutes.

A. Request Approval of July 8, 2019, Meeting Minutes.

The minutes of July 8, 2019, were approved with the unanimous consent of the Board.

5. Adjournment.

The Hillside Review Board Meeting adjourned at approximately 1:19 p.m.

Corey Bundy
Community Development Director

Approved:
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Present:

Staff:

Excused:

SANTA CLARA CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES
2603 Santa Clara Drive
Thursday, October 10, 2019

Leina Mathis, Chair
James Call

Jason Lindsey
Mark Weston

Corey Bundy, Community Development Director
Bob Nicholson, City Planner

Devin Snow, City Attorney

Selena Nez, Planning Commission Secretary

Michael Day
Marv Wilson
Mark Hendrickson
Curtis Whitehead

1. Call to Order.

Chair Leina Mathis called the meeting to order at 5:31 p.m.

2. Opening Ceremony.

James Call led the Pledge of Allegiance and offered the invocation.

3. Communications and Appearances.

A.

General Citizen Communication.

There were no citizen comments.

4. Working Agenda:

A

Public Hearings.

1. None.

General Business.

1. Request of Conditional Use Permit Annual Review for Village Rock

Gravel Operation:; located North of Pioneer Parkway within Lava Rock

Area. Melissa Scott with JP Excavation, Applicant.

Community Development Director, Corey Bundy presented the staff report and stated that a request
from JP Excavation Company was approved in 2013 to operate a gravel pit. The Village Rock Gravel
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Pit is located on the north side of Pioneer Parkway and immediately west of the Entrada development.
In 2014, an additional nearby area was added to the gravel pit operation. The subject property was
identified on a map displayed. In October of 2017, the Conditional Use Permit was reviewed and
renewed for continued operation subject to an annual review. JP Excavation is now requesting review
and renewal of the Conditional Use Permit to continue its operation on the site. The applicant wishes
to continue as in the past with no crushing to be done on the site and continued watering of the access
road to minimize dust. The gravel pit is located in an area where the majority was previously
disturbed. Approval was for the previously disturbed sites. The property was formerly part of the
Knolls Master Plan Development. When the first Conditional Use Permit was submitted, the
disturbed areas were designated as the take area and where armoring of the banks had occurred. The
rock had been used for this purpose. For that reason, they were allowed lava to be harvested from
certain areas.

Mr. Bundy identified the following issues:
1. Preservation of lava fields.

This goal is identified on page 77 of the General Plan. Lava fields in the northeast portion of
the City are part of Santa Clara’s signature landscape and the lava terrain is undulating,
rugged, and difficult to transverse on foot due to the jagged surface of the rock. The lava
veneer, however, is quite thin and easily disturbed with mechanical equipment, which leaves
highly visible scars on the barren landscape. Because of its uniqueness, it could become a
future attraction throughout the City if property designated, identified, and advertised. The
City should consider designating a portion of the lava fields as a permanent park with
protective signage, well-planned trails, and specific points of access. There should be efforts
to look toward preserving the area in as close to its natural state as possible.

2. Lava rock harvests should be limited to already disturbed areas until there is a visible plan in
place to protect this important natural resource.

3. If the Conditional Use is renewed for another year, the necessary findings in Section 10.40.055
and 10.40.060 should be part of any approval.

4. In addition to the above findings, specific conditions and recommendations for the excavation
signage shall provide for the following:

o Provide proper dust control at the site; and
o Maintain good condition of the washout pad area prior to entering the paved public
street.

Mr. Bundy reported that the applicants haul the crushed rock from the site. During inclement weather,
no tracking should occur on Pioneer Parkway. In the past, the applicants have adhered to the
conditions.

Melissa Scott from JP Excavation reported that in the past they have had a SWPPP (Stormwater

Pollution Prevention Plan) in place, however, they met with Mike George from the Division of Water
Quality who performs inspections annually. Mr. George did not want them to file a No Discharge
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Permit because it is in a hole. B&P measures are in place but there is not an actual plan. Ms. Scott
noted that they have specific areas in place that they restrict themselves to.

Commissioner Lindsey moved to approve the Conditional Use Permit with the same conditions
as in the previous Conditional Use Permit as follows:

1. Provide proper dust control on the site.

2. Maintain in good condition the wash-out pad area prior to entering the paved public
streets.

3. The findings of condition number three are met.

Commissioner Weston seconded the motion. The motion passed with the unanimous consent
of the Commission.

2. Recommendation from Hillside Review Board for Preliminary Plat for
The Hills at Santa Clara Phase 3, located South of Clary Hills Drive. Allen
Hall with Rosenberg Associates, Representing.

Mr. Bundy presented the staff report and stated that The Hills at Santa Clara Phase 3 is a 26-lot single-
family subdivision on 23 acres in an R-1-10/RA zone located south of the Santa Clara River and west
of The Hills Phase 1. The subdivision is on the hillside that begins just south of the Santa Clara River.
All of the proposed 23 lots in this phase are larger than 10,000 square feet with the average size being
approximately two-thirds of an acre. The proposed lots meet the zoning requirements of the R-1-
10/RA zone. The main issues with the proposed phase deal with developing the lots on the hillside.

The Hillside Review Board considered the phase again on September 19, 2019, and recommended
approval of the preliminary plat subject to the conditions set forth in the staff report. Mr. Bundy
explained that when the subdivision application was originally submitted, there was a requirement
that they provide for trails on the Master Trails Plan and install the park. Staff has asked the developer
to submit the agreed to park and trail dedication prior to final plat approval. In addition, near the river
the City owns a lot for a trail but no trail easement. The developers agreed to provide that. Prior to
final plat approval, those areas would need to be dedicated to the City as agreed to as part of Phase 2.

Mr. Bundy acknowledged that significant excavation needs to take place on the hillside to get a more
accurate soils report. Preliminary approval would take place after the grading has been completed.

Allen Hall from Rosenberg and Associates stated that they do not anticipate any soils issues but they
will know more once the borings and test pits are completed. Commissioner Lindsey asked if there
are expansive soils on the site. Mr. Hall stated that there is clay but they have not seen any on this
site or the site below.

Mr. Bundy identified where retaining walls will be located to accommodate the walk-out basements
and to make other lots buildable. The walls will have to be stepped in some locations with the heights
capped at nine feet. Mr. Allen noted that the developer has agreed to dye the concrete or stain the
walls.
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Commissioner Weston moved to accept the recommendation from the Hillside Review Board
for the preliminary plat at The Hills at Santa Clara Phase 3 as drawn with the retaining walls
as shown and subject to the following conditions:

1. During grading operations, explorations (boreholes, etc.) shall be done on each lot as per
City Code requirement.

2. Lots shall be properly graded so that upon completion of the grading the lots are ready
for building.

3. Side lot retaining walls shall be installed by the subdivision developer.

4, The Drainage Plan shall include the systems to collect and discharge any drainage from

walk-out basements.

5. Any masonry stacked block walls shall be textured and colored to keep this phase
consistent with the development.

6. The Drainage Plan shall be updated to reflect the current grading.

7. Retaining wall plans for the wall behind Lots 318 and 319 should be reviewed to reduce
the amount of fill.

8. Side property line walls shall be four feet or taller.

9. The developer will dedicate the park and trail system to the City for its use and
maintenance prior to final plat.

Commissioner Lindsey seconded the motion. The motion passed with the unanimous consent
of the Commission.

