4-22-2020 City Council Attachments

















[bookmark: _GoBack][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ]
image4.emf
Item 3b - 3176  Santa Clara Drive.pdf


Item 3b - 3176 Santa Clara Drive.pdf
Tiered slope erosion
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Proposed rockery facing of SE=130
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3176 SANTA CLARA DRIVE
SANTA CLARA, UTAH

A.Boulder Slope Construction Notes:

1. Boulders should consist of durable material resistant to weathering and approved by AGEC. The
boulders should typically range from 2 to 5 feet in size. Typical materials suitable for this application
include basalt, limestone and some sandstones.

2. The slope/boulder foundation subgrade should be cleared of vegetation, rock or other obstacles and
the surface level and smooth such that depressions and humps do not exceed 6 inches.

3. The boulders placed at the base of the slope should be embedded (E) at least 1 foot below the lowest
adjacent grade.

4. The slope/boulder subgrade should be properly prepared/compacted as directed by the geotechnical
engineer prior to placing fill or boulders.

5. Boulders should provide for a flat stacking surface with the largest boulders placed at the base of the

slope. The base boulder should be at least 4 (H7) in size with boulder sizes decreasing as they are
stacked.

6. The boulders should be stacked no steeper than Ya:1 (Horizontal:Vertical). Less steep slopes may be
required at the engineers discretion.

7. A minimum set-back of at least 1.0HT feet is recommended for load bearing structures (i.e. footings)
from the top of the interior edge of boulder faced slope.

B. Geosynthetic Notes:

1. The placement of the geosynthetic should be observed by a representative of AGEC to verify
the specified geosynthetic is being used and properly placed. It should be stretched by hand
until taut and free of wrinkles. Individual lengths of the geosynthetic reinforcement should be
overlapped at least 1 foot.

2. The filter fabric may consist of Mirafi 140N, non-woven filter fabric or equivalent.

C. Grading Notes:

1. Backfill utilized behind boulders should consist of on site processed mudstone. Mudstone backfill
should be properly moisture conditioned and processed such that the maximum particle size is less
than 6 inches.
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Item 3 - HC rpt for 4-15-20 request to paint mural on existing concrete wall  at 3176 SC Drive.docx
[bookmark: _GoBack]City Council agenda report for 4/22/20 at 5pm



Agenda Item:  Consider a request for a mural to be painted on an existing concrete wall at 3176 Santa Clara Drive.    Jonathon Kolon, applicant and property owner

Applicant:  Mr. Jonathon Kolon, property owner

Sign location:  3176 Santa Clara Drive

Mural Artist:   Mr. Daniel Growler



Request:   The city has received a request from Mr. Jonathon Kolon, property owner, to allow him to hire an artist to paint a mural on an existing concrete retaining wall along his property frontage at 3176 Santa Clara Drive (see photos of property attached).    The city staff has reviewed the request and support the proposed mural believing it would provide an aesthetic improvement to the barren concrete wall along his Santa Clara Drive frontage.   The applicant stated that he and his wife will take responsibility for maintenance of the art work – both in terms of potential graffiti repair and refreshing the art work when original has faded.



Relevant City Code provisions from Chapter 17.45 Historic District Sign Code

1.  17.45.020 Definitions:   Wall Mural: A work of art such as a painting applied directly to a wall, fence, pavement, or similar surface that is decorative in nature and content.

2.  17.45.050 Review Procedures:   A sign application is reviewed by staff, and upon staff request may be reviewed by the Heritage Commission.

(note, in this case the City Council will also consider this request because the retaining wall is on city right of way)

3.   17.45.120 Permitted Permanent Signs

         L.  Murals:  Wall murals shall be permitted if the content is in keeping with a moral society and in keeping with the theme of the Historic District and is approved by the Heritage Commission.    A maximum of ten percent of the mural may be used for advertising as long as the advertisement is incorporated into the mural.    (note, no advertising is proposed in this request)

		1) Size : limited to one wall

	2) Height Limit:  Must be below the roofline of the wall ( note, assumes         the mural is on the wall of a building).

	3)  Illumination:  Murals may be illuminated; see section 17.45.110:J.  (note, in this case no illumination is proposed)



Proposed size and design of mural:   The proposed mural has a Native American design which seems appropriate given the proximity to the Jacob Hamblin pioneer home.  ( See attached photos of proposed wall design.)    Jacob Hamblin was famous for his ability to deal with Native American tribes, among his many other skills.    The size of the mural is basically the size of the existing concrete wall;   the circles shown in the photo are approximately 6’ in size and staff understands the mural will extend all or most of the length of the wall.  

 

Heritage Commission action:    The HC recommends approval of the wall mural with the condition that the Commission may inspect the final art work to see that it follows the general design presented and approved by the HC on 4/15/20.    The applicant, Mr Jonathon Kolon, said  during the HC meeting that he will be glad to work with the city to get a small plaque posted next to the mural which will briefly describe the meaning of the art work, which is about “life forces of the earth”.    Corey Bundy will coordinate a possible plaque with Mr Kolon.
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Item 2b -11514-19 Roadway Dedication Boundary 012120.docx


Roadway Dedication Boundary, January 21, 2020





A public roadway of variable width in the City of Santa Clara, Washington County, Utah.  Said roadway being located in the Southeast Quarter of Section 16, Township 42 South, Range 16 West, Salt Lake Base and Meridian.  The perimeter of said roadway being more particularly described by metes and bounds as follow:



Commencing at an existing ring and lid monument located at the intersection of 300 East Street (Old Farm Road) and Vineyard Drive (Formally known as Shady Lane) in Santa Clara, Utah. Thence South 54°23'58" East 529.57 feet along the centerline of Vineyard Drive; thence South 01°25'52" West 25.986 feet to the Point of Beginning.  Said point of Beginning also being on the Southerly right-of-way line of Vineyard Drive as per the widening of said roadway shown and dedicated to public use with the “Ownership & Right of Way Map” for Shady Lane in the Santa Clara Townsite, on file as Instrument No. 182671 in the Office of the Washington County, Utah Recorder.



Thence South 54°23'58" East 54.90 feet along the Southerly right-of-way line of Vineyard Drive;

thence Southwesterly, a distance of 32.51 feet along the arc of a 15.00 foot radius curve to the left, (Radius point bears: South 35°36'02" West) through a central angle of 124°10'10" to a point of tangency;

thence South 01°25'52" West 343.11 feet;

thence North 88°34'08" West 35.08 feet to a point on the Easterly boundary of that parcel described in Instrument No. 20120042772;

[bookmark: _GoBack]thence North 00°48'40" East 124.29 feet along the Easterly line of said parcel to a point that bears South 52°59'20" East 12.39 feet from the Northwesterly corner of Somerset Estates Subdivision, according to the Official Plat thereof, on file as on file as Instrument No. 501103;

thence continuing North 00°48'40" East 20.45 feet to a point on the Southerly line of Lot 10, Block 11 of the Santa Clara Townsite and Field Survey;

thence South 52°59'20" East 2.03 feet along said Southerly line to its intersection with the Westerly line of a 20 foot wide public roadway described in “Exhibit A” of that Judgement of Quiet Title with Civil Case No. 080500356.  A copy of said judgement can be found on file as on file as Instrument No. 20100032732;

thence North 01°25'52" East 251.63 feet along said Westerly line to its intersection with the Southerly line of Vineyard Drive;

thence South 54°23'58" East 15.71 feet along said Southerly line to the Point of Beginning.



Affecting approximately 13,721 square feet or 0.315 acres.
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Item 2 - CC Agenda Rpt for 4-22-20 Road dedication plat for Caymus Lane.docx
City Council Agenda Report for 4/22/20:  Consider approval of a Road Dedication Plat for Caymus Lane.



Applicants:   Various property owners have cooperated in the dedication of property for the platting of Caymus Lane, a public street intersecting with Vineyard Drive.

Engineer:   Rosenberg Associates

 





Various property owners along the proposed Caymus Lane have agreed to dedicate the necessary road right of way to get this street properly dedicated and a plat recorded with the county.    The proposed public street is 343’ in length and 35’ wide.     Lance Rigby is the contractor who will complete the street improvements.    There is a request pending for a building permit for a single family home and this proposed public street will provide the necessary access.    The future extension of Caymus Lane could also lead to additional single family homes along the street extension.

  The total area for the current road dedication amounts to 0.31 acre.



Staff recommends approval of the road dedication plat.   (Note that road dedications do not require a public hearing, whereas the vacating of a street or easement does require a public hearing.)
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0.31
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Staff recommends approval of the road dedication plat



.



   



(Note that road dedications do not 



require a public hearing, whereas th



e vacating of a street or easement does require a public 



hearing.)



 






City Council   Agenda Repo rt for  4 / 22/20 :    Consider approval of a Road  Dedication Plat for  Caymus Lane.     Applic ants:     V arious prop erty owners  have coope rated in  the   dedication of property for  the   platting of Caymus Lane, a public str eet  intersecti ng with Vineyard Drive.   Eng in eer :   Rosenberg Associates           Various p roperty owner s  along  the proposed Caymus Lane   have agreed  to dedicate  the  necessary road right of way to get   this street   properly dedicated and a plat recorded with the  county.      T h e propose d public street is 343 ’   in length and 35 ’   wide.     Lance  Rigby is the  contractor who will  complete the  street improvements.    There  is a   request   pending for a  building permit for a si ngle  family home and this propo sed public stre et wi ll provide the  necessary acc ess.    The future exten sion of Caymus Lane coul d   a lso lead to additional single  family h omes   along the street exten sion.      The total area for   the   current   road dedication   amounts to  0.31   acre .     Staff recommends approval of the road dedication plat .     (Note that road dedications do not  require a public hearing, whereas th e vacating of a street or easement does require a public  hearing.)  
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SANTA CLARA CITY HILLSIDE REVIEW BOARD
MEETING MINUTES
2603 Santa Clara Drive
Wednesday, April 1, 2020

Present: Wayne Rogers, Chair
David Black
Tracy Ence
Todd Jacobsen
Joby Venuti

Staff: Corey Bundy, Community Development Director
Bob Nicholson, City Planner
Todd Olsen, City Engineer
Selena Nez, Secretary

Others Present: Kyle Hafen
Joe Platt, Applicant
Brett Henke, Kuma Engineering

1. Call to Order.

Chair Wayne Rogers called the meeting to order at 12:00 p.m.

2. Working Agenda:

A. General Business.

1. Request Recommendation to Planning Commission for Hillside Review
of The Edge at Grand Desert Amended Preliminary Plat, Located in the
South Hills Area, South of the Sycamore Subdivision, Joseph Platt,
Applicant; Brett Henke, Kuma Engineering.

Chair Rogers reported that the above project was reviewed by the Hillside Review Board about two
years earlier; however, because there have been changes to the original plan, the Hillside Review
Board felt that more discussion and review was needed. Some of the changes included the
following:

e Extension of the road through what is known as the Williams property, where Chapel Street
will connect to the project.

e A small change was made to the alignment of the road extension that provides access to the
top.

e What was originally called the Future Phase is now Phase 1.
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Brett Henke, from Kuma Engineering, reported that the layout of the Hotel Central area has
changed slightly from what was originally presented. He explained that with regard to the access
road that runs to the BLM to the west, it is now proposed that there be retaining with rock or
concrete on the north edge of the roadway, where the level lots would be. Mr. Henke stated that the
Hotel Central area has elevations for the lowest levels such as the parking level and a hotel step off
the building and in the back. As part of the new proposal, the road would be cut and retained. The
edges would be retained so that the project does not push up into the hill or on either side of the
road and the drainage will adhere to the recommendations based on the original plan. Mr. Henke
noted that some adjustments may be needed depending on what happens with the road and the final
approvals.

Community Development Director, Corey Bundy read the Soils Report but had not seen anything
regarding the hotel side or the upper portion of the roadway. Mr. Henke stated that that information
was included in the report and the addendum letter included as part of the additional submission.
Mr. Henke reviewed the site plan showing where the explorations were or are taking place and
although a few have not yet been drilled, there is enough information from the previous study.
Although they get close to clay in a few locations, for the most part, separation is maintained from
the clay on the hillside.

In response to a question about test holes on the north end of the Chapel Street Drive extension,
Chair Rogers stated that there is a separate report that begins where the original report left off.
While the test hits in the original report showed blue clay most of the way, the test hits to the north
showed sandstone. To the north, there is a layer of sandstone, which is why the bridge was placed
in its current location. There was a small amount of clay on top of the sandstone in one of the holes,
and the sandstone acts as a good stabilizer for the hillside.

