WORK SESSION: A work session will be held at 6:00 p.m. in Farmington City Hall, 160 South Main
Street. The public is welcome to attend. The agenda for the work session will be as follows:

1. Budget presentations and discussions
a. Paramedics program and property tax rates
b. Fire
c. Police
d. Parks & Recreation
2. Questions or concerns the City Council may have on agenda items.

FARMINGTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING
NOTICE AND AGENDA

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of Farmington City will hold a
regular City Council meeting on Tuesday, May 04, 2021, at 7:00 p.m. The meeting will
be held at the Farmington City Hall & electronically over Zoom for the public, 160 South
Main Street, Farmington, Utah.

Farmington City Council meetings, including this meeting, are open to the public. In consideration of the
COVID-19 pandemic, members of the public wishing to attend this meeting are encouraged to listen to the
meeting on line. The link to listen to the meeting live and to comment electronically can be found on the
Farmington City website at www.farmington.utah.gov. If you wish to email a comment for any of the listed
public hearings, you may do so at hbouck@farmington.utah.gov.

The agenda for the meeting shall be as follows:

CALL TO ORDER:

7:00 Roll Call (Opening Comments/Invocation) Pledge of Allegiance
7:02 Utah Youth Singers

PUBLIC HEARING:

7:05 Ordinance for Zone Text Amendment — Building Height and Elimination of
Residential Use Types in the TMU and OMU Zones

7:15 Appeal — Modification of Conditions of Approval for Special Exception

7:30 Ordinance Amending Zone Text — Accessory Buildings Allowed in a Reduced
Rear Yard Setback & Site Plan Review for Permitted Uses

NEW BUSINESS:
7:35 Ordinance Amending Section 3-4-010 of the Farmington City Code regarding HR

7:40 Consider Approval of Agreement with Farmington Bay Contractors to Use 950
North as an Access to the West Davis Corridor


http://www.farmington.utah.gov/
mailto:hbouck@farmington.utah.gov

7:45 FY 2022 Adoption of Tentative Budget and Setting the Public Hearing for
June 15, 2021

Minute motion adjourning to the Redevelopment Agency meeting.
(See RDA Agenda)

SUMMARY ACTION:

(Items listed are considered routine in nature and will be voted on in mass unless pulled for separate
discussion)

8:50  Minute Motion Approving Summary Action List
1. Approval of Minutes for March 16th

GOVERNING BODY REPORTS:
8:55 City Manager Report

1. Building Activity Report for March
2. Fire Department Activity Report for March

9:05 Mayor Talbot & City Council Reports
ADJOURN

CLOSED SESSION
Minute motion adjourning to closed session, if necessary, for reasons permitted by law.

*PLEASE NOTE: Times listed for each agenda item are estimates only and should not
be construed to be binding on the City Council.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special
accommodations due to a disability, please contact Heidi Bouck, City Recorder at
801-939-92009, at least 24 hours in advance of the meeting.

I hereby certify that | posted a copy of the foregoing Notice and Agenda and emailed
copies to media representatives on April 29, 2021.

DATED this 29" day of April, 2021.

FARMINGTON CITY CORPORATION

By: Iidi SBouck

Heidi Bouck, City Recorder

Posted April 29" 2021



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: Roll Call (Opening Comments/Invocation) Pledge of Allegiance

It is requested that Councilmember, Scott Isaacson give the invocation to the meeting and it is
requested that Councilmember Brett Anderson lead the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

PUBLIC HEARING: Ordinance for Zone Text Amendment — Building Height and Elimination of
Residential Use Types in the TMU and OMU Zones

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Hold Public Hearing.

2. Move that the City Council approve the enclosed enabling ordinance amending Table
18.3 in Section 11-18-050 of the Zoning Ordinance and the building height table in
Section 11-18-060 include findings 1-3 as outlined in the staff report.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Dave Petersen, Community Development Director.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: David Petersen, Community Development Director
Date: May 4, 2021
SUBJECT: Zone Text Amendment-- Building Height and Elimination of Residential Use Types in

the TMU and OMU Zones.
(Applicant: Farmington City, ZT-6-21)

RECOMMENDATION:
1. Hold a public hearing; and

2. Move that the City Council approve the enclosed enabling ordinance amending Table 18.3 in
Section 11-18-050 of the Zoning Ordinance and the building height table in Section 11-18-060.