3. Recommendation to City Council Preliminary Plat for Giovengo
Commercial Subdivision with Three Lots located on the SW Corner of
Pioneer Parkway and Rachel Drive. Jayleen Giovengo, Applicant.

City Planner, Bob Nicholson presented the staff report and identified Jayleen Giovengo as the
applicant. The property is located on the southwest corner of Pioneer Parkway and Rachel Drive and
is zoned PD-Commercial. The parcel is 3.7 acres in size with each of the three lots being over one
acre in size. The project had been before the TRC twice in the last several weeks who made
recommendations. All three lots have frontage on Pioneer Parkway. Because Pioneer Parkway is an
arterial street, the access requires the building be setback 175 feet from the intersection of Rachel
Drive and Pioneer Parkway. It seemed that the best option would be to have a shared driveway
between Lots 2 and 3. The other access to Lot 3 could be off of Rachel Drive. The intent of tonight’s
meeting was to look only at the subdivision plan. When there is an actual development request, the
applicants will come back to the Planning Commission to present the site plan and building elevations.

The applicants have been working with a dollar store as a possible tenant. If that materializes, they
will be required to submit the renderings and the site plan. The applicant was informed that the City
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would like the corner to mimic the development scheme across the street where there are wider
sidewalks, buildings closer to the property line, and landscaping. Once the sidewalks are widened
the City will place planter boxes in the sidewalk. Mr. Nicholson reported that the City requested that
there be an easement along the rear of the property to serve as an access way.

James Call thanked staff for promoting walkability and was pleased with what has been and is planned
to be developed there. Access and site circulation issues were reviewed. It was confirmed that the
ingress/egress along the rear property lines will be used to provide access to the buildings.

Commissioner Call moved to recommend approval to the City Council of the Preliminary Plat
for the Giovengo Commercial Subdivision for three lots located on the southwest corner of
Pioneer Parkway and Rachel Drive. Commissioner Lindsey seconded the motion. The motion
passed with the unanimous consent of the Commission.

5. Discussion ltems

A. Discussion on Update Requirements for the City’s Moderate-Income Housing
Plan Per New State Law.

Mr. Nicholson reported that this spring, the Legislature imposed additional requirements on the
Moderate-Income Housing Plan. It has been a required element in the City’s General Plan for the last
10 years and this year they have made additions. The requirement for reporting was previously two
years but beginning in one year an annual report will be required. The State Code lists 23 possible
strategies and requires cities to select at least three. If a City has public transit, they were asked to
select four. The City needs three strategies that must be selected and added to the General Plan by
December of 2019. In 2020, those strategies are to be implemented with a report to be submitted to
the State in one year on the progress. Cities that do not cooperate may be denied transportation funds.

Mr. Nicholson reviewed the proposed the following suggested strategies:
1. Rezone for densities necessary to assure the product of moderate-income housing.

Mr. Nicholson commented that the City has been proactive in doing granting zone changes to increase
densities. Over the last two years, there have been several rezones from R-1-10 to PD Residential for
various projects. PD Residential is the most feasible way to promote affordable housing. In Santa
Clara, a single-family home on a detached lot is not an affordable housing option. Townhomes tend
to be the affordable housing option. Mr. Bundy reported that the expected median income for 2019
is $56,862. Multiplying that number by four provides the affordable housing figures for the area.
Chair Mathis stated that the affordable housing number is the gross monthly cost including utilities
and must be less than or equal to 30% of the household gross income.

Mr. Nicholson remarked that Santa Clara City has been proactive. He explained that medium-density
residential allows for attached housing, which encourages affordable housing. The City can simply
lay the groundwork to accommodate it. Staff can make a strong case that Santa Clara has and will
continue to accommodate densities that encourage more affordable housing. Specifics from recent
zone changes would be provided.
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2. Create or allow for and reduce regulations related to Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUSs) in
residential zones.

Mr. Nicholson remarked that Santa Clara City has been proactive in this regard for a number of years
because the City has allowed accessory dwelling units in the R-1-10 zones. The City Code includes
a similar provision that states that accessory dwelling units are allowed under the following
conditions: (1) over a garage; (2) inside the home through internal conversion of the home; or (3)
through an addition to the home with an internal connection between the dwelling units. Another
option was a detached single-level accessory dwelling unit. He suggested that the City pursue that
option. If allowed, it would become the fourth option and make accessory dwelling units more
feasible.

Chair Mathis asked if it was realistic to construct a detached accessory dwelling unit and still meet
the setback requirements on an R-1-10 lot. Mr. Bundy stated that it is commonly done.

Commissioner Call asked about the requirement that the property owners live in one of the units.
Mr. Nicholson stated that having an owner occupy one of the units tends to result in a better
maintained property than an absentee landlord. The Planning Commission could make that
recommendation in that regard but he was not certain whether that was one the City would want to
maintain. Mr. Nicholson stated that the intent would be to modify the zoning ordinance to allow a
detached ground level ADUs.

3. Allow for higher density for moderate-income residential developments in commercial and
mixed-use zones, commercial centers, or employment centers.

Mr. Nicholson remarked that this is something the City could and should address. It would also help
eliminate confusion. He stressed the need for clarity in the ordinance. To meet the State requirement
of allowing higher densities rather than have a hard cap in the PD Commercial zone, they could
specify that the density will be determined by the Planning Commission and City Council based on
the site plan, building designs, and related standards. The height limitation of 35 feet would still
apply. Mr. Nicholson explained that in the Code, mixed-use centers are part of the PD Residential or
PD Commercial zones.

Jason Lindsey commented that developers always want to qualify for bonus density. He asked if that
could be mirrored for this specific item. Mr. Nicholson confirmed that it could. What is not clear is
what regulations apply in the PD Commercial zone. The three strategies could be implemented
relatively easy at which point they would have the next year to add them to the General Plan and
Zoning Code. After one year, a report would be written on the progress made to the Code.

Chair Mathis was not inclined to change the PDR zone. Mr. Nicholson explained that it would be
limited to the PD Commercial zone. Chair Mathis was more willing to modify the PD Commercial
zone.

An alternative strategy was identified as follows:

4. Eliminate or reduce parking requirements for residential development where a resident is less

likely to rely on their own vehicle. For example, residential development near major transit
investment corridors or senior living facilities.
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Mr. Nicholson stated that the City does not have any major transit corridors but they could attract
senior living facilities. Other options were also identified such as offering a density bonus for
affordable housing units and reducing impact fees for low and moderate-income housing. Mark
Weston agreed and stated that what is most expensive is the cost of land so allowing more units to be
developed would be attractive to a developer. The reduction of impact fees will not be enough to
drop the price significantly. The best option in his opinion was to find a piece of trust land and ask
the State to essentially donate property on which to build affordable housing. Doing so would drop
the cost precipitously for every unit.

Mr. Nicholson pointed out that there can be more than three strategies implemented. James Call
commented on the Riverwalk project in St. George and found it interesting that they received grants
and funding but it was ultimately not that affordable. In addition, one-third of the units are not
considered low to moderate-income housing. Mr. Nicholson explained that there are 55 total units.
Some are market based to help obtain financing. There were also donations involved in the $10
million project. There were multiple sources of funding and housing tax credits were offered to
investors will get a federal income tax credit for putting money toward the project.

Commissioner Call remarked that affordable housing typically involves much smaller units. Many
times, homeowners feel there is a conflict between increasing and protecting the value of their
property and providing affordable housing. The Commissioners were comfortable with the three
strategies and potentially adding a fourth. Staff would continue to refine the strategies and how they
will be implemented.