City Engineer and Engineering Consultant, Todd Olson, stated that he had not seen the updated
Geotech report findings and asked if the areas on the original report that were in blue clay would
have the four-foot excavation. Chair Rogers confirmed that that would be the case and that the
recommendations would remain the same.

Kyle Hafen commented that the process is still being worked through with the Bureau of Land
Management (“BLM”) because they want the BLM access to be a secondary road. The reason the
road is showing on the current plan is to go through the process and have it approved as a backup
plan as a secondary access. The hope, however, was that the road will not be needed.

Chair Rogers explained that they want to use as much on-site rock as possible for cuts and fills.
The new plan shows only one location with a large cut that will require significant engineering for
the wall. David Black pointed out that on the north side of the road there will be a fill but it flattens
out. He suggested that instead of retaining the fill areas, a flatter slope be placed on the north side
of the road and let it run out at perhaps 4-to-1 so that it can be revegetated. That way, the mitigation
could be by slope restoration and not necessarily by retaining.

Support was expressed for Board Member Black’s idea, and it was noted that anything that can be
done to minimize retaining walls and work with the original topography would be best.
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Board Member Black assumed that the fill slope by TP 6 would be retained so that the drainage
would not be impacted. If stacked rock or block is used, it would be important to keep it as natural-
looking as possible.

Chair Rogers affirmed that other local areas have the same rock that could be used so that the
natural colors can be matched.

Board Member Black asked if the drainage into the roadway would drain into a storm drain, drain
down the asphalt or if there would be a cut ditch on one side, and what type of erosion protection
there would be. He also asked where the drainage would eventually go. Mr. Henke explained that
there will be curb and gutter in the road with inlet boxes to capture the water. The water would be
routed into a tie-in that runs into the wash near TP 5. Eventually, the drainage will run into the
river.

Joby Venuti asked how the drainage will be addressed on the west side near the top of the cut.
Mr. Henke explained that having a ditch on the upside with a crossover to the other side or the
storm drain would be the best way to capture the water from the slope. It would then tie into the
storm drain where possible. He added that it would be better to have more ties to prevent excessive
flow in a channel above the walls.

Board Member Venuti stated that from a construction perspective, it is important to protect the
walls on the north side and ensure that the water does not get behind the retaining. Mr. Henke
agreed and stated that there will have to be a swale on top for erosion control, such as a check dam
or riprap in critical areas, and connections into the drainage system that runs in the roadway.

Board Member Black inquired about drainage. Since there can be erosion coming off of the hill, he
asked if the catch basins that drain into the wash by cross-section CC could be connected and taken
down to the north of the bridge. Mr. Henke stated that he tried to match the original studies, which
showed locations where they had proposed to take drainage up from the road into the washes. He
agreed that it would be better to avoid areas where there would be erosion in the wash and continue
the drainage down to the bridge. He explained that the goal in the hotel area would be to split the
drainage going north. The drainage would then go down that road to the east depending on what
happens with the road. The big swale between Hotel Central and the BLM road is one of the major
drainages so the plan has direct flows there. However, since that road might go away, some
modifications may have to be made. Mr. Henke stated that they would make any needed
modifications to the original drainage submitted such as the street, storm drain, and the hydraulic
grade line. He stressed that they would meet all requirements. Mr. Henke added that the architect’s
goal was to design the building to look as if it were placed in the hillside.

Board Member Black referenced Snapshot 5 and inquired about fill in one of the washes. He asked
if that was to be a retain fill with rock rather than catch it down the hill. Mr. Henke stated that the
original language called for a small seven-foot rock wall. He did not know if those plans would
remain the same or if the grades would remain the same. Board Member Black stated that it would
minimize the disturbance to not try to catch fill down the slope. He was not concerned about
aesthetics or the cuts because the developer will want to hide them to the extent possible. He was
concerned about the uncertainty of the situation. Various possible scenarios were described and he
asked if something should be done to ensure that the disturbance is addressed. For example, the
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entrance road could potentially be a separate phase and bonded to ensure that it does not remain
unfinished.

Mr. Bundy agreed and pointed out that there is already a section on page 15 of the Hillside
Ordinance that specifies the bonding requirement. The intent was to make sure that it will be a
facility that the City does not have to provide ongoing maintenance for.

Board Member Venuti expressed concern about number five and making sure the drainage on the
top of the walls is as it should be. He agreed with Board Member Black’s idea to slope out the
bottom part because it would be effective and save money.

Board Member Black moved to approve The Edge at Grand Desert Amended Preliminary
Plat, located in the South Hills area, south of the Sycamore Subdivision, as presented with the
following recommendations:

1. Address the concerns about the slope above and the retaining walls regarding
drainage.

2. Any natural rocks or concrete block should match the area and color
aesthetically.

3. There should be bonding on this project for the roadway, in accordance with the
current ordinance.

Board Member Ence seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously with one
abstention. Board Member Todd Jacobsen abstained from the vote as he is one of the Project
Engineers.

The applicant, Joe Platt noted that the plan was previously approved by the Planning Commission
and asked what the next step should be. Mr. Bundy stated that the request should next be reviewed
by the City Council and that the preliminary plat would need to be updated under the new
engineering company, Kuma Engineering.

City Planner, Bob Nicholson, stated that a public hearing is not required but observed that the
preliminary plat has changed significantly. The original plat was more residential, whereas the
current one is primarily the hotel project. Mr. Platt noted that more soil work and drainage studies
have been completed but the scale and scope of the project has not changed. Mr. Nicholson
commented that the changes made to the new plat may require Planning Commission review.

2. Review Hillside Ordinance and Make Recommendation for Public
Hearing to Planning Commission.

Chair Rogers reported that the desire was for the Board to review the Hillside Ordinance and
discuss the possibility of making changes. He asked that the Board Members review the ordinance
and make a list of questions to be shared with the group. There could then be discussion on
potential changes or additions.

David Black shared the following thoughts regarding the ordinance:
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e Require developers to build retaining walls as part of the subdivision.

e Set a standard for minimum roadway sections when there are blue clay areas (two feet over,
four feet over, etc.)

e Do not require borings on every lot or eliminate borings that go to a sufficient depth below
the plan cuts.

e Issues with developers wanting to extend fills into an area designated as open space.

e Drainage issues or requirements on the back of residential lots.
Mr. Nicholson requested that Board Member Black send his ideas to Selena Nez to forward to all of
the Board Members. He and Mr. Bundy would compare the ideas to the Hillside and Subdivision

Ordinances to see where there are gaps or where the current requirements may need to be enhanced.

Mr. Bundy suggested tabling review of the Hillside Ordinance until the following month to allow
the Board Members to review it. The Board Members agreed.

3. Discussion Items.

There were no discussion items.

4. Approval of Minutes.

A. Request Approval of the January 15, 2020, Meeting Minutes.

Board Member Black moved to approve the minutes of January 15, 2020. Board Member
Ence seconded the motion. The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board.

5. Adjournment.

The Hillside Review Board Meeting adjourned at approximately 1:16 p.m.

Corey Bundy
Community Development Director

Approved:

Santa Clara City Hillside Review Board Meeting — 04/01/20 5






image18.emf
Item 1b - Edge Pre  Plat 12-23-19 24X36.pdf


Item 1b - Edge Pre Plat 12-23-19 24X36.pdf
\ (
>
- LENE @ 7
me . o
mi a
g HHRSSZ%R
1) (J
R | _Lf Y
H ) || &
B g
S “ O] 2
&2 wmﬁws ELVED % MARLENE A TRS) E
e (e SAN s
)| ; s
BN [<b)
o
~ g™ =
~ G TRk \\ L /////// 7 ///// \\
e T W el [ Sl W S N ORI :
(T ool alorp U AT p. R Al £y b \ z
e R e WA ~ L
ol L AP e s b e ¥ q
S~ - JORNWAYNE Wl LSRG AN, TR e S
Fey \TRQp s Wt \\NIELSO ey B ‘ %/ //7 ////////// / \
R N N 92 . 55, N
faiiy o N, et J - = o i AR =
ST e S N R - (R \WoRT
SRR el iEEle s : e oo T it
b T S RS R ok, e ( e aats 2 e
ERNO S Uit SRR K JOHN WAY/ Foy pat v .
SN ERON e O e = VICINITY MAF :
SENNAFEES O SN RN Y/ ///////// /////5;;22/7/5?% SANTA CLARA, UTAH q
AR ‘::\\\\\\\\\\Q\\\\\\\ \11”1”//W(// G e R AN ST s R sl g ’ PROJECT L >
\\\\\\1\\1\i\\\\\‘\\\\\\\\\\ ~ \\\\{\\\1\\\\(\/ { //7;/;;62/:2/;/44 5t \ = e ¥ ek e AR el K LOCATION > ;OO
¢ >~ e 5 i e ¢ ; o s = s PSS \
TR R bR Sotee ’ e =z e - < b = % <3 <3
RN N G ERNG NS e o e S NS T Oags
o e SEausE iy
\\\\;;1\\ \\ \\\ //H\\\\)\\—; ¥ \\ O:)g
MR AR O e W Z A
E\Q\\gﬂi\\\\?\\\\\, ‘j%}z/kﬂ?\/(;/ 7/711 ni\i . 100  R/W 32" RIGHT—OF—WAY RIW__ 100 D r 5 29
NE \ A l i § o NG PUBLIC unmsugxk‘scwﬁm us3
3\\\\‘\2\\\\ \\\\\\\\\\ \\\\\r\ \\>>}>>)/ l_é\:‘\ \\ \\i\i UTILITY EASEMENT ) o ¢ o P ¥ ﬂ ?) =
e \ N =" ' ©
\\\\\\%H )\)\\W\ || \\\\3%@&3\\\\ W S i //// ————— \\\ 3 ‘ g
LT BRI R Eoem e / ! Simivemsite SeaS N 2 WE, Y
E L \ S ASEERLE \ / / . d
” ‘ \ \\ N o ok / / { ’ H H o \-” AR G R, S V«Q/ ///// \ | Iz Dé‘g_, S 25" ASPHALT Z
JJ/ / | / \ N DO N ) E | (1 ] f\ Rt s N £ \],{b Vb /// !/ | ke 4| [y S Q WITH PRIME
0, 100 b AES e P / A PR R S A S S\ i b X = S 00| g % " m
?;//¢/// //// //// 75t /\//////U//\)// / < f § [ \\\ \\\\\\\\\\\\H \\\ Vel Dt e % \\\\ ¥/(//W/////// / /// e B Bran AR e e S TN e : \\ \\ »D?E;'O\’\ 6" COMPACTE
/ e AT B B L e T 8sse SQ FT - B — e S T e B g s R %5° GRAVEL BASE g VARIES
g 4////// /////\ i//// é//§i /////;/ /74///// \\\ \\ \\\\\\\\\ \\ \\\\\\M\\ LS e e \\\\ S A \\\:M”ll(///Fﬂ/T//g L A 0-203 ACRES ' Ay 2 \\ \\\\\ : _ 24” PRIVATE ROAD 2’ MIN. lLE" WATER
B e R A N e~ Sl SN L e . ARELRY: ouns Ao GuitR_ - L i
MR s R S OF O VORI o T S SR gl Iy e W RE SR 18040 -
WALy 7O S g S AR STy \\\\\\\\ | \\\\\ MR L e \\\\y/ gl SRR X o SNNER \\>\>///// Uf/ﬂ Ea i e | 0 A
WP ES TR B £ L = Ser RERLGURNRRE S e SRR i il i - M e W P
g AT A il PSS Sraraa Lt S SRR IS L X Sl S : S s L i) Tl fater | TYPICAL ROAD SECTION L
£ /J;H// TS W S Y S A K] JJ/\\\\\\\ SRRt e E T and 5 AL SN s ih B Bt GG LA /. 77 £y T : -
WLy Oy His SO gy \f e d G :\;//:\\\.\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ \l W //// 2\ \\\\/ & : - = :1—/;//;////;;//;/é/c,jj////;////j/;// ///////// 32 RIGHT-OF—WAY g
LSRRG S RS R L S e O W NIRRT e i e W) Seis B S7) 0101
S e hoflie S = £ AT aNTh BN | Wl hidslr e A /. v
i U/>/ //78/(\//// Pl R S Sy T //// // S AL / :77///;/////// //////4////////2’/2/%//?/// i / ?/////%Sé/ —
P //////// S /</ { i\\§§\<s\\\H\\\\\\\\\l\lﬂ/ BN SRR N \\\\\\\\/N L ///////4/;/0/////W///////ﬁ/////;//, i y /6l ////f{
/jﬂ//// el ///[ // > jj o >4 i\i\\iS\f\!i\\\\\\\\ii\\\\\\t\\\l\.(/ //l//// / {41 \\\\\\\fg\\&f I ///////////////ij\l[m(//r// //////////ﬁ/// | LEGEND c|_|/J) -
7 £ oy : 18517 SQ FT /////// // ///// / 14 i 'y Y &
SN \\\\ W / \ . 7AWy e e // IEP I
= Gl 2 ol e [ <
NS e 2l ol e - P <o 3
SRR Ty /Y \/i l//////;///////( EXISTING CONTOUR (2’) — — . < T Z (7')
/ ///J//////;//////’\ EXISTNG CONTOUR (10°)  — — ~ —~— — — O E =
10789 SQ FT W /////// 7
o e | o ///////////j//// 2 EXISTING SEWER LINE e e —————— - w 2
T //// & f ” 2 (a'm
el T Y i Ko e i o T =% R - A % e : " ///////??// 5 EXISTING WATER LINE —EX—8"—W—— ——— >— oo T
’///ﬁ :\\Q\\\\; /ji:/;;;////fg/z/:g"‘::::‘;f/\\:/”\:li:\\ gy e —— ) i ; ////W//// e/ EXISTING STORM DRAIN — —a —o —— OC Ly % %
e e N L NN i SR B G e e e ey S R s % Vit ks 257 TING GAS MAN ~~ —=—=—=G————=G————0— <t
e NP e e e s e e DEEEIR % o e ////////////////////// / S e EXIS S . << W 25
22 ///“\\\\xq///////////ﬁ;///4/4;7/;/\::\’ :Zi:::::5§‘§ s \ o e R //i T /:://j//////////////// /] I/////M / /7 EXISTING UNDERGROUND POWER P Z L] > o~
ek //jQi\s\v///////222?/;22%2§§§321®:}::£§\\\\ AR P AR S s s e o e POSD AR LIE " o S Q3¢
;// //////fQi;{ﬁ%;é?fgf/éé/ééiif\\:\\\i:1?1 ) b A / ’ //;/)\\/”\m\\\ \// / PROPOSED SEWER LINE ss 8" 2 =
e Ve T SRR S Sl @ |
/////// /////// \EE:§252?Z?6?ZZ§§S§§§\ < ; & s > J | ; 4/ s |)’//}’\\\\|\\/ PROPOSED STORM DRAIN . > : O ?3: 8 5
/ % / / / —522//?////////?24/4// 3 ~— - - / “"—\“\\\ == » £/ 3 I’Jf{HM\\ EXISITNG FIRE HYDRANT ﬁ Z QO ©
X Eofo lof SR s s e s o™ - — > L o“ NG D LLl S <
I L2 2 : , AN Pt : \ N g STAKED POINT IN FIELD X o Lz
R M B e ey o ] B g g 3 A MDA L oLE
G il e, 1T R = - ) SRV e no>zz
,////ﬁ//////////gggé/f// o RN N ey 2 : ’ I//// Quagw
EB T i e [ / () r B
b S - b L
gt L 2 I AT it L W O
W27 )i 3 @ % PR S P AT A n o
A A / NERUEE S . N g B s A AR o LAY Sy MR TTiRe)]
i i //7//// oS e Rt i s 7 el SO ////;%/? NOTES: < W 2
"&;///@ 7 6 das '/ ) e I PR Nl i i | £ Prrin s Al K ///// e A 1. ALL LOTS HAVE 7.5 FOOT REAR AND SIDE YARD AND 10.0 FOOT FRONT PUE AND NG E 5
Ay 13023 SQ FT! T R e AT g DAL L £ Ry (oLl L
L a ~0.299 ACRES — i A 22 = Py i / Faun Teid LoV &1\ W \( DRAINAGE EASEMENTS N L
S : B T T g ERRRE M R 1, AN | ARy T o Y ASEMENTS T2
:47//4///%/// b ChELE L gy e/ ( o ke SR e N sy 2. ALL STREETS HAVE 10 FOOT PUE AND DRAINAGE E < TR e)
EZ/////M/ 4 #:3 ERAsg : [ 1/ (// ////J/ /////7/{7 ) \ \ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \ \\\\\ . FRONT SET BACK IS 25 FEET, REAR AND SIDE YARD SETBACK IS 10 FEET LL] E
' : /
////j%// 4 A ‘\ : ; | \ 5 \/ 2l LA ) L e /> /? PRTONIERRERRS 00 - Xa's ) 4. CURRENT ZONE IS PDR T
o ’HHH\‘\\\\(/f?///H\i\\\\\ O A b iy —
v P S e G B e SR T A L e
7 k I R SR D RS SRS I i B A
’/Z/ fIHHK/ '] J ,)/ /////////\\ S:J:/:\\N////J// \
o A ////// //////:\\\\\\\‘f/:////,:\\:_::::i e
swebpgese o h o
I o 2 AR R e o B R S e e
N / (AL Wi //////Zi//////////;f//i// BrESasa T Te S a2 o 0 80 BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION
” ke T T S R e R S R B R R A
/ gy // B /////////////7///5///////// Iy F L bt RN e — BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SECTION 16, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN
% L S T 0 s 8 v A S e FET RUNNING THENCE NORTH 00'33'38” EAST 1042.75 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 8927'24" EAST 72.72 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00'32'36” EAST
~ // / ////////// /// /9t // BT T \1 @i S0P e SCALE INF 30.03 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 89727'24” EAST 121.39 FEET; THENCE NORTH 34'36'33" EAST 114.57 FEET, THENCE NORTH 57%57'18" EAST
i A % o S s d e b e N s 98.51 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE LEFT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
e £ <Q\\\\\\»\\\\(///// ( & ( / RV X £ T S e B g e 57°34'51", HAVING A RADIUS OF 175.00 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS SOUTH 621825 EAST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS SOUTH
\ VOl b LAY [y TS T e R e 0105'51” EAST 168.56 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 175.87 FEET; THENCE NORTH 60°06'44” EAST 50.00 FEET;
gl NG g Rl o g Tl {055 G N T B R R Lo Lt e e R THENCE NORTH 53'28'45" EAST 413.79 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 200323" EAST 128.44 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 8910'08" EAST 15118 FEET,
e SRR ///f/,/”m ff s /// i) // Tord s i::/5A<§/2f4325 THENCE NORTH 02'31°51” EAST 119.16 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 89'23'51” EAST 417.93 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00°3111” WEST 1330.45 FEET;
i / HIGEN //”H!H NARERE A A // / ////é/j///fjs\\\/////g/;ff\ THENCE NORTH 89112'29" WEST 1338.71 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. )
= / e RN ANl A R N CONTAINING 37.326 ACRES. Project : EDGE
[ L] fol s ATATY TR R e \ \f AR R e ¥ o b T
g |{HH//H//(/\//«HHll‘\\\\\ o /////////////7‘3\\\\3//§//” File : PRE PLAT
s -\ ¥% —
o \1 || \\ | \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ \\ “ : \~ ‘x | \\)W??H) l \ | l\ | ; | \\\\\\ \\/ f// ;/l/f////////// ////7/\\\\\\z?/2¢i‘ Date : DEC 2019
frdn / 5y s xe vl
\l\}\\\);}|:II/)/\III/H/”//];j/) \}‘\\\\\\\ \\HM///I///,/// \ \\\\///////// Drafted by« BH
b9 by 4 1l Ao L T ¥ i LU T e e S g R :
L By, by : BH
e e s o4 \ / 4 | ///////// ///I/}//’/l/’//“f}//’// i ' \/ \\\ \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\l\\\\L \//;////j DEVELOPER | Review by
Tt E5T LRI R A Ty o Ly SOOI e 0 0 SYCAMORE DEVELOPMENT .
1R P A /////////////////////?////é////////’ T o \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\(f—)/// CONTACT: PATRICK MANNING Scale :
ot 7 LR ST B AR o P L 9T BV EL LS gl o PN A TR ey (303) 565-4420 1 =80
o3 Lt L0 /{ i LRI g i A e (.8 ;n;\\\\m/#//m@/ L
S PR S e LR B TR e RS R THE EDGE OF GRAND DESERT
fe N ' ! i / / /. / SHERY \ PRET /NG PSRN, 4 LOCATED IN: ,
B0 32 W/ % bl S e v = & e o SO AV TS R SR SR Ny LN ] i Sheet No.
e T S 3 bl e Sk 7 A S e R, y Y fH(I// (7 THE SE 1/4 OF SECTION 17
’ //////\ Vo J | £ / //// : ////// /;@w@@@@@ﬁ@?¥\~;2?://////f//;i/f///,/ L1 b g1 ///7////7////////;//?///////// / // //’//7///7///////////////////// ' TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, PRE
DAL e ¢ A8 ) N e e /;// S PR AT IR /////‘////,//,///)l r'5;////// //,/4//////7.///f/,////////////ff///////,/ 6. ok ‘T///////,//////.///,é,{{// | :/[ SALT LAKE CITY BASE & MERIDIAN
J \\




AutoCAD SHX Text

EL. 2767.70



AutoCAD SHX Text

5015



AutoCAD SHX Text

SW CORNER SECTION 16 T.42S., R.16W., S.L.B.&M.



AutoCAD SHX Text

CC SECTION 20/21 T.42S., R.16W., S.L.B.&M.



AutoCAD SHX Text

1/16 CORNER SECTION 16 T.42S., R.16W., S.L.B.&M.



AutoCAD SHX Text

2900



AutoCAD SHX Text

2890



AutoCAD SHX Text

2870



AutoCAD SHX Text

2860



AutoCAD SHX Text

2850



AutoCAD SHX Text

2840



AutoCAD SHX Text

2830



AutoCAD SHX Text

2820



AutoCAD SHX Text

2810



AutoCAD SHX Text

2800



AutoCAD SHX Text

2900



AutoCAD SHX Text

2890



AutoCAD SHX Text

2880



AutoCAD SHX Text

2950



AutoCAD SHX Text

2940



AutoCAD SHX Text

2920



AutoCAD SHX Text

2930



AutoCAD SHX Text

2940



AutoCAD SHX Text

2940



AutoCAD SHX Text

2930



AutoCAD SHX Text

2920



AutoCAD SHX Text

2880



AutoCAD SHX Text

2870



AutoCAD SHX Text

2860



AutoCAD SHX Text

2850



AutoCAD SHX Text

2840



AutoCAD SHX Text

2830



AutoCAD SHX Text

2820



AutoCAD SHX Text

2810



AutoCAD SHX Text

2800



AutoCAD SHX Text

2790



AutoCAD SHX Text

2780



AutoCAD SHX Text

2770



AutoCAD SHX Text

2760



AutoCAD SHX Text

2750



AutoCAD SHX Text

2890



AutoCAD SHX Text

2900



AutoCAD SHX Text

2910



AutoCAD SHX Text

2920



AutoCAD SHX Text

SANTA CLARA DR.



AutoCAD SHX Text

CLARY HILLS DRIVE



AutoCAD SHX Text

SCALE IN FEET



AutoCAD SHX Text

 DEVELOPER



AutoCAD SHX Text

SYCAMORE DEVELOPMENT



AutoCAD SHX Text

CONTACT: PATRICK MANNING



AutoCAD SHX Text

(303) 565-4420



AutoCAD SHX Text

LOCATED IN: THE SE 1/4 OF SECTION 17 TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, SALT LAKE CITY BASE & MERIDIAN



AutoCAD SHX Text

THE EDGE OF GRAND DESERT



AutoCAD SHX Text

HOTEL CENTRAL



AutoCAD SHX Text

FUTURE CONDO PHASE A



AutoCAD SHX Text

FUTURE CONDO PHASE B



AutoCAD SHX Text

LEGEND



AutoCAD SHX Text

EXISTING SEWER LINE



AutoCAD SHX Text

EXISTING WATER LINE



AutoCAD SHX Text

PROPOSED WATER LINE



AutoCAD SHX Text

PROPOSED STORM DRAIN



AutoCAD SHX Text

PROPOSED SEWER LINE



AutoCAD SHX Text

EXISTING STORM DRAIN



AutoCAD SHX Text

EXISTING GAS MAIN



AutoCAD SHX Text

EXISTING UNDERGROUND POWER



AutoCAD SHX Text

EXISITNG FIRE HYDRANT



AutoCAD SHX Text

D



AutoCAD SHX Text

Y



AutoCAD SHX Text

H



AutoCAD SHX Text

EXISTING CONTOUR (10')



AutoCAD SHX Text

EXISTING CONTOUR (2')



AutoCAD SHX Text

STAKED POINT IN FIELD



AutoCAD SHX Text

X



AutoCAD SHX Text

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION



AutoCAD SHX Text

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SECTION 16, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN RUNNING THENCE NORTH 00°33'38" EAST 1042.75 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 89°27'24" EAST 72.72 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00°32'36" EAST 30.03 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 89°27'24" EAST 121.39 FEET; THENCE NORTH 34°36'33" EAST 114.57 FEET; THENCE NORTH 57°57'18" EAST 98.51 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE LEFT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 57°34'51", HAVING A RADIUS OF 175.00 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS SOUTH 62°18'25" EAST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS SOUTH 01°05'51" EAST 168.56 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 175.87 FEET; THENCE NORTH 60°06'44" EAST 50.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 53°28'45" EAST 413.79 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 20°03'23" EAST 128.44 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 89°10'08" EAST 151.18 FEET; THENCE NORTH 02°31'51" EAST 119.16 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 89°23'51" EAST 417.93 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00°31'11" WEST 1330.45 FEET; THENCE NORTH 89°12'29" WEST 1338.71 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.  CONTAINING 37.326 ACRES.