Findings:
1. The amendments are consistent with the Farmington City General Plan.
2. Most of the area north (and south) of Shepard Creek, west of the UP Tracks, east of the

D.R.G.&W. trail, and south of Shepard Ln (approx. 260 acres) is identified as CA/BP (Class A
Business Park) or TMU (Transportation Mixed Use) on the Farmington City General Plan, and
is, or will likely be, zoned OMU and/or TMU. The majority of the Project Master Plans
(PMPs) in the CA/BP and TMU areas do not show residential facilities for people with
disabilities, assisted living facilities, and residential facilities for the elderly, but they do show
taller buildings in close proximity to I-15.

3. The purpose of this amendment is to make consistent the text of the underlying zone with
most of the specific PMPs approved by the City.

Supplemental Information
1. Enabling Ordinance

Respectfully Submitted Concur
:C; . (’7 — /
cvh4 }.// A ZL/\/[/\ f m/
David Petersen Shane Pace
Community Development Director City Manager

160 S MaIN * P.O. Box 160 * FARMINGTON, UT 84025
Puone (801) 451-2383 - Fax (801) 451-2747
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FARMINGTON, UTAH
ORDINANCE NO. 2021 -

AN  ORDINANCE AMENDING TABLE 183 IN
SECTION 11-18-050 AND THE BUILDING HEIGHT TABLE
IN SECTION 11-18-060 OF THE FARMINGTON CITY
ZONING ORDINANCE. (ZT-6-21)

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing in which amendments to
Table 18.3 and the Building Height Table set forth in Title 11, Sections 11-18-050 and 11-18-060
of the Farmington City Municipal Code were reviewed and the Planning Commission
recommended that these amendments be approved by the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Farmington City Council has also held a public hearing pursuant to notice
and as required by law and deems it to be in the best interest of the health, safety, and general
welfare of the citizens of Farmington to amend the tables as proposed;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
FARMINGTON CITY, STATE OF UTAH:

Section 1. Amendment. Table 18.3 in Section 11-18-050 and the Building Height
Table in Section 11-18-060 of the Farmington City Zoning Ordinance are hereby amended and
updated in their entirety as set forth in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and by this reference made a
part hereof.

Section 2. Severability. If any provision of this ordinance is declared invalid by a
court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder shall not be affected thereby.

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect immediately upon passage
by the City Council.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of Farmington City, State of Utah, on this
4th day of May, 2021.

FARMINGTON CITY

H. James Talbot, Mayor
ATTEST:

Heidi Bouck, City Recorder




EXHIBIT A

11-18-050: USES:

TABLE 18.3
ALLOWABLE LAND USES

Key to allowable uses:
P - Permitted
N - Not permitted

Mixed Use Districts

OS | RMU | OMU | GMU | TMU

Residential:

Low density residential - single-family detached minimum of N P N N N

5,000 square feet lot size

Medium density residential - single-family small lots and N P N N P

attached units or townhomes/condominiums limited to

duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, fiveplexes, or sixplexes

High density residential - condominium and apartment style N N N N P

Live/work residential N P N N P

Residential facilities for people with disabilities N P PN P P

Assisted living facilities N P PN P P

Residential facilities for the elderly N P PN P P
Commercial:

Accessory buildings that do not in aggregate have a footprint N P P P P

greater than 25 percent of the main building(s) on a

development parcel

Art studio N P P P P

Business, professional offices, outpatient medical facilities N P P P P

Entertainment N N N P P

Financial institutions (with the exception of nondepository N N pt o P

institutions)

Fitness and recreation facilities N P P P P

Hospitals, inpatient medical facilities N P P P

Lodging - bed and breakfast N P N P P




benches and bus stop signs)

Lodging, limited to hotel, motel N N P P P
Neighborhood service establishments® N B p? P p?
Parking structure N N P P P
Restaurant - fast food N p? P P p?
Restaurant - traditional sit down N P P P P
Retail and wholesale sales individual tenant use:
Up to 5,000 square feet N P P P P
Greater than 5,000 square feet N N P P P
and up to 20,000 square feet
Vehicle service/convenience store (including gasoline sales but N N P P P
no auto repair)

ivic uses:
Government - no point of service; no offices dealing directly or N N N N N
on a limited basis with the public (e.g., public works yards,
etc.)
Parks and open space p ) P ) P
Schools:
Preschool, daycare N pt P > P
Primary, secondary, colleges, N P P P P
and vocational
Service and fraternal clubs and organizations, and religious N P P P P
institutions
Transit and related transportation facilities (not including N N p2 ps pP?