City Attorney, Devin Snow suggested the Commission also consider how to police rents in years to
come. Mr. Nicholson agreed and stated that time limits could be imposed. Mr. Snow explained that
the legal mechanism is well established. The question pertains to the interest and motivation on the
City’s part to monitor it. Some cities outsource to third-part compliance agencies. He wanted the
Commission to be aware that there are ongoing obligations they need to be comfortable with going
forward.

Mr. Nicholson explained that the State’s Housing Finance Agency has put restrictions on their loans
so that when someone purchases a home and resells it, the owner does not just get a windfall gain and
some of the profits go back to the Housing Agency. In addition, the St. George Housing Authority
could extend its service to Santa Clara.

A comment was made that more than likely, the accessory homes being built will be much more
common in the community than new development. He stressed the importance to have a policing
component in place. Doubt was expressed that that would be the case. In addition, ADUs tend to
self-regulate in terms of pricing because there are size limitations. Chair Mathis asked if the intent
when the actual ordinance is written will be to restrict the detached ADUs to low and moderate-
income housing. Mr. Nicholson did not personally think they would and agreed that they will self-
regulate and limit rental values. He reported that St. George is proposing to allow ADUs, which they
have not done in the past. The belief was that going forward ADUs will be much more common than
they are today. Chair Mathis stated that one challenge with ADUs will be ensuring that they are not
used as short-term rentals.
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Mr. Nicholson remarked that in the Historic District the City is much more accommodating to short-
term rentals and ADUs because there is not a specific requirement for recreational amenities and they
are easier to do than in PD Residential. Mr. Snow commented that the intent was to foster an
environment where lower and middle-income individuals can find housing. They cannot guarantee
that what they do will always have the desired result but they should get as close as possible.

The Commission Members were invited to attend a conference on Saturday, November 2 from
9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. in St. George.

6. Approval of Minutes

A. Request Approval of September 12, 2019, Reqular Meeting Minutes.

Commissioner Weston moved to approve the minutes of September 12, 2019. Commissioner
Call seconded the motion. The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Commission.

7. Adjournment.

Commissioner Call moved to adjourn. Commissioner Weston seconded the motion. The
motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Commission.

The Planning Commission Meeting adjourned at approximately 6:54 p.m.

Corey Bundy
Community Development Director

Approved:
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Major Subdivision: 3650
or Minor Subdivision: $550
3 # of lots x $35 per lot

FEES

Ko o 20 < Lots: 19| 5300 | 200-349 | $1,175
A | o & 10-19 | 5400 | 350499 | $1.650
SANTA CLA <2 5099 | Se25 | 70099 | 33090
3 - ,65
ANTA L g 100-199 3825 1000+ 32,650
FOUNDED 1854
Filing Fee: $§_D 5000
Residential Subdivision LotFee: $ | O3 00
Preliminary Plat Application Water Modeling Fee: $_ 300 00

Total Fees: $ C( SS 00

Proposed Subdivision Name: G9/OVENGO SUBDIVISION

Applicant(s) / Property Owner(s) Information
LEGAL OWNER(S) OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: GIOVENGO PROPRTYIES, LLC/JAYLEEN GIOVENGL

MAILING ADDREss. 789 S 3500 E crry: NEW HARM@IC A - UT ., 84757
EMAIL: 3 !%atm[e@@ 9@:_0\.(2 1O\ pHONEROI-891~ G52 & G FAX:
APPLICANT:
(If different than owner)
MAILING ADDRESS: CITY: STATE: ZIp:
EMAIL: PHONE: FAX:
CONTACT PERSON/REPRESENTATIVE:
(If different than owner)
MAILING ADDRESS: CITY: STATE: zIp:
EMAIL: PHONE: FAX:
Property Description
STREET ADDRESS oF properTy: APPROX. 3650 PIONEER PARKWAY
Section(s): SE 1/4 SEC. 8 Township(s): 42 Range: 16

ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER(S): SC-6-2-8-2201
s . . PDC - PLANNED DEVELOPMENT COMMERCIAL
urrent Zoning Designation:

3.76 Number of Lots: 3
Major Cross Streetcs: PIONEER PARKWAY & RACHEL DRIVE
Legal Description: SEE ATTACEHED

(Attach separate sheet if necessary)

1

Parcel Size (acres): Number of Phases:
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Approvals Required By:

o Technical Review Committee (staff) — meets every Thursday at 8:00am.
o Planning Commission - meets every second Thursday of each month at 5:30 pm.
o City Council — meets the second and fourth Wednesdays of each month at S:00pm.

Attached checklists serve as a guide for adhering to Santa Clara City’s subdivision process/requirements. City
Staff will use the checklist for completeness, reviews and insuring code compliance for subdivisions. For
comprehensive information on the subdivision requirements/process, refer to appropriate City Codes and Statutes.

Office Use Only:
Date Plan Submitted: Date Plan Accepted:
Received by: Receipt number:

Amt Due: Amt Paid:

Property Owner’s Authorization

The undersigned below, or as attached, is the owner(s) of the property which is the subject of this application.
The undersigned does duly authorize the applicant, named within this application, to act as applicant in the pursuit
of a subdividing the property.

I swear that I am (the) (a) owner(s) of the property which is the subject matter of the application, as it is
shown in the records of Washington County, Utah.

DATE: < JUaR. 12 1068 QJQ,\LQ._QL %(Wp

PROPERTY OWNER
PROPERTY OWNER
STATE OF UTAH )
:SS
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON)
Onthis ‘171 day of \5 AINR ,20 Y\t personally appeared before me

and \m,u\\CCV\ 1 oN C,Vw\o , the signer’s of the above instrument,
who duly acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same.

r---_-—_—--

Notary Public - State of Utah

| @B PorPY ANN JaQUES | Q)er Avn Noawn

| 8 Comm. #705964 | ‘Nothgy Public

| My Commission Expires |

L T Y. I Bopn\ 15,022
Commission Expires
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Subdivision/Development Approval Checklist
Santa Clara City

FOUNDED 1§54

PRELIMINARY PLAT CHECKLIST

Project Name:

Yes  No N/A° 1. SKETCH PLAN/CONCEPT PLAN REQUIREMENTS (16.12.030)

Yo N NApg  Sketch/Concept Plan review by staff and/or by Planning Commission although not required is highly
encouraged.

II. STATE WATER QUALITY REQUIREMENTS - (Resolution 2015-12R)

Yo Npg NApg 1. Waterline and hydrant locations in electronic format.

Yo Np NAp 2. Applicable elevation data at valve clusters and hydrants.

Yo Npg NAg 3. Coordinate system used and in draining. The water model is set up in Utah State planes, NADS83
datum, South Zone, US Foot (UT83-ASF).

Yy Np NApg 4. Submit Project Notification Form (PNF) with application. Available at:
http://www.sccity.org/media/uploads/2015/08/19/files/PNF-WaterQuality.pdf

III. PRELIMINARY PLAT REQUIREMENTS (16.12.040)

A. Submittal of:
Yz Npg N/AD 1) Preliminary Plat Copies (eleven (11) 11" x 17” and four “Plat Size” (24 x 36”) Copies). Must be a
clear and legible graphic representation of the subdivision, existing conditions, and proposed
improvements as outlined in the completeness review below

B. Preliminary Plat Requirements (Chapter 16.16)

1. Title Block (16.16.020)

Ym Np NAfQg a. Proposed name of subdivision
Ym Np NAfnp b. Location of subdivision, including the address, section, township, and range
Ym Npg NApQp c. Owner’s name and address

2. General Requirements (16.16.030)
Ym NpO NAQ a. North Arrow and Scale (17= 100’ is preferred; 1= 200’ for large subdivisions)
Yg Npg NAqQg b. Boundary and phasing plan of the subdivision

c. All property under control of the owner showing part(s) being developed and overall street
system (Note: The street system shall conform to the existing street master plan)

Yg Npg NA d. Existing and proposed contour lines at vertical intervals of not greater than two feet unless
approved at a greater interval by the Planning Commission.