AutoCAD SHX Text

PHASE 1



AutoCAD SHX Text

LOCATION



AutoCAD SHX Text

PROJECT



AutoCAD SHX Text

SANTA CLARA, UTAH



AutoCAD SHX Text

NORTH



AutoCAD SHX Text

SCALE: NONE



AutoCAD SHX Text

NOTES: 1. ALL LOTS HAVE 7.5 FOOT REAR AND SIDE YARD AND 10.0 FOOT FRONT PUE AND ALL LOTS HAVE 7.5 FOOT REAR AND SIDE YARD AND 10.0 FOOT FRONT PUE AND DRAINAGE EASEMENTS 2. ALL STREETS HAVE 10 FOOT PUE AND DRAINAGE EASEMENTS ALL STREETS HAVE 10 FOOT PUE AND DRAINAGE EASEMENTS 3. FRONT SET BACK IS 25 FEET, REAR AND SIDE YARD SETBACK IS 10 FEET FRONT SET BACK IS 25 FEET, REAR AND SIDE YARD SETBACK IS 10 FEET 4. CURRENT ZONE IS PDRCURRENT ZONE IS PDR



AutoCAD SHX Text

(TYPICAL)



AutoCAD SHX Text

J.U.C. TRENCH



AutoCAD SHX Text

2%



AutoCAD SHX Text

2%



AutoCAD SHX Text

C



AutoCAD SHX Text

14.0'



AutoCAD SHX Text

14.0'



AutoCAD SHX Text

N.T.S.



AutoCAD SHX Text

TYPICAL ROAD SECTION



AutoCAD SHX Text

32' RIGHT-OF-WAY



AutoCAD SHX Text

24" PRIVATE ROAD



AutoCAD SHX Text

CURB AND GUTTER



AutoCAD SHX Text

6" COMPACTED



AutoCAD SHX Text

GRAVEL BASE



AutoCAD SHX Text

2' MIN.



AutoCAD SHX Text

8'



AutoCAD SHX Text

10' MIN



AutoCAD SHX Text

8" WATER



AutoCAD SHX Text

10" SEWER



AutoCAD SHX Text

2.5" ASPHALT



AutoCAD SHX Text

18" MIN. VERTICAL SEPARATION



AutoCAD SHX Text

VARIES



AutoCAD SHX Text

WITH PRIME



AutoCAD SHX Text

2'



AutoCAD SHX Text

SLOPE 2:1



AutoCAD SHX Text

TO CATCH



AutoCAD SHX Text

TO CATCH



AutoCAD SHX Text

SLOPE 2:1



AutoCAD SHX Text

SLOPE 2:1



AutoCAD SHX Text

TO CATCH



AutoCAD SHX Text

TO CATCH



AutoCAD SHX Text

SLOPE 2:1



AutoCAD SHX Text

2'



AutoCAD SHX Text

32' RIGHT-OF-WAY



AutoCAD SHX Text

R/W



AutoCAD SHX Text

R/W



AutoCAD SHX Text

10.0'



AutoCAD SHX Text

PUBLIC



AutoCAD SHX Text

UTILITY EASEMENT



AutoCAD SHX Text

MODIFIED CURB



AutoCAD SHX Text

& GUTTER



AutoCAD SHX Text

10.0'



AutoCAD SHX Text

PUBLIC



AutoCAD SHX Text

UTILITY EASEMENT



AutoCAD SHX Text

FUTURE SINGLE FAMILY PHASE A





		Sheets and Views

		Layout1 (3)






image19.emf
Item 1a - The Edge  at Grand Desert Amended Preliminary Plat Application.pdf


Item 1a - The Edge at Grand Desert Amended Preliminary Plat Application.pdf
Project Plan Amendment Cost: $ 200.00

Major Subdivision: 3650
% or Minor Subdivision: 3550
# of lots x 335 per lot

Lots: 1-9 | 8300 200-349 | 81,175
10-19 | 8400 350-499 | 81,650
20-49 | 8475 500-499 | $2,100
50-99 | 8625 700-999 | 82,650

100-199 | 8825 1000+ | 82,650

| Filing Fee: $_650.00
Residential Subdivision | Lot Fee: § 400.00
Preliminary Plat Application ‘ Water Modeling Fee: §_455-00
Amended f Total Fees: $_1,505.00
Previously paid on original application by check no. 0082 receipt no. 1.219310

SANTA CLARA

FOUNDED 1854

E—

WATER
MODELING

Proposed Subdivision Name: _THE FDGFE AT GRAND DESFRT

Applicant(s) / Property Owner(s) Information
LEGAL OWNER(S) OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: _CLARA LAND L1 C

MAILING ADDRESS: ____PQ BOX 236 CITY: SANTACLARA sTATE: UT _zip: 84765
EMALL: _ KYLEHAFEN@GMAIL.COM _ prone: 435-236-4149 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: __ SOUTHEAST CORNER OF GATES LANE AND CLARY HILLS DRIVE

Section(s): 16 Township(s): 42 S Range: 16 W

ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER(S): ___SC-6-2-16 AND SC-6-2-16-323
Current Zoning Designation: PLANNED DEVELOPMENT

Parcel Size (acres): 70 AC APRQOX Number of Lots: 5 Number of Phases: 3
Major Cross Street(s): SANTA CLARA DR AND CLARY HILLS DR

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:
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: bl‘-’_(‘_. 20 24214 g‘l/w/bm
PROPERTH BWNE
R

PROPERTY OWNER
STATE OF UTAH )
S8
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON)
On this 20 day of ik (e [K{ ,20 lq personally appeared before me
.  and , the signer’s of the above instrument,

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

e eatfDS

Notary Public

JANUARY 8, 2028 issi i
STATE OF UTAN Commission Expires
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_ Subdivision/Development Approval Checklist
SANTA CLARA Santa Clara City

POUNDED 18524

PRELIMINARY PLAT CHECKLIST

Project Name:

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

Q@) N N/A 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)
& N N/A 1. Waterline and hydrant locations in electronic format.
& N N/A 2. Applicable elevation data at valve clusters and hydrants.
Ie9)] N N/A 3. Coordinate system used and in draining. The water model is set up in Utah State planes, NADS3
datum, South Zone, US Foot (UT83-ASF).
@ N N/A 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:
N/A 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)

& N N/A a. Proposed name of subdivision
g N N/A b. Location of subdivision, including the address, section, township, and range
N N/A c. Owner’s name and address
2. General Requirements (16.16.030)
@ N N/A a. North Arrow and Scale (1”= 100’ is preferred; 1= 200’ for large subdivisions)
&O N N/A b. Boundary and phasing plan of the subdivision
& N N/A 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)
@ N N/A 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.
3. Existing Conditions (16.16.040)

N N/A a. Location, width of all streets and homes within two hundred (200) feet of the subdivision.

N N/A b. Boundaries of adjacent tracts of subdivided and un-subdivided land, showing ownership.

N N/A c. Identification of the zone or zones in which the property is located.

N N/A 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.

@ N N/A ¢. 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.
% N N/A f. Ditches, drainage channels, water ways and major washes.

N N/A 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.

@ N N/A h. Exceptional topography-submit necessary map, visuals, etc. that would best reveal the
exceptional topography.

@ N N/A i. Information required for the historic preservation ordinance if the proposed subdivision is within
the historic preservation overlay zone.

® N N/A j. Vicinity map.

® N N/A k. A soils report unless waived by the City Engineer via written & signed correspondence.

O N N/A 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

® N wNa e
and dimensions.

8 N N/A b. Lots: layout, number, and typical dimensions of lots.

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

@ N 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.

@ N N/A e. Stormwater Drainage: A proposed plan to dispose of stormwater drainage for the subdivision.

Pa?) N N/A 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.

@ N 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.

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

@ N 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,

@ N 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?

@ N N/A k. Solid Waste: Determine that the proposed subdivision be served by the existing system.

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

@ N N/A 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 N/A n. Phasing Plan: a phasing plan for the subdivision if phases are proposed.

® N N/A 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.

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

5. Conformance with City Standards

Y N Cfﬁ) a. Historic Preservation Ordinance Requirements (Chapter 17.76)

N /A b. Building Codes

N N/A ¢. Zoning Ordinance (Title 17)

N N/A d. City Standards

N N/A e. Hillside Development Permit as found in Chapter 17.80 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance
Y N f. Flood Damage Prevention Permit as found in Chapter 15.36 of the City’s Municipal Code

67 N N/A 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

CITY OF

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.
(08) *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 Application submittal deadline is four (4) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.
Residential Zone | *Staffacceptance date is three (3) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting.

(R-1)
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 | Application submittal deadline is four (4) weeks prior to the intended Planning Commission Meeting,
Overlay Zone *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 encour to submit their applications in

advance of the established submittal deadline requirements to aveid missing a staff acceptance deadline due to
unforeseen issue(s).

Residential Preliminary Plat Subdivision Application Page7 of 8 Revised 6/6/2018






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

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 — an 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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Item 1 - CC report for 4-22-20 Amended prelim plat for The Edge at Grand Desert phase 1.docx


City Council agenda report for 4/22/20:   Request approval of an amended preliminary plat for The Edge at Grand Desert, phase 1 located in the South Hills area, south of Clary Hills Drive, and south of the Sycamores Subdivision.   





Project:  This is an amended preliminary plat for phase 1 of The Edge at Grand Desert.    The project is a resort type development located in a Planned Development Residential zone.



Applicant:  Sycamore Development, Patrick Manning, Kyle Hafen, reps.



Project Engineer:  Brett Henke, KUMA Engineers



Acres:  37.3 acres for phase 1



This amended preliminary plat for phase 1 has a resort hotel complex and 7 single family lots along with the proposed public street road layout to access the hotel site and single family lots.    The amended phase 1 preliminary plat area is in the SW corner of the project site, and shows the primary street access is through the “Williams” property which is located downslope and closer to the new Chapel Street bridge (now called the “Sycamores bridge”).      The original planned public street was through a wash or small valley coming off the Sycamore subdivision but that street is proposed to be eliminated when a second access is allowed through BLM property located to the west of the Edge project.     In summary the amended phase 1 preliminary plat shows the following; 	

1.   Proposed new public street access coming south (uphill) from the new “Sycamores” bridge.    The original street location in a small wash will be eliminated when BLM approves a street access from the west.   All utilities will be included in the new public street coming from the new bridge area.

2. 7 single family lots located on the north side of main public street and to the north of the proposed hotel site.

3. A resort style hotel with approximately 172 rooms.     The building elevation drawings and parking plan for the hotel will come before the PC and City Council in the coming months for approval.    The applicants are still finalizing hotel details and site layout.

Staff comments; 

1.  The amended preliminary plat is ready for CC consideration and approval, with the understanding that the hotel plan (building elevations and detailed site plan) will come before the PC and CC at a later date.



PC Action:  The PC recommends approval of the preliminary plat with the understanding that the Hillside Review Board may consider the preliminary plat a second time, after the PC consideration and prior to the CC consideration. 



Hillside Review Board recommendation:   The Hillside Review Board recommends approval of the preliminary plat subject to the following two conditions;

1.  Rock retaining walls to be with rock from the site or like colored materials.

2. Post a reclamation bond for the road excavation as per the Hillside ordinance requirement (17.80.030:G).
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bridge (now called the “Sycamores bridge”).      The original planned public street 



was through



 



a wash 



or 



small valley



 



coming off the Sycamore s



ubdivision but that street is proposed to be eliminated when a 



second access is allowed through BLM property located to the west of the Edge project.  



   



In summary 



the amended phase 1 preliminary plat shows the following; 



 



 



1.



 



  



Proposed new public street ac



cess coming south (uphill) from the new “Sycamores” bridge.    



The original street location in a small wash will be eliminated when BLM approves a street 



access 



from the west.   All utilities will be included in the new public street coming from the 



new br



idge area.