Restrictions:

1

Drive up window/drop off lane allowed only with special exception review by the Planning Commission as set forth

in section 11-3-045 of this title, as to use only, and not fixed dimensional standards. For any use not listed as
P1, drive-up windows are expressly prohibited. No additional curb cut shall be added to accommodate the drive

up/drop off lane.

Benches and bus stops are permitted, with development standards as noted in section 11-18-110 of this

chapter.

Neighborhood service establishments: Low impact retail and personal service uses such as bakery, bookstore,
dry cleaning, hairstyling, pharmacy, art supply/gallery, craft store, photocopy center, comer market (with no gas

pumps).




11-18-060: BUILDING FORM AND SITE ENVELOPE STANDARDS:

Building Height Maximum (and Minimum where Specified)
In Stories (And Feet)
Local Roads | Local Primary Collector/ I-15 Transition
Arterial Roads Area’
RMU 2 (27 feet)* n/a 3 (40 feet) n/a
GMU 3 n/a 4 n/a
omMu 4 3 6 5 (minimum)
T™U 6 n/a 8 5 (minimum)
oS 1 (25 feet) n/a 1 (25 feet) 1 (25 feet)
Notes:

1.

The I-15 Transition Area includes all property adjacent to and within 600 feet of the west boundary of the Union
Pacific right-of-way. The height of buildings in this area must meet the standards set forth in the table regardless
of the Local, Local Primary, and Collector/Arterial Roads abutting or located in the |-15 Transition Area.

If a transition area is created buffering rural residential density areas from mixed use areas as follows: a) a
distance of at least 300 feet must be established between housing in a rural residential site and the mixed use
site; b) additional landscaping shall be provided on the mixed use site, including medium to large size trees every
20 feet along the entire length of the buffer; c) at least 3 different housing types (i.e., detached single-family,
townhomes, live/work units, etc.) shall be provided in the mixed use site for every 15 acres of development; and
d) the proposed uses in the mixed use area shall be compatible with the character of the site, adjacent
properties, surrounding neighborhoods, and other existing and proposed development; then at its sole discretion,
the City may, or may not, increase the building height on local roads in the RMU Zone to a maximum of 3 stories,
not to exceed 33 feet adjacent to existing rural residential development, or areas contemplated for such
development on the General Plan.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

PUBLIC HEARING: Appeal — Modification of Conditions of Approval for Special
Exception

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Hold Public Hearing.

2. Move that the City Council approve the appeal of the conditions of approval for a special
exception, thereby reinstating the condition to fence the Craig Holmes U-Haul business;
subject to all applicable Farmington City ordinances and development standards with
findings 1-2 in the staff report OR move that the City Council uphold the Planning
Commission's decision from March 18, 2021.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Shannon Hansell, City Planner.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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To: Honorable Mayor and City Council

From: Shannon Hansell, City Planner

Date: May 4, 2021

SUBJECT:  APPEAL - MODIFICATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR SPECIAL
EXCEPTION

RECOMMENDATION:

1. Hold a Public Hearing

2. According to 11-4-090 of the Zoning Ordinance:
The city council may modify the order, requirement, decision or determination appeared from and may make such
determination as ought to made and to that end shall have all the powers of the planning commission.
As such, two possible motions, among others, exist, including the following:

A. Move that the City Council approve the appeal of the conditions of approval for a special
exception, thereby reinstating the condition to fence the Craig Holmes U-Haul business; subject
to all applicable Farmington City ordinances and development standards.

Findings for Approval:

1. The decision to remove the condition is not consistent with the BR zone, therefore not consistent
with the General Plan.

2. The removal of the condition of approval by the Planning Commission on March 18, 2021 1s not
consistent with the 2014 Planning Commission decision.

OR
B. Move that the City Council uphold the Planning Commission from March 18, 2021
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

On June 19, 2014, the Planning Commission approved a special exception for an adaptive reuse of a U-Haul
dealership in the BR zone. An adaptive reuse enables an owner of an historic building in the BR zone to
apply for commercial use not listed therein if the building is eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places. Specifically, the following uses allowed in the C zone as either a permitted or conditional use but not



in the BR zone may be considered for said zone as a special exception if the owner meets the historic
preservation eligibility criteria for his building and some area requirements.