Yg NO NAQ

3. Existing Conditions (16.16.040)

Yo Np NA a. Location, width of all streets and homes within two hundred (200) feet of the subdivision.

Yg Np NAqQ b. Boundaries of adjacent tracts of subdivided and un-subdivided land, showing ownership.

Ym Npg NAQ c. Identification of the zone or zones in which the property is located.

Yg Np NAQg d. All public streets, utility rights-of-way, easements, parks, and other public open spaces within or

adjacent to the proposed subdivision. All section and boundary lines within and adjacent to the
proposed subdivision.

YI:I ND N/A e. Sewer mains, sewer manholes, water mains, fire hydrants, power lines, power poles, culverts, or
other facilities within one hundred (100) feet of the proposed subdivision.

Yo Npg NApg f. Ditches, drainage channels, water ways and major washes.

Ya Npgo NAg g. Location of the flood plain, floodways, and elevations designed by F.E.M.A. No subdivision in
the city shall be allowed in a flood plain.

Yo Ng NA h. Exceptional topography-submit necessary map, visuals, etc. that would best reveal the
exceptional topography.

Yo Npg NA i. Information required for the historic preservation ordinance if the proposed subdivision is within
the historic preservation overlay zone.

Ya NpO NAqQ J. Vicinity map.

Yo N[O NA k. A soils report unless waived by the City Engineer via written & signed correspondence.

Ym NO NAQ 1. Inclusion of paragraph pertaining to Geotechnical Report Conclusions.
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4. Proposed Plan (16.16.050)

a. Streets and Utility Easements: the layout of streets and utility easements showing identification
UE| NiE SN and dimensions.

YH NO NAQ b. Lots: layout, number, and typical dimensions of lots.

Ym NpO NAQ c. Setback Lines: building setback lines in any questionable lot area.

Yo N 0 N/A d. Parcels Set Aside: Parcels of land intended to be dedicated for public use or set aside for the use
of property owners in the subdivision as common or limited areas.

YOo Np NA e. Stormwater Drainage: A proposed plan to dispose of stormwater drainage for the subdivision.

v N N/A f. Wastewater Collection: Determine how the proposed subdivision can be served by the existing

O O wastewater collection system without the extension of any trunk or outfall line.

YEI N O N/A g. Wastewater Treatment: Determine how wastewater estimated to be generated by the proposed
subdivision can be accommodated and treated without any treatment plan expansion.

YOo Ng NA h. Water Supply and Storage: Determine how the water needs of the subdivision can be
accommodated.

YO N 0O N/A i. Fire Flow: show how the proposed development will be served by a central water system with
appropriately located fire hydrants and adequate flows to meet insurance requirements.

Yo Npg N/A j. Fire Response Time: Is the proposed subdivision within two (2) miles of a five (5) minute
response time of a fire station?

Yo Ng NA k. Solid Waste: Determine that the proposed subdivision be served by the existing system.

Yo Ng NA 1. Electrical Supply: Determine whether or not the electrical needs to the subdivision can be
accommodated, and under what conditions.

Yo Npg NA m. Parks: Determine that the proposed development is within one mile of a city park or recreation

facility, and within one-half (1/2) mile of a neighborhood park, and can accommodate the projected
population of the subdivision.

Yg Npg NA n. Phasing Plan: a phasing plan for the subdivision if phases are proposed.

Yo Npg NA o. Arrangements with Outside Agencies: where public services are proposed by agencies outside
those operated by the city, the owner shall provide agreements with those agencies approving
proposed plans.

Yo Np NA p. Other items that may be requested by the TRC, Planning Commission, or City Council.
5. Conformance with City Standards

Yo Npg NA a. Historic Preservation Ordinance Requirements (Chapter 17.76)

Y Ng NAqQ b. Building Codes

Ym Npg NAqQ ¢. Zoning Ordinance (Title 17)

Y Npg NAQ d. City Standards

Yo Npg NA e. Hillside Development Permit as found in Chapter 17.80 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance

Yo Npg NA f. Flood Damage Prevention Permit as found in Chapter 15.36 of the City’s Municipal Code

Yo Npg NA g. Storm Water Management/BMP Facilities Maintenance Agreement

C. Review for Adequate Public Facilities (16.12.040 (H)):

NOTE: The City Council and/or staff may require the applicant to submit such additional information, data, studies, plans, analyses,
or maps as may be necessary to make a factual determinations set forth herein. If so required, the applicant shall bear the full cost of
meeting this requirement (16.12.040 (H)). Note: Required signatures below will be garnered by Zoning Administrator.

» Review for Adequate Public Facilities Part 1 of 4;

Floodplain or Hillsides: Proposed development is not located within a floodplain or hillside.

Owners of the development have submitted adequate documentation demonstrating that the development complies with the
requirements of Public Facilities Part 1.

Comments:

Date: Signature:

City Engineer
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» Review for Adequate Public Facilities Part 2 of 4:

Roads: Be served by streets within one mile of the proposed development without causing a reduction in the level of service below
“C” during peak hour.

Wastewater Collection: Can be served by the existing wastewater collection system, without the off-site extension of any trunk or
outfall lines.

Wastewater Treatment: The wastewater estimated to be generated by the proposed development can be accommodated and treated in
accordance with city standards without any treatment plant extension.

Water Supply and Storage: The water needs of the proposed development can be accommodated in accordance with legally
authorized and physically available water rights and the capacity, storage, design, of construction requirements of the Utah Health
Department without additional supply or storage requirements.

Solid Waste: The proposed development can be served by the existing collection and disposal capacity expenditures or improvements.
Electrical Supply: The electrical needs of the development can be accommodated by the city power department.

Storm Drainage: The proposed development can be served by the existing storm drainage system without the off-site extension of an
interceptor or major collection lines.

Comments:

Date: Signature:

Public Services Director

» Review for Adequate Public Facilities Part 3 of 4:

Fire Flow: The proposed development shall be served by a central water system with appropriately located fire hydrants and adequate
flows to meet insurance services office fire system grading standards (minimum of twelve-hundred and fifty (1,250) gallons per
minute for a period of two hours) without additional capital improvements.

Fire Response Time: The proposed development is within two miles or a five minute response time of an existing fire station.

Owners of the development have submitted adequate documentation demonstrating that the development complies with the
requirements of Public Facilities Part 3.

Comments:

Date: Signature:

Fire Chief
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» Review for Adequate Public Facilities Part 4 of 4.

Parks: The proposed development is within one mile of a city park or recreation facility, and within one-half mile of a community or
neighborhood park, all of which meet city acreage and facility standards and can accommodate the population projected to be
generated by the proposed development. The Owners of the development have submitted landscape plans that meet the Landscape
Ordinance and City’s Landscape Specifications for any property that will maintained by the City of Santa Clara.