 



2.



 



7 single family lots located on the north side of main public street and to the north of the 



proposed hotel site.



 



3.



 



A resort style hotel with approximately 172 rooms.     The building elevation drawings and 



parking plan for the hotel will come bef



ore the PC and City Council in the coming months for 



approval.    The applicants are still finalizing hotel details and site layout.



 



Staff comments; 



 



1.



 



 



The amended preliminary plat is ready for 



C



C consideration and approval, with the 



understanding that the 



hotel plan (building elevations and detailed site plan) will come 



before the PC and CC at a later date.



 



 



PC Action



:  The PC recomm



ends approval of the prelim



inary plat with the understanding that the 



H



illside Review Board may consider the preliminary plat a second time, after the PC consideration and 



prior to t



he CC considerat



ion. 



 



 



H



illside Review Board recommendation



:   



The Hillside Review Board recommends approval of 



the



 



pr



eliminary plat subject to the following two conditions;



 



1.



 



 



Rock retaining walls to be with rock from



 



the site or like colored materials.



 



2.



 



Post a reclamation bond for the road excavation as per 



the



 



Hillside ordi



nance require



ment 



(17.80.030



:G).



 






  City Council   agenda report for  4/22 /20 :   Requ est   approval of   a n amended  preliminary   plat   for  The Edge at Grand Desert , phase  1  located  i n the  South Hills  area, south of Clary Hills Drive, and south of   the   Sycamores Subdivision .          Project:   This is a n amended preliminary   plat for  phase 1 of The Edge at Grand Desert.      The project is  a resort type development  located in a Planned Development Residential zone.     Applica nt:    S ycamore Development , Patrick Manning, Kyle Hafen, reps.     Project Engineer:    B re tt Henke, KUMA   Engineers     Acres:     37.3   acres for phase  1     This  amended preliminary plat for phase  1 has   a resort hotel complex and 7 single family lots along with  the proposed public street road layout to access the hotel site and single family lots.    The amended  phase 1 preliminary plat area is in the SW corner of the project site, and shows the primary  street access  is through the “Williams” property which is located downslope   and   closer to the new Chapel Street  bridge (now called the “Sycamores bridge”).      The original planned public street  was through   a wash  or  small valley   coming off the Sycamore s ubdivision but that street is proposed to be eliminated when a  second access is allowed through BLM property located to the west of the Edge project.       In summary  the amended phase 1 preliminary plat shows the following;      1.      Proposed new public street ac cess coming south (uphill) from the new “Sycamores” bridge.     The original street location in a small wash will be eliminated when BLM approves a street  access  from the west.   All utilities will be included in the new public street coming from the  new br idge area.   2.   7 single family lots located on the north side of main public street and to the north of the  proposed hotel site.   3.   A resort style hotel with approximately 172 rooms.     The building elevation drawings and  parking plan for the hotel will come bef ore the PC and City Council in the coming months for  approval.    The applicants are still finalizing hotel details and site layout.   Staff comments;    1.     The amended preliminary plat is ready for  C C consideration and approval, with the  understanding that the  hotel plan (building elevations and detailed site plan) will come  before the PC and CC at a later date.     PC Action :  The PC recomm ends approval of the prelim inary plat with the understanding that the  H illside Review Board may consider the preliminary plat a second time, after the PC consideration and  prior to t he CC considerat ion.      H illside Review Board recommendation :    The Hillside Review Board recommends approval of  the   pr eliminary plat subject to the following two conditions;   1.     Rock retaining walls to be with rock from   the site or like colored materials.   2.   Post a reclamation bond for the road excavation as per  the   Hillside ordi nance require ment  (17.80.030 :G).  
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Consent 3a - Business License Application.pdf
BUSINESS LICENSE CITY OF SANTA CLARA GENERAL LCENSE

APPLICATION 2603 SANTA CLARA DRIVE FEE: $50.00
SANTA CLARA, UTAH 84765
PHONE: (435) 673-6712 FAX: (435) 628-7338 WEB SITE: www.sccity.org
DATE: 4@41& b 2020 Business License Type: _zémmercim __Home Occupation _yéer or Alcohol __Tobacco
Check all that apply-complete separate applications for beer, alcohol or tobacco licenses
Name of Business: Iéulu_u ‘s B( s7#o

Address at Which Business : e

Will be conducted: _ Z86 2. Sdwona Cesindsd bﬁgg{ N7} &Md UT LTS
City State Zip

Mailing Address (if different): ?0 ’Exn( 9/, 704 ST 6’%_&‘ 70 /?47'41

Business Phone: Q3§ ) Yl12-5120 Emergency Phone: (7/7)58547/ @ Fax:

Name of Applicant: _O0Ue As LAsen) _ ssnu_SHS -78- 5282 phone: _(703) 244-02(9

Residence of Applicant: __ /& 43 Sourzs 930 Easr-  Sawr Gmase UT 84790
City State Zip
Email Address: C/oag/as/qrsm 3\(@(?@2/. Com

Specify Business to be conducted: 7()5‘57]4,( LT

Business is: [ ] Corporation [ ] Sole Proprietorship [ ]Partnership [v]*ﬁnited Liability Company
Dept. of Commerce Entity & // &5 2 188-0162

List all Owners other than Applicant: ___ _JA#J(S Zﬁésn/, :éi{l?ﬂ HAee ; Laneen) H‘E,‘-&_

Federal Tax ID#: 84 - 470 9820 Sales Tax # (Attach Copy): /3’53? 265 -093 -SC.
If required to be licensed by State, Check here: [ ] ALSO: ATTACH COPY OF STATE LICENSE

Copy of Driver’s License or other Proof of Identity (Please attach copy) [}~
Will tobacco products be sold at business? [ ] Yes [/No (If yes, must obtain Tobacco Sales Business License)

Is this a Sexually Oriented Business? [ ] Yes [JNo
List Any Other Business Owned by Applicant (Name & Address):

HOME OCCUPATION ORDINANCE: (If Applicable, Applicant must obtain Home Occupation Conditional Use Permit Prior to Obtaining
a Business License.) 1 will comply with the provisions of the City’s Ordinance for Home Occupation

Signature: Date:

Application Completed By (please print): Z)oagcﬁ éﬂsﬂ Title:_ﬂ&&ﬁgl_ﬂ_@_ﬂm_&ee

| understand that falsifying any information on this application constitutes sufficient cause for Rejection or Revocation of
my License. | also understand that the City License Officer may require additional information as permitted by the City
Ordinance, and also agree to supply the same as part of this application.

Authorized Applicant signature: W Date: _Apém é, 2020

14
**Note: No Business License will be Issuetaithout Proof of Registration of Business Name with the State of Utah and a Copy of
all Documents Requested.

OFFICE USE: Home Occupation Issued? [Yes] [No] CUP Fee Collected? [Yes] [No] Copy Attached? [Yes] [No]
Proof of Registration with the State? [Yes] [No] Copy of Current State License? [Yes] [No]
Fire Safety Inspection Date:

License Fee: S Late Fee: $ City Approved by: City License #











Website: tax.utah.gov

gty

of Registration

.0 \4: c%@‘l\umber. 15039265-003-STC
A ﬁ\@ iness is registered to make
S = t@xable sales from the
Y~ Sncorporated city of:
3 ‘*t‘ Santa Clara
o

RYLUS BISTRO LLC A
RYLUS BISTRO LLC \ T
2862 SANTACLARADR & &
SANTA CLARA UT 84765-54ﬁ

L

Outlet: 0001 Issued: April 32

This business is authorized to make taxable sales,
engage in business is subject to city and/or county bus
failure to comply with these laws, rules and regulations. |
calling 801-297-2200 or toll free 1-800-862-4335 and retum

Post in a noticeable place.

and use taxes in the State of Utah. The authority to
jons. This license may be revoked for violations or
must contact the Tax Commission immediately by

——
—_—

ABOVE IS YOUR

SALES TAX LICENSE

TEAR OFF AT PERFORATION AND POST IN A NOTICEABLE PLACE
Keep this portion for your records.

Account Number: 15039265-003-STC <<< Use this number for all correspondence or contact

with the Utah State Tax Commission.
Jurisdiction: Santa Clara

Issued: April 1, 2020

TAXPAYER ACCESS POINT a8
‘,‘é"‘ P Your Personal Identification Rlumber (PIN) will be sent in a different
- = notice in a few days.
N You are required to register your account at tap.utah.gov for electronic
filing, paying and managing your account. Your PIN is needed to register.
NOTICE OF LIABILITY

If you are purchasing a business, have the former business owner provnde you a notlce/reoeupt from the Tax Commission
stating the sales and use taxes are paid in full. If the notice/receipt is not provided, Utah law requires you keep enough of

the purchase money to pay the unpaid taxes. You may be held personally liable for any taxes not paid by the former
owner. A\

TAX FREE PURCHASES
Merchandise purchased tax free, but used or consumed by your oompany must be reported on your sales and use tax
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Consent 3 - Alcoholic Beverage Application.pdf
SANTA CLARA CITY APPLICATION FOR ON PREMISE

2603 SANTA CLARA DR ALCHOLIC BEVEAGE LICENSE -

e
SANTA CLARA, UT 84765 LIMITED RESTAURANT LICENSE S e
PH: 435-673-6712
FAX: 435-628-7338

Date: __ April 9, 2020
Business Name: _Rylu'’s Bistro LLC Business contact phone #: _(435) 412-5120

Business Address:
Proposed location of licensed premise: 2862 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, UT 84765

Street # City State Zip
Applicant Name: Douglas Larsen Applicant Phone #: 703-244-0219
Applicant Date of Birth: 9/22/1846 SSN: 545-78-5282
Residence Address: 1643 South 930 East. Saint George. UT 84790
Email address: douglaslarsen35@gmail.com douglaslarsen35@gmail.com
Applicant email Business Contact email
Please provide brief description of intended use: Restaurant (offering beer and wine at lunch and

dinner)

REQUIREMENTS:

___$50 Non-Refundable Application Fee

___$50 On-Premise License Fee

___Copy of Applicant’s Current Business License pé‘ldbm/é}
____ Copy of Driver's License

__ Character references from three (3) individuals who personally know the applicant (or if @ business entity, the agent
for applicant), and whom the City may contact for an opinion on the moral character of the applicant and applicant’s
fitness to obtain a license; and if the applicant has previously held a license in the state of Utah, the references shall have
personal knowledge of the applicant’s conduct in relation to said prior licensing or permitting. no pr/o/' [icewse,

____ Evidence of Distance to the Nearest School, Church, Public Library, Bublic Playground or Park

___Signed consent stating that permitee or licensee will permit any authorized representative of the City or any law
enforcement officer the unrestricted right to enter the licensed premises.

__Applicant must be over 21 years of age

____List any convictions for crimes which could disqualify applicant A/o/vr

| certify under penalty of law that | have received a copy of the Alcoholic Beverages Ordinance and
complied with all requirements and possess all qualifications for issuance of a On Premise Alcoholic
BeverageﬂLicense and that all information contained in the application is true.

Signat(re of applicant Sworn befze ze this éQ day of /47/61 \/ ol
N uowzvssg»c-s 3 Notary Publi * Residipg at” )L7
X5y TATE OF UTAH u :
) NEmSEAE" | 0olo/amo SR Uik
My Commission Expires

Public Safety Approval:

Approval by City Council:






If the applicant is a partnership, corporation, limited liability company, or other entity, the names and addresses
of all partners, officers, directors, members, joint ventures, trustees, and shareholders must be stated and
subscribed and sworn to as set out above by all partners or members. Applications by a corporation must be
subscribed and sworn to as set out above by the president and secretary or trustees.

| certify under penalty of law that | have received a copy of the Alcoholic Beverages Ordinance and
complied with all requirements and possess all qualifications for issuance of a On Premise Alcoholic
Beverage License and that all information contained in the application is true.