At the time of approval, the Planning Commission included a condition stating: ““The rear yard must be
screened from both Main Street and from 100 North through the use of a historically compatible fence”.
On or around February 3, 2021, code enforcement issued a notice of violation to the applicant, siting the
condition of approval quoted above. The applicant responded on February 25, 2021, the applicant
responded to the notice stating several prior issues with the fence’s durability during windstorms, which
frequently damaged the fence screening the rear yard. Solutions were not satisfactory or excelled the original
screening, and often encroached into useable space of the property. As a result, the applicant requested that
the Commission modify or remove the condition of approval from the original special exception. The
Commission removed the condition on March 18, 2021. At that time, the Commission proposed enhanced
landscaping to shield Main St from the U-Haul storage area.

The City received a letter of appeal on April 2, 2021 from Brigham Mellor concerning the Planning
Commission’s decision. Mellor stated that said decision was not, in fact, consistent with the BR zone and
adjacent zones, as wells as the City’s adaptive reuse policies and standards, which were key in the original
decision to grant approval for Holmes’ U-Haul business. As a key component of the original adaptive reuse,
Mellor appeals the City Council to reinstate the fence requirement.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Vicinity Map

Memorandum of appeal — Brigham Mellor to Shane Pace, City Manager — received April 2, 2021
Original special exception staff report from June 19, 2014

Code enforcement evidence

Request letter from applicant

Section 11-4-090 Right of Appeal

Draft minutes from March 18, 2021 Planning Commission

Minutes from June 19, 2014 — Planning Commission approval of adaptive reuse Special Exception

0O = OhiU i DD

Respectfully Submitted Review and Concu
W W 5!&14& . ‘)Zaz (2

Shannon Hansell Shane Pace
City Planner City Manager
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MEMORANDUM

To: Mayor Talbot and Members of the City Council
From: Brigham Mellor, Assistant City Manager/Economic Development Directc
Date: April 2, 2021

SUBJECT: Appeal of Planning Commission Decision (Application #M-1-14)

The purpose of this memo is to appeal a recent decision by the Planning Commission related to
the U-Haul business located at 97 North Main Street. Craig Holmes, the owner of the business
(and property), received approval for a special exception to establish the dealership on June 19,
2014, as an adaptive reuse subject to a number of conditions, including but not limited to the
following:

The rear yard must be screened from both Main Street and from 100 North
through the use of an historically compatible fence

Mr. Holmes requested that the Planning Commission remove the condition and on March 18,
2021, the Commission approved his request.

Before 1994, much of the core downtown area was zoned C-2 (Commercial) which allowed for
auto repair and similar uses. Then the City Council rezoned the area to Business Residential (BR)
on October 19, 1994, and such uses were disallowed in this zone. Mr. Holmes was allowed to
expand his windshield repair nonconforming use to include a U-haul dealership as a special
exception subject to the 2014 conditions and findings by the Planning Commission. The recent
decision to remove the aforementioned condition is not consistent with the earlier Commission
approval, nor is it consistent with the BR zone, nearby adjacent zones, or the City’s adaptive
reuse policies and related standards.

Cc: Shane Pace, City Manager

160 S Mamn - P.O. Box 160 - FarmingToN, UT 84025
PrONE (801) 451-2383 - Fax (801) 451-2747
www.farmington.utah. gov
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Item 7a: Special Exception for U-Haul Dealership in BR Zone

Public Hearing: Yes

Application No.: M-1-14

Property Address: 97 North State Street

General Plan Designation: MU/B (Mixed Use — Business, Medium Density Residential, Light
Commercial)

Zoning Designation: BR (Business Residential)

Area: 0.18 acres

Number of Lots: 1

Property Owner: Craig Holmes

Agent: N/A

Request: Special Exception for a U-Haul dealership, or a truck rental, as an adaptive reuse in the BR
Zone.

Background Information

The applicant is proposing a U-Haul dealership, or a truck rental, as an adaptive reuse in the BR
Zone for property located at 97 North Main.