Comments:

Date: Signature:

Parks Director

Miscellaneous Notes:
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SANTA CLARA CITY
SUBMITTAL DEADLINES

SANTA CLARA

FOUNDED 1854

Development Submittal Deadlines

REZONINGS
Classification Submittal Deadline Requirements for Planning Commission
Open Space Zone | Application submittal deadline is four (4) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
(0S) *Staff acceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
Residential Application submittal deadline is four (4) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
Agriculture Zone | *Staff acceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
(RA)

Single-Family
Residential Zone
(R-1)

Application submittal deadline is four (4) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
*Staff acceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.

Commercial Zone

Without site plan approval, application submittal deadline is four (4) weeks prior to the intended Planning
Commission Meeting.

With site plan approval, application submittal deadline is seven (7) weeks prior to the intended Planning
Commission Meeting.

*Staff acceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.

Planned Application submittal deadline is eight (8) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
Development *Staff acceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
Districts (PD)
Historic Application submittal deadline is six (6) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting. *Staff
District/Mixed Use | acceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
Zone

Historic District
Overlay Zone

Application submittal deadline is four (4) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
*Staff acceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.

Classification

Submittal Deadline Requirements for City Council

All

Copies of application (11 copies of application with any recommended changes encouraged by the Planning
Commission) must be received two (2) weeks prior to intended City Council meeting. *Staff acceptance
date is one (1) week prior to the intended City Council Meeting.

Before receiving any petition, all fees must be paid along with the submittal of a complete application.
*Staff acceptance date refers to the day staff formally accepts the application as complete, all required staff reviews are
complete, and final changes made to the application materials are complete.
**Conceptual reviews, prior to the submittal deadline, by staff and the Planning Commission are strongly encouraged

but not required; additionally, applicants/property owners are strongly encouraged to submit their applications in
advance of the established submittal deadline requirements to avoid missing a staff acceptance deadline due to

unforeseen issue(s).

Residential Preliminary Plat Subdivision Application
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SUBDIVISIONS

TRC & Planning Commission Reviews

Preliminary Preliminary Plat submittal deadline is eight (8) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
Subdivision *Staff acceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.

Final Final Plat submittal deadline is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting. Staff
Subdivision acceptance date is one (1) week prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.

City Council Reviews

Preliminary | Preliminary Plat submittal deadline is one (1) week prior to the intended City Council Meeting—submittal must
Subdivision | include 11 copies of application materials, revised if necessary to consider recommendations of Planning
Commission. Staff acceptance date is one (1) week prior to the intended City Council Meeting.

Final Final Plat submittal deadline is one (1) week prior to the intended City Council Meeting—submittal must include
Subdivision | 11 copies of application materials, revised if necessary to consider recommendations of Planning Commission.
Staff acceptance date is one (1) week prior to the intended City Council Meeting.

Misc. Planning & Zoning Approvals

PD Master Plan Amendment

Same as Planned Development approval

Site Plan Reviews

Three (3) weeks prior to intended Planning Commission Meeting and two (2) weeks prior
to intended City Council Meeting.

Conditional Use Permits and Home
Occupations

Week & a half (1 1/2) weeks prior to the Technical Review Committee Meeting

Typical Meeting Schedules:

Note: Please refer to the submittal deadline requirements that must be met in order to have a formal Planning & Zoning
application placed on the agenda and considered for approval. Agendas for these meetings are posted prior to the meeting
date and can be found on the City’s web site: www.santaclaracityutah.com

Technical Review Committee (TRC) Meetings — Generally every Thursday at 8:00 a.m.

Planning & Zoning Meetings — 2nd Thursday of each month at 5:30 p.m.

City Council Meetings—Znd & 4" Wednesday of each month at 5:00 p.m.

Final Note: Due to the time it takes to conduct reviews by staff, incorporate changes by the engineers, and meet state and local
advertising deadlines, the submittal deadline requirements are firm.
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" Major Subdivision: 3650
& or Minor Subdivision: $550
- # of lots x 835 per lot
o) Lots: 1-9 3300 200-349 51,175
% Z 10-19 $400 350-499  $1,650
EifY o4 cd 2049 5475 500-499  $2,100
350-99 25 - 2,65
SANTA CLARA 5 ) ] e
Filing Fee: § ©500DC
Residential Subdivision LotFee: $_ | L5 (C |
Preliminary Plat Application Water Modeling Fee: §_ = (00 LG
' Total Fees: § 455 CLu
RECEIVED
Proposed Subdivision Name: G/OVENGO SUBDIVISION JuL 25 2019
Applicant(s) / Property Owner(s) Information SANTA CLARA CITY
LEGAL OWNER(S) OF SUBJECT PROPERTY- GIOVENGO PROPRTYIES, LLC/JAYLEEN GIOVEN(EE
MAILING ADDRESs: /09 © 3500 E ciry: NEW HARMEYS i re. UT  4pp, 84757

Y 9
CALALT & “\A §MNS LA - -4 n ,M]

PHONERO|- 89/~ G2 & (L FAX:

CITY: STATE: ZIP:
AP R AP CERRD meue , PHONE: FAX:
SAHTQ lm\n 4T B4765 435-673-0712
Receipt Mo: 1.225334 Jul 25, 81y
GIOVEHGRD PRDPERTIES CITY: STATE: ZIP:
”“S\“ﬁ‘éﬁé ga}ltg;me i __ PHONE: FAX:
%%me & SUBDIVISION 935. 68
FEEQ/FDC-PIONEER & RACHEL
Total: 955.8?-
s DX, 3650 PIONEER PARKWAY
CHECK <. 38 : R
Check Mus ud 320,

Total Applied: ???-9?- is). 42 Range: 16
{hange Tendeved: ======___===;EE= -8-2201

7/25/6819 12:23 B I ) B o

HUEI =D DEVELOPMENT COMMERCIAL
Parcel Size (acres): ' v Number of Lots: Number of Phases:
Major Cross sueetisy P IONEER PARKWAY & RACHEL DRIVE

SEE ATTACEHED

Legal Description:
(Attach separate sheet if necessarv)
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SNOW JENSEN (S REECE

A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION

V. LOWRY SNOW
CURTIS M JENSEN
LEWIS P. REECE

J. GREGORY HARDMAN
MATTHEW ]. ENCE*
CAMERON M. MORBY*
JONATHAN P. WENTZ
DEVIN SNOW

JEFF R. MILES

SEAN J. ROMNEY
DEVON ]J. HERRMANN

*Licensed in Utah and Nevada

To the Members of the
Santa Clara City Council

912 WEST 1600 SOUTH, SUITE B-200
ST. GEORGE, UTAH 84770

TELEPHONE (435) 628-3688
FACSIMILE (435) 628-3275
E-MAIL: sjlaw@snowjensen.com

OFFICES IN ST. GEORGE, CEDAR CITY AND KANAB

October 22, 2019

Re:  Requirements for and Feasibility of Maintaining Santa Clara Justice Court

Council Members:

The Santa Clara Justice Court is required to be recertified every four years by the Board
of Utah Justice Court Judges and the Utah Judicial Council. The requirements to apply for
recertification include that the city attorney must provide the City Council the information in this
letter, and the City Council must then adopt a resolution requesting recertification and
committing to maintain the Justice Court as required.

It is my understanding that the Santa Clara Justice Court is classified as a Class III Court
for purposes of minimum operation requirements, because the expected number of citations or
filings per month is in the range of 61 to 200 citations or filings.