Vi

_-'./:
y/ A@A4de—

> p—

Signature of partner, member,
or corporation president, corporation secretary

Printed Name: _ Janis Larsen

Address: 1643 South 930 East

Saint George. UT 84790

); N /]
P, / ,/ ,/ | [

Signlaturé of partner, member,
or corporation president, corporation secretary

Printed Name Ryan Hall

Address: 840 South 400 East #49
Saint George., UT 84770

%\

Signature of partner, member,
or corporation president, corporation secretary

Printed Name: Lauren Hall
Address: 840 South 400 East #49

Saint George, UT 84770

;omibefore me this |0 day of Lon |

- o ‘//. AJ
otary Public Residing at: :
Q%‘zb iQQaﬁ Slak o) L
My Commission Expires:

Sworn befm% day of /41}”'./ 2070
Sl Sl (A&Qhélﬂ:%?
Notary Publj siding at:

ﬁ%&cﬁw %7afe4 NN
My Commission Expires:

ELLEN SEELEY-COOKE
NOTARY PUBLIC -STATE OF UTAH
My Comm. Exp 09/01/2020
Commission # 690976

m befbreyme this, L0 da of&oﬂt/‘lé’la
‘&Smﬂbwb_ ymgmz&u

Cam/}
Notary Publi Residing ‘at:

09 zz / 2 éz,o shafe #- Yt
My Commission Expires:

2 ELLEN SEELEY-COOKE
@ NOTARY PUBLIC -STATE OF UTAH
My Comm. Exp 09/01/2020
Commission # 690976











Character References
Application for On Premise Alcoholic Beverage License
Limited Restaurant License

Michael A. Day

Durham Jones & Pinegar
192 East 200 North, 34 Floor
Saint George, UT 84770
(435) 674-0400

mday@djplaw.com

Steven J. Gant

73 North 1200 East
Orem, UT 84097

(801) 362-1498 (mobile)

tecpar@msn.com

Linda Rich

1983 Rain Lily Circle
Saint George, UT 84790
(435) 773-6998

(435) 703-4424 (mobile)

Irich3@sunrivertoday.com






gl SANTA CLARA
ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

L

SNOW CANYON
HIGH SCHOOL

o~

SNOW CANYON
MIDDLE SCHOOL

Distances

Distances are measured on Google Maps from the restaurant site to the church, school or park. Distances

are measured as a straight line and the driving or walking distance would be more.

Distance to the nearest church which is located on Santa Clara Drive is approximately 1000 feet.
Distance to the nearest school, Santa Clara Elementary School, is approximately 1800 feet.
Distance to other schools, Snow Canyon Middle School and Snow Canyon High School, is
considerably more.

Distance to City Hall and Town Square is approximately 2000 feet.

Distance to Little League Park is approximately 3000 feet






Statement of Consent
Application for On Premise Alcoholic Beverage License
Limited Restaurant License

I am the Applicant for an on premise Alcoholic Beverage License — Limited
Restaurant License from the city of Santa Clara, Utah. I am also the Managing
Member of Rylu’s Bistro LLC, the business that is the subject of the application. I
consent to the unrestricted right of any authorized representative of the City or any

law enforcement officer to enter the licensed premises.

Dated: April 9, 2020

DouZ?as Larsen
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Consent 1 - Third Amendment to Santa Clara Master Traffic & Transportation 2015.pdf
THIRD AMENDMENT
to the
JANUARY 2015 UPDATE
of the
SANTA CLARA CITY, UTAH
MASTER TRAFFIC & TRANSPORTATION PLAN/
IMPACT FEE FACILITIES PLAN
WITH IMPACT FEE ANALYSIS

A. INTRODUCTION

Santa Clara City has contracted with Sunrise Engineering to prepare an amendment to the
already adopted Santa Clara City, Utah Master Traffic & Transportation Plan/Impact Fee
Facilities Plan with Impact Fee Analysis (the Adopted Plan). This amendment shall be
considered part of the Adopted Plan once the amendment is adopted by the City Council.

This amendment adds two crossings across the Tuacahn Wash including a road to connect the
two crossings. This change has been necessitated since the Adopted Plan was prepared due to
the projected growth near the wash. These wash crossings will provide reliable access across
the wash to the future growth areas. Santa Clara City felt it necessary to complete an
amendment to the latest update of the Adopted Plan to address this project. A concept plan for
the two wash crossings is attached to this amendment.

Additionally with this amendment, the Pedestrian Underpass/Overpass project has been
removed from the Plan and a new road in South Hills extending from Gates Lane to the South
Hills Recreational Park has been added.

B. IMPACT FEE FACILITIES PLAN

Section IV.C.i of the Adopted Plan shall be modified by adding the following:

Tuacahn Wash Crossings

In order to provide reliable access for future growth that is expected in the surrounding area in

the near future, two culvert crossings and a section of roadway between the two crossings are
planned across the Tuacahn Wash.





The cost for this project was estimated based on the attached Engineer’s Opinion of Probable
Cost.

Cost Estimate: 677,000

Extension of Gates Ln. to South Hills Recreational Park

A paved road is being recommended at the extension of Gates Ln. due to the projected growth
in the area and due to the traffic anticipated to reach the proposed South Hills Recreational
Park.

The cost for this project was estimated based on the attached Engineer’s Opinion of Probable
Cost.

Cost Estimate: $817,000

The “Pedestrian Underpass/Overpass at Rachel Dr.” paragraph from Section IV.C.i of the
Adopted Plan shall be removed.

C. IMPACT FEE ANALYSIS

The impact fee charged to a single-family equivalent (SFE) in the Adopted Plan was previously
calculated as $2,155. The second amendment to the Adopted Plan increased the maximum
eligible impact fee per SFE to $3,122; however, it is understood that the City did not increase
the impact fee at that time.

The cost estimate for the Tuacahn Wash crossings also includes the costs associated with the
road improvements connecting the two culvert crossings.

The crossings at Tuacahn Wash and the extension of Gates Ln. to South Hills Recreational Park
will both be considered 100% Impact fee eligible because they are necessary due to new
growth. Table VI.B-1 shall be revised as shown on the following page to reflect the costs
included in Amendments 1 through 3.

The cost estimate for the Tuacahn Wash Crossings (5677,000) is the estimated cost at the time
of construction and will therefore not be adjusted for inflation.

The Tuacahn Wash Crossings and the extension of Gates Ln. to South Hills Recreational Park
projects include assumed financing (10 years @ 4.0%). There was no interest assumed to be
earned from the impact fees being collected for these projects as it is assumed the impact fees
collected will immediately be used against the loan. Table VI.B-2 shall be revised as shown on
the following page to reflect the calculated total Impact Fee eligible costs included in
Amendments 1 through 3.





Table VI.B-1: Impact Fee Eligible Costs

F. El Costs
33,800
33,800
69,000

1,204,000
712,480

Improvements Costs %LF.EL 1.
South Hills Collector A (Turn Lanes at Identified Intersections Only) 33,800 100% | $
Northtown Road (Turn Lanes at Identified Intersections Only) 33,800 100% | $
Red Mountain Dr. (Turn Lanes at Identified Intersections Only) 69,000 100% | $
Widen Pioneer Parkway (East of Red Mountain Dr.) 1,204,000 100% $
Improvements on Pioneer Parkway (West of Red Mountain Dr.) 712,480 100% $
Chapel St. New Bridge (Amendment #2) 3,079,500 94% $ 2,879,500
Traffic Signal at Red Mountain Dr./Pioneer Pkwy. Intersection 250,000 100% $ 250,000
250,000 100% | § 250,000
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

hl

& |s B B B B B B B B B B A

Traffic Signal at Gates Ln./Santa Clara Dr. Intersection

Impact Fee Facilities Plan/Impact Fee Analysis Update (2019)

Impact Fee Facilities Plan/Impact Fee Analysis Update (2024)

City Hall portion designated for Streets

Santa Clara Dr. Widening (Amendment #1)

Tuacahn Wash Crossings (Amendment #3)

Extension of Gates Lane to South Hills Recreational Park (Ammendment #3)

35,000 | 100% 35,000
35,000 | 100% 35,000
267,919 | 13% 34,829
495859 | 7% 34,710
677,000 | 100% 677,000
817,000 |  100% 817,000
7,960,358 7,066,120

Total Costs

Table VI.B-2: Impact Fee Eligible Costs (After Adding Inflation, Financing and Removing Interest)
Costs with  Cost with Total IF El

Improvements Year Inflation Financing Costs
South Hills Collector A (Turn Lanes at Identified Intersections Only) 2017 $ 34814 34814 ( § 34,814
Northtown Road (Turn Lanes at Identified Intersections Only) 2023 $ 34814 $ 34814 $ 34,814
Red Mountain Dr. (Turn Lanes at Identified Intersections Only) 2023 $ 71,070 | $ 71,070 | $ 71,070
Widen Pioneer Parkway (East of Red Mountain Dr.) 2019 $ 1,395,766 | $ 1,720,853 '35 1,720,853
Improvements on Pioneer Parkway (West of Red Mountain Dr.) 2019 $ 825960 | $ 825,960 | $ 825,960
Chapel St. New Bridge (Amendment #2) '35 3,079,500 | $ 3,563,835 '$ 3,332,380
Traffic Signal at Red Mountain Dr./Pioneer Pkwy. Intersection 2017 $ 273,182 $ 273,182 | $ 273,182
Traffic Signal at Gates Ln./Santa Clara Dr. Intersection 2022 $ 316,693 $ 316,693 | $ 316,693
Impact Fee Facilities Plan/Impact Fee Analysis Update (2019) 2019 $ 40575 % 40575 $ 40,575
Impact Fee Facilities Plan/Impact Fee Analysis Update (2024) 2024 $ 47,037 | $ 47,037 | $ 47,037
City Hall portion designated for Streets $ 267919 $ 267919 | $ 34,829
Santa Clara Dr. Widening (Amendment #1) $ 495859 | $§ 495859 | % 34,710.16
Tuacahn Wash Crossings (Amendment #3) $ 677,000 | $ 834,680 [ $  834,679.69
Extension of Gates Lane to South Hills Recreational Park (Ammendment #3) $ 817,000 | $ 1,007,287 | $ 1,007,287.02
Total Costs $16,116,548 $ 9,534,577 $ 8,608,883
Estimated Interest Earned from Impact Fee Fund $ 212,483
Total IF Eligible $ 8,396,400

The impact fee eligible amount of the Tuacahn Wash Culvert Crossings is therefore $834,689.69
and for the extension of Gates Ln. to South Hills Recreational Park it is $1,007,287.02.

D. MAXIMUM ELIGIBLE IMPACT FEE
The Total Impact Fee Eligible amount as shown in revised Table VI.B-2 is therefore $8,396,400.

The new eligible amount can be calculated by taking the total Impact Fee Eligible amount
divided by the total trips (20,991) and then multiplied by the number of trips per SFE (9.44) as





presented in the Adopted Plan. The new maximum eligible impact fee per SFE that could be
charged is therefore $3,776. The City Council may choose to adopt this amount or a lower
amount. The amount represents an increase of $654 per SFE from Amendment #2.

With the increase in maximum impact fee per SFE, the associated Table VI.C-1 shall be updated
as shown on the following page. The table shows the maximum eligible impact fee for each land
use category.






Table VI.C-1: Impact Fee Amount per Land Use

Applicable| ITE Trip Heavy Prirr.lary Effective Dema.nd .
Heavy _ Trip _ Index (Single | Max. Eligible
ITE ends per 7 Vehicle , Trip Ends .
. Code(s) | Unit (ADT) Vehicle % Adjustment Adjustment per Unit F?m1l}7 [mpact Fee.

Land Use Unit Factor Equivalent) | Cost Per Unit
Single Family Detached Dwelling Units 210 9.44 0% 1.00 1.00 9.44 1.00 $ 3,776
Condominium/Townhome Dwelling Units 230 5.81 0% 1.00 1.00 5.81 0.62 $ 2,324
Apartment Dwelling Units 220 7.32 0% 1.00 1.00 7.32 0.78 $ 2,928
Assisted Living/Convalescent Cate Beds 254 2.60 0% 1.00 1.00 2.60 0.28 $ 1,040
Office Building 1,000 sq. ft. 710 9.74 2% 1.02 1.02 9.93 1.05 $ 3,974
Medical Office Building 1,000 sq. ft. 720 34.80 2% 1.02 1.02 35.50 3.76 $ 14,198
Supermarket 1,000 sq. ft. 850 106.78 2% 1.02 0.27 28.32 3.00 $ 11,327
Less Intensive Retail 1,000 sq. ft. 890 6.30 2% 1.02 0.16 1.03 0.11 $ 411
Intensive Retail 1,000 sq. ft. 820 37.75 2% 1.02 0.41 15.40 1.63 $ 6,161
Quality Restaurant 1,000 sq. ft. 931 83.84 2% 1.02 0.30 24.80 2.63 $ 9,920
Fast Food 1,000 sq. ft. 934 470.95 2% 1.02 0.26 120.09 12.72 $ 48,037
Convenience Market w/ Gas Pumps| Pump Stations 945 205.36 2% 1.02 0.15 31.42 3.33 $ 12,568
Bank 1,000 sq. ft. 912 100.03 2% 1.02 0.44 43.87 4.65 $ 17,549
Industrial 1,000 sq. ft. 110 4.96 13% 1.13 1.13 5.60 0.59 $ 2,242
Manufacturing 1,000 sq. ft. 140 3.93 13% 1.13 1.13 4.44 0.47 $ 1,776
Warehousing 1,000 sq. ft. 150 1.74 20% 1.20 1.20 2.09 0.22 $ 835
Self Storage/RV Storage Units 151 0.18 20% 1.20 1.20 0.22 0.02 $ 86
Elementary School Students 520 1.89 0% 1.00 1.00 1.89 0.20 $ 756
Middle/Junior School Students 522 2.13 0% 1.00 1.00 2.13 0.23 $ 852
High School Students 530 2.03 0% 1.00 1.00 2.03 0.22 $ 812
Private School (K-12) Students 536 2.48 0% 1.00 1.00 2.48 0.26 $ 992
Day Care 1,000 sq. ft. 565 47.62 0% 1.00 0.44 20.95 2.22 $ 8,381
Library 1,000 sq. ft. 590 72.05 0% 1.00 0.50 36.03 3.82 $ 14,410
Church 1,000 sq. ft. 560 6.95 0% 1.00 1.00 6.95 0.74 $ 2,780
Hotel/Motel Rooms 310/320 3.35 2% 1.02 1.02 3.42 0.36 $ 1,367
Resort Hotel Rooms 330 6.85 2% 1.02 1.02 6.99 0.74 $ 2,795






SUNRISE ENGINEERING, INC.