This letter includes the following information:

I.  The minimum requirements for operation of the Santa Clara Justice Court as a Class

III Court; and

II. Our opinion that the Santa Clara Justice Court meets all minimum requirements for
operation, that the continued operation of the Justice Court is feasible, and that
recertification for the Justice Court should be sought.

L MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR OPERATION OF JUSTICE COURT

A. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS. The following are requirements mandated by

applicable Utah statutes, as noted.

SC.1.SCCC.Just.Court.Recert.102219.739501.mje
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1. All official court business shall be conducted in a courtroom or an office
located in a public facility which is conducive and appropriate to the
administration of justice (78 A-7-213).

2. Each court shall be open and judicial business shall be transacted every
day as provided by law (78 A-7-213), although the judge is not required to be
present during all hours that the court is open.

3. The hours that the court will be open shall be posted conspicuously at the
court and in local public buildings (78 A-7-213).

4. The judge and the clerk of the court shall attend the court at regularly
scheduled times (78 A-7-213).

5. The entity creating the Justice Court shall provide and compensate a judge
and clerical personnel to conduct the business of the court (78A-7-206 and 78 A-7-
207).

6. The entity creating a Justice Court shall assume the expenses of travel,
meals, and lodging for the judge of that court to attend required judicial education
and training (78 A-7-205).

T The entity creating a Justice Court shall assume the cost of travel and

training expenses of clerical personnel at training sessions conducted by the
Judicial Council (78A-7-103).
8. The entity creating the Justice Court shall provide a sufficient staff of

public prosecutors to attend the court and perform the duties of prosecution (78 A-
7-103).

9. The entity creating the court shall provide adequate funding for attorneys
where persons are indigent as provided by law (78 A-7-103).
10.  The entity creating the court shall provide sufficient local law enforcement

officers to attend court when required and provide security for the court (78 A-7-
103).

11.  Witnesses and jury fees as required by law shall be paid by the entity
which creates the court (10-7-76 and 17-50-319).

12.  Any fine, surcharge, or assessment which is payable to the State shall be
forwarded to the State as required by law (78 A-7-120 and 78 A-7-121).

13. Every entity creating a court shall pay the judge of that court a fixed
compensation, within the range provided by statute (78 A-7-206).

14. Court shall be held within the jurisdiction of the court, except as provided
by law (78 A-7-212).
15.  The entity creating the court shall provide and keep current for the court a

copy of the Utah Code, the Utah Court Rules Annotated, the justice court manual
published by the state court administrator, the county, city, or town ordinances as
appropriate, and other legal reference materials as determined to be necessary by
the judge (78 A-7-103).

16.  All required reports and audits shall be filed as required by law or by rule
of the Judicial Council (78 A-7-215).
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17.  All justice courts shall use a common case management system and
disposition reporting system as specified by the Judicial Council (78A-7-213).
18.  An audio recording system shall maintain the verbatim record of all court

proceedings (78A-7-103). For Class III and Class IV justice courts, the system
must, at a minimum:

a) be a stand-alone unit that records and audibly plays back the
recording;

b) index, back-up and archive the recording and enable the record to
be retrieved; and

c) have at least two recording channels.

B ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS. In addition to those requirements which
are directly imposed by statute, section 78 A-7-103 directs the Judicial Council to
promulgate minimum requirements for certification of Justice Courts. Accordingly, the
Judicial Council has adopted the following minimum requirements for Justice Courts in
general:

1. That the Court be open for at least one hour each day that the court is
required to be open as provided by law. Additional hours of operation are
specified in C.J.A. Rule 9-105.

2. That the judge be available to attend court and conduct court business as
needed.
3. That the minimum furnishings for a courtroom include: a desk and chair

for the judge (on a six inch riser), a desk and chair for the court clerk, chairs for
witnesses, separate tables and appropriate chairs for plaintiffs and defendants, a
Utah State flag, a United States flag, a separate area and chairs for at least four
jurors, a separate area with appropriate seating for the public, an appropriate room
for jury deliberations, and an appropriate area or room for victims and witnesses
which is separate from the public.

4. A judicial robe, a gavel, current bail schedules, a copy of the Code of
Judicial Administration, and necessary forms and supplies.
5. Appropriate office space for the judge and clerk. (Under certain

circumstances this space may be shared, but if shared, the judge and clerk must
have priority to use the space whenever needed.) The office space shall include a
desk for the judge and a desk for the clerk, secure filing cabinets for the judge and
the clerk, a telephone for the judge arid a telephone for the clerk, appropriate
office supplies to conduct court business, a cash register or secured cash box, a
typewriter or word processor, and access to a copy machine.

6. A clerk must be present during the time the court is open each day and
during court sessions, as required by the judge.

75 The entity must have at least one peace officer (which may be contracted).
8. A current court security plan must be submitted consistent with C.J.A.

Rule 3-414.
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Each court must have at least one computer with access to the internet, and

appropriate software and security/encryption technology to allow for electronic
reporting and access to Driver License Division and the Bureau of Criminal
Identification, as defined by the reporting and retrieval standards promulgated by
the Department of Public Safety. In addition, all justice courts must use the
CORIS case management system.

10.

Each court shall report required case disposition information to DLD, BCI

and the Administrative Office of the Courts electronically, as described in number
9 above.

i RECERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO CLASS 111 JUSTICE

COURTS. The following are the minimum requirements for operation of a Class III
Court, which are applied in the recertification review. [Note that the following are
minimum requirements. In order to adequately function as a Class III Court it may be
necessary for the court to exceed the minimum requirements. |

1.

FILINGS:

61-200 citations or cases per month
HOURS:

61-150 filings : At least 2 hours a day
151-200 filings: At least 3 hours a day

Judge available as needed. Trial calendar set at least every other week.
FACILITY:

Courtroom (access to public facility for trials, arraignments, etc.)
Judge’s /clerk office (Meets minimum requirements)

CLERICAL RESOURCES:

At least one clerk required to be available daily during the scheduled hours
of court operation and during court sessions as needed.

PROSECUTION:
Prosecutor to screen cases and represent the municipality at trial.
INDIGENT DEFENSE:

The municipality provides adequate funding to provide indigent defense
counsel for any defendant who requests representation and qualifies.

LEGAL RESOURCES:
The following must be available and kept current:

Utah Code

Local ordinances

Justice Court Manual

Code of Judicial Administration

Uniform Bail Schedule

Other legal resources as required under 78A-7-103
LAW ENFORCEMENT:
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10.

17,

12.

13.

The local government creating the court must have at least one employed
or contracted peace officer.

BAILIFF:

The local government creating the court must provide a sworn law
enforcement officer to attend court when required and provide security for
the court.

SECURITY PLAN:

A court security plan must be submitted consistent with C.J.A. Rule 3-
414.

JURY/ WITNESS FEES:

Local government is responsible for payment of statutory juror and
witness fees.

EDUCATION:

Local government is responsible for costs of attendance at Judicial
Council mandated training (at least 30 hours each year for the judge and
10 hours per year for clerks).

REPORTING:

All reports and audits shall be made and timely filed as provided by law or
by rule of Judicial Council. Reports to the Driver License Division and the
Bureau of Criminal Identification must be made electronically, via the
internet.

B MINIMUM COURTROOM AND OFFICE STANDARDS. The following are
minimum recommended standards for the Justice Court courtroom and support staff

space.
L.

GENERAL COURTROOM DESIGN: Justice Court courtrooms should

convey the same impressions of dignity, justice, and authority as those serving a
court of higher jurisdiction. The appearance of the courtroom should reflect the
fact that they are forums for justice. In applying design principles of the higher
court to Justice Courts, the absence of court reporters and full-time bailiffs should
be noted. Therefore, the following guidelines are presented in areas that are
materially affected by the unique nature of the Justice Courts.

a) Courtrooms should be at least 800 square feet in Class III and
Class IV jurisdictions. Walls and ceilings should have appropriate finishes
and the well should be illuminated to prevent reading eye strain. The room
should be sound insulated from outside noise. All courtrooms should be
fully carpeted and adequate ventilation and temperature controls should be
installed.

b) The judge’s bench should be elevated at least one riser above the
well floor level. As in the District Court, judges’ benches should be
elevated above the eye level of persons who approach the bench, usually
three risers. It is recognized however, those low ceiling heights in some
Justice Courts do not allow for three-riser elevation. Benches elevated 18
inches or more in smaller courts can bring the judge too close to the
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ceiling when standing and puts the bench out of proportion to the room
size. One riser should be the minimum standard and additional elevation is
desirable as the dimensions of the room permit. Sufficient space should be
provided on the bench for limited file and personal storage and the
necessary audio/visual and technology systems to facilitate court
proceedings. A concealed duress alarm should be located at the bench in
case of emergencies. Other space design considerations may be considered
and implemented as necessary to facilitate court proceedings.

c) The witness box should be placed adjacent to the judge’s bench.
All courtroom participants must have a clear line of sight to the witness
box. The box should be large enough to accommodate two people and be
enclosed on two to three sides, depending on the entry location. The height
of the witness box should shield the witness only from the waist down so
that all non-verbal gestures can be easily viewed.

d) The jury box should be placed near the witness box and also have a
clear line of sight to all participants. The standard jury box should
accommodate five jurors. This will accommodate four jurors with an
option for an alternate juror and space for a disabled juror. The jury box
should consist of a single row of stationary swivel seats.

e) The jurors themselves should be in view of the court as well as the
spectators to ensure the perception of an open and public trial. However,
the jury box should be sufficiently distanced from the spectator area to
inhibit any physical or verbal contact. Seven feet from the center of the
first juror’s chair to the bar is adequate. This leaves an additional two to
three feet from the edge of the bar to the center of the nearest spectator’s
seat.

f) A “modesty rail” should be placed in front of the jurors with
enough depth to rest documents and files.

g) A clerk’s station should be provided by the judge’s bench opposite
from the witness stand. This will accommodate different in-courtroom
practices and procedures. It should also have storage and required
technology systems and controls to facilitate court proceedings. The
clerk’s station should be located to facilitate conversation between the
Clerk and the Judge from the judge’s bench.

h) Tables for the defense and prosecution should be provided to
comfortably seat three persons each. The tables’ distance from each other,
the spectators and the jury should be such that private conversations
cannot be overheard. This usually requires at least five feet between tables
and eight feet from the nearest juror or spectator.

1) Judge’s chambers should be at least 120-160 square feet with
direct access to the judge’s bench and to the clerk’s area. Chambers should
be equipped with adequate shelving for law texts, a desk and chair for the
judge and visitor seating for small meetings or conferences.

1) A jury room no smaller than 150 square feet should be integrated
into each Justice Court. This space can serve as a conference room for
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II.

2.

attorneys and clients or as flexible space when not in use by a jury. A table
and chairs should be provided and a telephone outlet should be installed
for conference use. A toilet room should be conveniently available to the
conference room and a drinking fountain should be in close proximity.

k) The Clerk’s area should include a reception area for visitors and a
counter to receive people with business before the court. The reception
area should be no less than 150 square feet and the counter space should
comprise 60 square feet (e.g. a seven-foot counter with a depth of three
feet and approximately three feet of open area on each side).

1) A restroom for the public and a separate restroom for the judge,
staff and jurors should be provided.

m) Clerical staff should be afforded 75 square feet per person to
accommodate a desk, chair, computer and other equipment and perimeter
space. Staff space should be open landscape type. A small storage and
print/copier area should also be provided.

CLERICAL/SUPPORT SPACE: The clerical and support space listed in

the general court standards can also be applied to the Justice Courts. Actual
Justice Court staff will vary widely depending on location, workload and county
support.

ATTORNEYS’ OPINION

Having reviewed the applicable standards and requirements and consulted with court

staff on the same, it is our reasoned opinion that the Santa Clara Justice Court substantially meets
the minimum standards and requirements set by statute, administratively, and as applied in the
recertification review, and that continued operation of the Justice Court is feasible. It is our
recommendation that the City Council adopt a resolution to request recertification of the Santa
Clara Justice Court and support its operation for its next four-year term.

CcC:

Very truly yours,

SNOW JENSEN & REECE, P.C.
Matthew J. Ence

W. Devin Snow

Mayor Rick Rosenberg
City Manager Brock Jacobsen
Justice Court Clerk
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GENERAL NOTES

1. THERE EXISTS PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS ON ALL LOTS AS FOLLOWS UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED: 15.00 FOOT ALONG
ALL STREET SIDE LOT LINES AND 10.00 FOOT ALONG ALL SIDE AND REAR LOT LINES. NO BUILDINGS OR STRUCTURES,
E.G. POOLS, WALLS, OR FENCES, WILL BE ALLOWED TO BE BUILT IN THE EASEMENT AREA AND THE OWNER BEARS THE
RISK OF LOSS OR DAMAGE TO THOSE IMPROVEMENTS RESULTING FROM THE EXERCISE OF THE EASEMENT RIGHTS.

2. UNSTABLE SOIL CONDITIONS MIGHT EXIST ON LOTS IN THIS SUBDIVISION. PURCHASERS OF LOTS HEREIN HAVE THE
SOLE RESPONSIBILITY FOR OBTAINING APPROPRIATE ENGINEERING SERVICES AND ADVICE RELATIVE TO THE USABILITY OF
THE LOTS. THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA DISCLAIMS ANY AND ALL RESPONSIBILITY FOR SUCH SOIL CONDITIONS, WATER
CONTROL (SURFACE AND/OR SUBSURFACE), AND DRAINAGE CONTROL.

5. PROPERTY IS SUBJECT TO FINDINGS, SUMMARIES, AND CONCLUSIONS OF THE GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION, HEIGHTS

WEST, PLAT H, SANTA CLARA, UTAH” PREPARED BY AGEC, DATED FEBRUARY 7, 2005. A COPY OF WHICH IS AVAILABLE
FOR INSPECTION OR COPIES MADE BY CONTACTING THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA, 2721 SANTA CLARA DRIVE, SANTA
CLARA, UTAH 84765.

4. THE BASIS OF BEARING FOR THIS SURVEY IS S 8950'24" E ALONG THE SOUTH SECTION LINE OF SECTION 8,
TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST SLB&M, BETWEEN THE CENTER 1/4 CORNER AND THE EAST 1/4 CORNER OF SAID
SECTION 8, THE MONUMENTS, TYPE AND LOCATIONS OF WHICH ARE SHOWN ON THIS PLAT.

5. ROTATE BASIS OF BEARING 1°18’54” COUNTER CLOCKWISE TO MATCH RECORD BEARINGS OF HEIGHTS WEST, PLAT H.

6. LAND OWNERS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR LANDSCAPING.
DEVELOPMENTS IN THE AREA.

LANDSCAPING TO BE SIMILAR TO OTHER COMMERCIAL

7. LAND OWNERS OR PURCHASERS OF THIS LAND ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL UTILITIES. NO UTILITIES ARE PROVIDED OR
EXTENDED TO LOTS IN THIS PLAT.