11 North 300 West, Washington, Utah 84780
Tel: (435) 652-8450 Fax: (435) 652-8416
Engineer's Opinion of Probable Cost

MASTER TRAFFIC & TRANSPORTATION PLAN UPDATE, THIRD AMENDMENT 27-Aug-19
SANTA CLARA CITY SBH
NO. DESCRIPTION EST. QTY UNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT
Road
1 |Mobilization 5% LS $ 3,400 | $ 3,400
2 |Dust Control & Watering 1 LS $ 1,500 | $ 1,500
3 |Grade & Compact Subgrade 21,600 SQFT $ 0.20 | $ 4,320
4 |Import Untreated Base Course (6" Depth Under Asphalt) 530 CY $ 25.00( $ 13,250
5 |Grade & Compact UBC 21,600 SQFT $ 0.20 | $ 4,320
6 |2-1/2" Bituminous Surface Course 21,600 SQFT $ 145($ 31,320
7 |Striping 1 LS $ 2,400 | $ 2,400
8 |Earthwork/Clear & Grub 1 LS $ 10,000 | $ 10,000
CONTINGENCY 15% $ 10,600
INCIDENTALS
9 [Materials Sampling & Testing 1 LS $ 1,500.00 | $ 1,500
10 |Construction Staking 1 LS $ 1,200.00 | $ 1,200
11 |Engineering Design 1 LS 7.7% $ 7,600
12 |[Bidding & Negotiating, Engineering Construction Services 1 LS 6.6% $ 6,500
13 |Geotechnical Report 1 LS $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000
PROJECT TOTAL $ 98,900
Wash Crossings
1 |Mobilization 5% LS $ 20,200 | $ 20,200
2 |Dust Control & Watering 1 LS $ 7,000 | $ 7,000
3 |Grade & Compact Road Subgrade 5,200 SQFT $ 150|$% 7,800
4 |lmport Untreated Base Course (6" Depth Under Asphalt) 130 CY $ 25.00|$ 3,250
5 |Grade & Compact UBC 5,200 SQFT $ 0.20 | $ 1,040
6 |2-1/2" Bituminous Surface Course 5,200 SQFT $ 145]% 7,540
7 [striping 1 LS $ 1,800 [ $ 1,800
8 |Box Culverts/Foundations 6 EA $ 42,000 | $ 252,000
9 [Rip Rap 1 LS $ 40,000 | $ 40,000
10 |Earthwork 1 LS $ 60,000 | $ 60,000
11 [Wing Walls 8 EA $ 3,000 | $ 24,000
CONTINGENCY 15% $ 63,700
INCIDENTALS
1 [Materials Sampling & Testing 1 LS $ 6,000 | $ 6,000
2 |Construction Staking 1 LS $ 1,500 | $ 1,500
3 |Engineering Design 1 LS 7.2% $ 41,800
4 [Bidding & Negotiating, Engineering Construction Services 1 LS 6.5% $ 37,500
5 |Geotechnical Report 1 LS $ 3,000($ 3,000
PROJECT TOTAL $ 578,100
GRAND TOTAL| | $ 677,000






SUNRISE ENGINEERING, INC.

11 North 300 West, Washington, Utah 84780
Tel: (435) 652-8450 Fax: (435) 652-8416
Engineer's Opinion of Probable Cost

MASTER TRAFFIC & TRANSPORTATION PLAN UPDATE 6-Apr-20
SANTA CLARA CITY SBH
NO. DESCRIPTION EST. QTY UNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT
Extension of Gates Lane to South Hills Recreational Park
1 |Mobilization 5% LS $ 25,600.00 | $ 25,600.00
2 |Dust Control & Watering 1 LS $ 5,000.00 | $ 5,000.00
3 |Earthwork 1 LS $ 10,000.00 | $ 10,000.00
4 |Grade & Compact Subgrade 166,600 SQFT $ 0.20 | $ 33,320.00
5 |Import Untreated Base Course (6" Depth Under Asphalt) 3,100 CY $ 31.00|$ 96,100.00
6 |Grade & Compact UBC 166,600 SQFT $ 0.26 | $ 43,316.00
7 |2.5" Bituminous Surface Course 166,600 SQFT $ 190|$ 316,540.00
8 |48 Culvert with Headwall 1 LS $ 22,000.00 | $ 22,000.00
CONTINGENCY 15% $ 82,781.40
INCIDENTALS
9 [Materials Sampling & Testing 1 LS $ 15,000.00 | $ 15,000.00
10 |Construction Staking 1 LS $ 8,000.00 | $ 8,000.00
10 |Environmental/BLM Coordination 1 LS $ 40,000.00 | $ 40,000.00
11 |Geotechnical Report 1 LS $ 6,000.00 | $ 6,000.00
12 |Engineering Design 1 LS 6.1% $ 50,100.00
13 |[Bidding & Negotiating, Engineering Construction Services 1 LS 7.8% $ 63,500.00
CONSTRUCTION TOTAL $ 817,000.00

I'n providing opinions of probable construction cost, the Client understands that the Engineer has no control over costs or the price of labor, equipment or materials, or over the
Contractor’s method of pricing, and that the opinion of probable construction cost provided herein is made on the basis of the Engineer’s qualifications and experience. The Engineer
makes no warranty, expressed or implied, as to the accuracy of such opinions compared to bid or actual costs.
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INTERLOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENT

TO PROVIDE SUPPORT TO

WASHINGTON COUNTY IN HOSTING THE 

IRONMAN 70.3 WORLD CHAMPIONSHIP - ST. GEORGE (2021), THE

IRONMAN NORTH AMERICAN CHAMPIONSHIP – ST. GEORGE (2020 and 2023), AND THE

IRONMAN 70.3 NORTH AMERICAN CHAMPIONSHIP (2021, 2022, and 2024)





	This Interlocal Cooperative Agreement (the “Agreement”) is entered into by WASHINGTON COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Utah (“the County”); and SANTA CLARA CITY, a Utah municipal corporation (“the City”), hereinafter collectively referred to as “Participants”.  The purpose of the Agreement is to set forth the obligations that the City will perform to support the County in hosting the IRONMAN 70.3 World Championship – St. George (2021), the IRONMAN North American Championship (2020 and 2023), and the IRONMAN 70.3 North American Championship (2021, 2022, and 2024) and fulfilling the County’s contract with World Triathlon Corporation (“WTC”).



RECITALS



WHEREAS, for the past ten years, Washington County and the City have worked together with other public entities in order to host IRONMAN events; and



	WHEREAS, the prior event hosting agreement between Washington County and WTC as well as the prior interlocal agreement between the City and County regarding the IRONMAN events have expired and need to be renewed for the area to successfully host new IRONMAN events; and



	WHEREAS, the County has entered into a Host Venue Agreement with WTC under which the County will host IRONMAN races for another five year term (“IRONMAN Contract”), a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, and under which Washington County will host the IRONMAN 70.3 North American Championship for three years (2021, 2022, and 2024) and host the reintroduction of the full IRONMAN to the area for the IRONMAN North American Championship for two years (2020 and 2023) (each individually referred to as an “Event” or collectively as “Annual Event”); and



	WHEREAS, in addition to the IRONMAN Contract, Washington County has been selected to host the IRONMAN 70.3 World Championship and has entered into a Host Venue Agreement (“World Championship Contract”), a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “B”, and under which Washington County will host the IRONMAN 70.3 World Championship – St. George (2021) (referred to as an “Event” or the “World Championship Event”); and



WHEREAS, The Utah Interlocal-Cooperation Act, Utah Code Annotated Sections 11-13-101 et seq. (1953, as amended), permits local public agencies, including counties and cities, to make the most efficient use of their powers through cooperating with other public agencies; and



	WHEREAS, due to the large positive economic impact that will come to the City and its residents by having the IRONMAN events conducted in and around the City, the City is willing to assist the County in fulfilling some of the County’s responsibilities under the IRONMAN Contract and the World Championship Contract.     





	THEREFORE, the Participants agree as follows:



REQUIREMENTS OF THE COUNTY UNDER THE IRONMAN CONTRACT 

AND THE WORLD CHAMPIONSHIP CONTRACT THAT SHALL BE PROVIDED BY THE CITY



Section 1.	The City shall provide the following to the County at no expense to the County (except as provided in Section 3), during each year of the term of the IRONMAN Contract and for the World Championship Contract:



(a)	Planning and Coordination.  Coordinate the use and permitting of needed and available City facilities, roads, easements and volunteer recruitment for all race sites in Washington City to include: race course, aid stations, concessions, parking, VIP hospitality, spectator viewing, transportation and municipal services. 



(b) 	Venues/Facilities.  The City will provide venues and facilities in a similar manner, location, and quantity as the City has historically provided. The Parties acknowledge that adjustments to the course may be needed from year to year based on new growth and development in the area. Any adjustments will be discussed and approved by the Parties well in advance of the annual event. Certain facilities and personal property listed herein will be required from the Tuesday before to the Tuesday immediately following each Race.  The County shall identify all facilities and personal property listed herein needed for an Event, and the dates needed, no later than 60 days prior to an Event.





SERVICES



Section 2. 	With respect to each Event and as coordinated by WTC’s Race Director, the City shall facilitate, assist, and contribute services for the following support services as needed within the City:



(a) Police, Emergency and Other Municipal Services within the City.  Provide and/or arrange for the provision of costs for police and municipal services within the City necessary to plan and conduct the Events, including police, traffic operations, community awareness, waste management, and electrical services. The City shall ensure that police will command and ensure all emergency services (police, fire, and ambulance) needed to maintain public safety. 



(b) [bookmark: _DV_M165]Traffic Control Devices and Services.  The City shall provide (or cause to be provided) diagrams and/or plans to assist with the placement of traffic devices within the City.  The City shall have no obligation to provide traffic control devices, cones, message boards, etc.



	(c) 		Community Awareness.  The City shall provide community notifications (provided a reasonable time before the Event) to all potentially affected persons and third parties within the city, informing them of planned street closures and Event schedules.



(c) Waste Management Services. The City shall ensure that the Venue is clean and well-kept at all times. Adjustments will be put in place according to the needs of WTC. The City shall provide (or cause to be provided) recycle containers, garbage units, large units for disposal, transportation, and manpower.









REIMBURSEMENT



Section 3.	The County shall reimburse the City for all race day overtime costs for police and municipal services necessary to conduct the portion of the event that is within the boundary of the City, including police, traffic operations, traffic control devices (cones, barricades, VMS boards), community awareness, waste management, electrical services, and parking. The City shall coordinate police and service employee schedules during race week to provide for the least amount of overtime hours possible during race day.

 



TERM



Section 4.	This Agreement shall become effective on the date that both Participants have duly executed the Agreement and will continue in effect until thirty (30) days after the 2024 Event, unless otherwise agreed to in writing by the parties.



COMPLIANCE



Section 5.	The City shall agree to the following items in order to comply with the terms of the IRONMAN Contract and the World Championship Contract:



(a) Intellectual Property of WTC.  The City shall not, without WTC’s prior written consent, use any intellectual property rights of WTC, including without limitation the IRONMAN® mark, the 70.3® mark, and the design mark known as the “M-DOT.”  The City shall promptly inform WTC of any possible misuse or infringement by any person or entity of the Event Logo or any other intellectual property of WTC.