LEGEND

‘$‘ SECTIONAL MONUMENTATION (FOUND: TYPE, DATE, AGENCY AND LOCATION ETC. AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT).

& SPECIFIES FOUND SURVEY CONTROL MONUMENT AS SHOWN AND NOTED (CLASS 1, RING & LID).

BOUNDARY LINE

SECTION LINE

QUARTER SECTION LINE

1/16 SECTION LINE

ADJOINING LOT/PARCEL/ BOUNDARY LINE
LOT EASEMENT LINE

LOT INGRESS AND EGRESS EASEMENT LINE

CENTER CORNER SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP
42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, SALT
LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN (FOUND
RING&LID BRASS CAP ACCEPTED)

GIOVENGO SUBDIVISION PRELIMINARY PLAT

LOCATED IN

SOUTHEAST 1/4 SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST,
AND MERIDIAN

SALT LAKE BASE

EAST 1/4 CORNER SECTION 8,
TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16
WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND

MERIDIAN (FOUND SPIKE ACCEPTED)
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SOUTHEAST CORNER SECTION 8,
TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST,

SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN (FOUND
1968 BLM BRASS CAP ACCEPTED)

*;j r 2372.99'

54.7% ‘

RACHEL DRIVE (60" PUBLIC STREET)

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION

BEGINNING AT A POINT THAT LIES SOUTH 0°06’27" EAST 64.95 FEET ALONG THE EAST SECTION LINE AND NORTH
89°53'33" WEST 29.79 FEET FROM THE EAST QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST,
SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN, SAID POINT BEING ON THE WEST RIGHT—OF—WAY OF RACHEL DRIVE, AND RUNNING

THENCE SOUTH 0°06°27" EAST ALONG SAID RIGHT-OF—WAY 304.12 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTH BOUNDARY OF
HEIGHTS WEST, PLAT H, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH; THENCE ALONG SAID HEIGHTS WEST PLAT H
THE FOLLOWING FOUR (4) COURSES; (1) NORTH 89°53'08" WEST 135.75 FEET; (2) NORTH 49°59'30” WEST 265.18 FEET,
(3) NORTH 89°32'06" WEST 439.21 FEET AND (4) NORTH 0°10°02" EAST 157.01 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTH
RIGHT-OF—WAY OF PIONEER PARKWAY; THENCE ALONG SAID RIGHT—OF—WAY THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES; (1)
SOUTH 89°50'24" EAST 753.25 FEET AND (2) SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG A 25.00 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE RIGHT
CURVE, (LONG CHORD BEARS SOUTH 44°51'59” EAST A DISTANCE OF 35.34 FEET, CENTER POINT LIES SOUTH 00°09’36”
WEST), THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 89°56’51" A DISTANCE OF 39.25 FEET, TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINS 163,684 SQUARE FEET OR 3.76 ACRES. (THREE LOTS)

ZONING

PDC — PLANNED DEVELOPMENT COMMERCIAL

SETBACK NOTE (PER SANTA CLARA CITY CODE SECTION 17.68.110)

BUILDING SETBACKS, OTHER USES: FRONT YARD=20 FEET, SIDE YARD=10 FEET, REAR YARD=10 FEET (AS SHOWN)

STOREFRONT DEVELOPMENT OPTION: FRONT YARD=NONE, SIDE YARD=NONE EXCEPT 10 FEET ADJACENT TO RESIDENTIAL
DISTRICTS

FLOOD PLAIN NOTE

THE SUBJECT PROPERTY IS LOCATED WITHIN ZONE "X”, "AREAS DETERMINED TO BE OUTSIDE THE 0.2% ANNUAL CHANCE
FLOODPLAIN"; ACCORDING TO THE FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP WITH COMMUNITY PANEL NO. 49053C0768G, BEARING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE OF APRIL 2, 2009.
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EAST 1/4 CORNER SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN (FOUND SPIKE ACCEPTED)
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CENTER CORNER SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN (FOUND RING&LID BRASS CAP ACCEPTED)
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CITY OF SANTA CLARA
RESOLUTION 2019-14R

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE RECERTIFICATION OF THE SANTA CLARA
JUSTICE COURT

WHEREAS, the provisions of Utah Code Ann. § 78A-7-103 require that Justice Courts
be recertified at the end of each four-year term; and

WHEREAS, the term of the present Court shall expire in January 2020; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Santa Clara City Council have received an opinion
letter from Snow Jensen & Reece, PC, the City Attorney, which sets forth the requirements for
the operation of a Justice Court and feasibility of continuing to maintain the same; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Santa Clara City Council have determined that it is in
the best interests of Santa Clara City to continue to provide for a Justice Court.

BE IT RESOLVED, the Santa Clara City Council hereby requests recertification of the
Santa Clara Justice Court by the Board of Justice Court Judges and the Utah Judicial Council.
This Resolution is effective on the date executed below.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Santa Clara City Council hereby affirm their
willingness to continue to meet all requirements set forth by the Judicial Council for continued
operation of the Santa Clara Justice Court for the next four-year term of court, except as to any
requirements waived by the Utah Judicial Council.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 23 day of October, 2019.

CITY OF SANTA CLARA

Rick Rosenberg, Mayor

ATTEST:

Chris Shelley, City Recorder

Res 2019-14R Justice Court Recertification 102219 mje.docx
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SANTA CLARA CITY

Fee Calculations for Rhone Subdivision Secondary Irrigation

~ Item Description - Amount |  Unit | Quantity|  Total ~ Calculated Fees per Lot by Lot Area e
Total cost for shares $4,500.00 Each 7 $31,500.00 Lot ‘Area (sg.ft.) | Hookup Fee | Connection Fee Total Fees
Total amount of water purchased* 1,027,201 | Gallons/Year 7 7,190,407 1 22,059 $1,564 5423 $1,987
*Amount of water subject to change depending on water available to irrigation company. 2 21,992 $1,559 5423 $1,982

3 11,437 $811 $423 51,234

. ~ Hookup Fee (Average) 4 12,647 $897 $423 $1,320
Number of Lots 24 5 12,650 $897 $423 $1,320
Average Lot Size (sq. ft.) 18,514 6 22,999 51,630 $423 $2,053
Hookup Fee per sq. ft. $0.0709 7 23,953 $1,698 5423 $2,121
Average Hookup Fee per Lot $1,312.50 8 22,443 $1,591 $423 $2,014
9 22,099 $1,567 5423 $1,990

10 11,388 $807 $423 $1,230

11 10,728 5761 5423 $1,184

ctios 12 11,214 $795 $423 $1,218

Item Description i Amount Total 13 11,294 5801 5423 51,224

1" water Meter (w/ register, ERT) 1 $323.00 $323.00 14 10,230 5725 $423 $1,148
Labor (2 hours each) 2 $50.00 $100.00 15 10,340 $733 $423 $1,156
Total Connection Fee per Meter |  $423.00 16 10,069 $714 $423 $1,137

17 10,545 $748 $423 51,171

18 10,329 5732 $423 $1,155

19 39,598 52,807 $423 $3,230

20 40,700 $2,885 5423 $3,308

21 40,557 $2,875 $423 $3,298

22 15,272 $1,083 5423 $1,506

23 16,901 $1,198 $423 $1,621

24 22,894 51,623 $423 $2,046

Total| 444,338 $31,500 $10,152 $41,652