(b) [bookmark: _Ref353886585]No Construction; Street Cleaning.  Unless reasonably required and unavoidable, the City shall not begin and/or effect any structural, engineering, beautification, or related works during the Event and the week prior to the Event. The City shall be responsible for sweeping and cleaning up all Venue areas prior to and after each Event. 



(c) Venue & Race Course Exclusivity; Condition of Race Course.  The City shall provide WTC with exclusive use of locations (as necessary for conducting the Event) within the Venue for purposes of staging and conducting the Race, the transition areas and infrastructure, the Expo, and all other aspects of the Event. The City shall ensure that, as necessary to conduct the Races, the Race course route (i.e., the roads, waterways, and other public spaces actually used for the Race) is closed to the public during the Race and for a reasonable period before and after the Race, and, subject to reasonable exceptions, is made exclusively available to WTC during such periods. The City shall ensure that all Race routes within the Venue are in good condition during the Event.





EXCLUSIVITY



Section 6.



(a) Use of Racecourse and Event-Related Areas.  Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement: During the period between (and including) the Monday preceding the Race Date until (and including) the Friday following the Race Date (collectively, the “Event Period”), the City shall not produce, conduct, host, or permit any event (other than such Event) that takes place, in whole or in part, on any portion of the Race course or at any Event-related area; provided, however, that during the Event Period (excluding Race day) private functions, corporate events and the Washington City Cotton Days Celebration may take place but only if such events do not do or include any of the following: 



(i) include any endurance-, running-, road cycling-, or swimming-related race, competition or event having a distance longer than an “Olympic” distance triathlon; 

(ii) include any vendor exposition, tradeshow, and/or the selling of any merchandise and/or services that has the effect of exploiting the goodwill of the Event and/or gaining market exposure by way of intrusive and/or associative marketing practices;

(iii) occur on the Race course or at any other area where any part of the Event is being conducted, or adversely affect the ingress or egress to or from any such areas;

(iv) in any way jeopardize or adversely impact Event production or operations;

(v) infringe on any WTC intellectual property rights; or

(vi) include or constitute Ambush Marketing (as defined in Section 7 or otherwise promote themselves as purportedly being part of or in connection with the Event). 



(b) Advertising Other Triathlon Companies or Long-Distance Triathlons. Unless otherwise pre-approved, in writing, by WTC (which approval may be granted or denied in WTC’s sole discretion), during the Term and except as set forth in this Section, the City shall not permit its website to display any marketing, promotion, advertisement, reference, or the like, of (i) any other triathlon event series or company, including but not limited to International Triathlon Union (ITU), Revloution3 Triathlon, Life Time Fitness Triathlon, Challenge Family Triathlon, and HITS Triathlon (or any of their respective successors or assigns)(the “Ironman Competitors”), (ii) any person, entity, or group (other than WTC or any subsidiary or licensee thereof) that operates, organizes, produces, or is otherwise involved in any triathlon having a distance longer than that of an “Olympic” distance triathlon (as such distance is defined by the International Triathlon Union), or (iii) any triathlon having a distance longer than that of an “Olympic” distance triathlon (as such distance is defined by the International Triathlon Union), unless such triathlon is owned or operated by WTC or any subsidiary or licensee of WTC.



Notwithstanding the foregoing, the City may permit its website to display marketing, promotion, advertisement, reference, and/or otherwise associate with, BBSC Endurance Sports (“BBSC”), provided however, that the City may not permit its website to display any marketing, promotion, advertisement, reference, or the like, of (A) any BBSC event(s) if such BBSC event(s) features any race distance longer than that of an “Olympic” distance triathlon (as such distance is defined by the International Triathlon Union), or (B) BBSC if BBSC or any of BBSC’s events are acquired by and/or operated by any Ironman Competitor.



(c) Non-Competition. During the Term and the eighteen (18)-month period thereafter, the City shall not produce, support, advertise, promote, conduct, host, permit, or contract or partner with any person or entity (other than WTC or a subsidiary thereof) for or in connection with, any other triathlon located, in whole or in part, within the Venue if such event features any race distance longer than that of an “Olympic” distance triathlon (as such distance is defined by the International Triathlon Union).







AMBUSH MARKETING



[bookmark: _Ref351530279]Section 7.	

(a) “Ambush Marketing” means selling (e.g., including, but not limited to, sponsorship, merchandise, vendor space), advertising, or marketing, by any third party that is not a WTC-authorized sponsor, merchandiser, and/or vendor of the Event, where such selling, advertising, or marketing (i) is in connection with, or in proximity to, the Event, or (ii) otherwise has the effect of exploiting the goodwill of the Event and/or gaining market exposure by way of intrusive and/or associative marketing practices. 

(b) The City shall not cause, engage in, or permit any Ambush Marketing, and, except to the extent the City is prohibited by law from doing so, the City shall prevent and stop Ambush Marketing at, near, or in connection with the Event, including without limitation by:



(i) Causing its employees and agents to promptly report, to WTC and the proper City or County authorities, any marketing or activity reasonably appearing to be Ambush Marketing;  



(ii) Ensuring, prior to and during the Event, that the Event perimeter and any other key advertising locations under the City's control do not carry any form of temporary advertising or promotional material relating to the Event, except as may be approved in writing by WTC (in WTC’s sole discretion);



(iii) Using, invoking, and applying the City’s powers to protect all trademarks and copyrights associated with the Event;



(iv) Preventing the distribution of product samples, premiums, promotional literature and other commercial and non-commercial materials within the established Event perimeter or adjacent to the Event site, except where expressly authorized by WTC;



(v) As allowed by law, causing all signage and other physical items of Ambush Marketing to be taken down, moved, removed, and/or confiscated immediately by the City or, if applicable, law enforcement personnel; and 



(vi) Cooperating with WTC to prevent Ambush Marketing, as may reasonably be requested by WTC.

 






INDEMNIFICATION



Section 8.	



(a)	Each Participant agrees to be fully responsible for their own acts of negligence, or their respective agents’ acts of negligence while acting within the scope of their authority, and agree to be liable for any damages resulting from said negligence to the extent permitted by law.  Each Participant shall indemnify, defend and hold the other Participant and its officers, employees, and/or agents harmless from any and all claims, costs, liabilities, judgments, expenses or damages arising out of any negligent and/or act of malfeasance by the other party, its officers, employees, and/or agents.



(b)	Nothing contained herein shall be construed as consent by either of the Participants to be sued by third-parties in any manner arising from this Agreement, or as a waiver of sovereign immunity as to any Participant.





GENERAL PROVISIONS



Section 9.



(a) Interlocal Agreement to be Kept on File.  Each Participant will file this Agreement with its keeper of records.

(b) Approval.  This Agreement shall be approved by each party, pursuant to the requirements of the Interlocal Cooperation Act.



(c)	Attorney Review.  This Agreement shall be reviewed as to proper form and compliance with applicable law by a duly authorized attorney on behalf of each party, pursuant to the requirements of the Interlocal Cooperation Act. 



(d)	Costs.  Unless otherwise stated in this Agreement, each party shall be responsible for its own costs of any action done pursuant to this Agreement, and for any financing of such costs.



(e)	No Interlocal Entity.  No separate legal entity is created by the terms of this Agreement.  To the extent that this Agreement requires administration other than as set forth herein, it shall be administered by the duly assigned employees of the Participants, acting as a joint board.  No real or personal property shall be acquired jointly by the parties as a result of this Agreement.  To the extent that a party acquires, holds, and disposes of any real or personal property for use in the joint or cooperative undertaking contemplated by this Agreement, such party shall do so in the same manner that it deals with other property of such party



(f) Participants Status.  Each Participant represents and warrants that it is a political subdivision of the State of Utah and is authorized to enter into the transactions contemplated by this Agreement and to carry out its obligations hereunder.



(g) Termination of Agreement.  This Agreement shall be in full force and effect and be legally binding upon the Participants only after its approval and execution by the governing bodies of each of the Participants.  This Agreement shall automatically terminate if and when the Ironman Contract is terminated prior to the fulfillment of its term.  Furthermore, the Participants by mutual consent may terminate the Agreement at any time after all contractual obligations and debts relating to this Agreement have been fulfilled and retired.



(h) Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, any one of which shall be regarded for all purposes as one original.  The Participants agree that they will execute all instruments, documents, and resolutions or ordinances necessary to give effect to the terms of the Agreement.



(i) Entire Contract.  This Agreement merges and supersedes all prior negotiations, representations and agreements between the Participants relating to the subject matter hereof and constitutes the entire contract between the Participants.



(j) Amendment.  This Agreement shall not be modified or amended except in writing, which shall be signed by the duly authorized representative of each Participant after adoption of a resolution by the governing body of each participant approving the modification or amendment.



(k) Dispute Resolution.  The Participants to this Agreement are governmental entities working together for mutual advantage.  In the event a dispute arises with respect to this Agreement, the Participants agree to first submit the matter to non-binding mediation.  



(l) Governing Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Utah.






SIGNATURE BLOCK



	IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Participants have caused this Agreement to be executed by their duly authorized representatives as of the Date first written above.



WASHINGTON COUNTY				CITY OF SANTA CLARA







							By:________________________

Victor Iverson, Chair

Washington County Commission			Title:_______________________





Attest:							Attest:





__________________________								

Kim Hafen

Washington County Clerk-Auditor



Date: 							Date: 			





Approved as to form and compatible with State law:





[bookmark: _GoBack]_______________________________							

Deputy Washington County Attorney			City Attorney
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2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah 84765
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To:		City Council

From:		Jack Taylor

Date: 		April 22, 2020



Subject: 	Approve 3 New street standards for PD zone in Santa Clara City Construction Standards by resolution.





Staff Report: Over the past few years Santa Clara has approved roads in Planned Developments that are smaller than our Construction Standards allow.  The smallest ROW we currently have in the Construction Standards is 44’ ROW with 29’ of asphalt.



It’s staffs desire to have three other street right-a-way designs.

1.  34’ ROW with 29’ of asphalt, 2’ curb with utility easement of 14’ on each side that includes a 6 foot landscape, 4 foot sidewalk on each side of back of curb in the utility easement.

2. 35’ ROW with 26’ of asphalt, 2’ curb, 4’ sidewalk on each side.

3. 41’ ROW with 29’ of asphalt, 2’ curb, 4’sidewalk on each side.



 All three of these ROW’s are currently operating in PD zones and all emergency vehicles can operate properly. 





See Attachments for ROW design.



It’s Staffs recommendation to approve the 3 new road ROW’s for PD zones. Amending the Santa Clara City Construction Standards by resolution March 22,2020    





 







Public Services Director



Jack Taylor
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CITY OF SANTA CLARA


RESOLUTION NO. 2020-08R

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA REDUCING PARKS IMPACT FEES; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE  


WHEREAS, Santa Clara City finds it necessary from time to time to amend fee schedules to properly compensate the City for services rendered; and 


WHEREAS, Parks Impact fees are deemed a fee for service requiring that the fee cover the cost of the service; and


WHEREAS, the Council and Mayor at a previous City Council Work Meeting recommended to reduce the current Parks Impact Fee from $3,906 to $2,906: and  


WHEREAS, the Council recommended the reduction based on preliminary plans for construction of the Black Desert at Entrada Development which would eliminate the need for Neighborhood Parks 1,2 & 3; and it was also recommended not to fund the BMX Park with Park Impact Fees. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Santa Clara City Council that the Parks Impact Fees for new residential developments be amended to be 2,906 per household and be collected 100 % at Building Permit Issuance.  

This Resolution shall become effective the billing cycle beginning on August 13, 2020, and upon appropriate adoption, recording, and posting in the manner prescribed by law.


ADOPTED by a duly constituted quorum of the Santa Clara City Council this 22nd day of April 2020.


IN WITNESS THERETO:


_______________________________


Rick Rosenberg, Mayor


ATTEST:

__________________________________


Chris Shelley, City Recorder
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										December 18, 2019

To:		City Council

From:		Brad Hays

Subject: 	Parks Impact Fee Reduction

Dear Council,

After a review by City Council during the April City Council Work Meeting, the City Council and Mayor recommended to reduce the current Parks Impact Fee from $3906 to $2906. The Council recommended the reduction based on preliminary plans for construction of the Black Desert at Entrada which would eliminate the need for Neighborhood Park 1, Neighborhood Park 2, and Neighborhood Park 3. The City Council also recommended not to fund the BMX Park with Parks Impact Fees. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]The adjustment of Parks Impact Fees will occur on the same date as the Streets and Public Safety Impact Fee adjustments. The current Parks and Trails Impact Fee Study dated June 2019 will not be amended until approximately 2026 on the normally scheduled interval.



Sincerely,

Brad Hays
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