On September 20, 2011, Farmington City enacted Section 11-2-020(3) which defined “Adaptive
Reuse” as: “Rehabilitation or renovation of existing building(s) or structure limited to residential and/or
office uses(s) other than the present use(s)”. Accompanying that same action the City amended Chapter
3 of the Zoning ordinance to broaden the scope of special exceptions to include adaptive reuse by
adding the following language (shown in italics) to Section 11-3-045 (1):

(1) Purpose. A special exception is an activity or use incidental to or in
addition to a principal use permitted in a zoning district or an adjustment to a fixed
dimension standard permitted as an exception to the requirements of this Title or an
adaptive reuse of a building or structure eligible, or that may be eligible, for the National
Register of Historic Places so long as the adaptive re-use does not compromise such
eligibility. A special exception has less potential impact than a conditional use but still
requires careful review of such factors as location, design, configuration and/or impacts
to determine the desirability of authorizing its establishment on any given site. This



Section sets forth procedures for considering and approving special exceptions to the
provisions of this Title.

Several months ago the City denied an application to allow a truck rental use in the BR zone.
However, on June 3", the City Council approved the expansion of the City’s definition of Adaptive Reuse
to encompass commercial uses, but for the BR zone only. This enables an owner of an historic building
in the BR zone to apply for commercial use not listed therein if the building is eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places. Specifically, the following uses allowed in the C zone as either a permitted or
conditional use but not in the BR zone may be considered for said zone as a special exception if the
owner meets the historic preservation eligibility criteria for his building and the area of the site is not
increased to exceed the minimum lot size in BR zone, or is not increased in size at all if the site is already
greater than the minimum size:

Research and development activities;

Auto, truck, recreational vehicle, and equipment sales and rental;
Automobile and truck repair, not including body work;

Class "B" beer outlet;

Department store;

Fast food establishments, detached (may include vehicle drive-thru facilities);
Lumber yard;

Self-service storage facilities;

Supermarkets;

Veterinary hospital.

800 00 G U sl BRigess
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Because this zone text change (ZT-2-14) has been approved, the applicant is now requesting that
his U-Haul dealership be allowed as an adaptive reuse under the new definition.

Suggested Motion:

Move that the Planning Commission approve the special exception as requested subject all applicable
Farmington City development standards and ordinances and the following conditions:

1. Approvalis subject to the building being restored as per NRHP guidelines, as determined by
staff;

2. Only one trailer or small truck is allowed to be stored in the front yard for advertising purposes,
the remaining equipment must be stored in the rear yard;

3. The rear yard must be screened from both Main Street and from 100 North through the use of
an historically compatible fence;

4. Any on-site property signs must be approved by staff as determined by Title 15 of the
Farmington City Ordinance.

Findings:

1. The Special Exception will enhance the area and not be detrimental to the health, safety, or
general welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity, or injurious to property or
improvements in the vicinity;

2. The Special Exception creates a tool where a contributing historic building can be restored

3. The area of the site will not be increased, nor is the minimum lot size in the BR Zone exceeded,
as determined by the new ordinance (ZT-2-14).



4. All other standards of the BR Zone are being complied with as determined by Chapter 15 of the
Zoning Ordinance.

Supplemental Information
1. Vicinity/Zoning Map.
Site plan
Letter from Craig Holmes
Photographs of site
Section 11-3-045 of the Zoning Ordinance.
Sections 11-15-040 and 11-15-050 of the Zoning Ordinance
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February 25, 2021
Craig Holmes
97 North Main Street

Farmington Utah 84025

RE: Notice of Violation of Farmington City Ordinance

Dear Dave Peterson,

I have received your letter indicating that your staff has observed apparent violations of city
ordinance that | currently do not have a historical fence/gate screening my rear yard. | understand
that this was one of the conditions for me to have a Uhaul Dealership at my existing business
Precision Windshield Repair. | need to utilize my property in the rear yard, because the city has also
restricted how | can use my property in the front and side yard in regards to having parked Uhaul
trucks and trailers.

The original gate that was at the property when | started my Windshield business in 1994 was
destroyed by the East winds years ago. Since 2014 when the requirement to screen the rear yard was
established to have Uhaul, | have had two more gates installed. Both have been damaged and
destroyed by windstorms. | have asked a few fencing companies for their ideas, but in my opinion,
the solutions offered were no better than what | have used in the past. And in some cases, the
solutions offered would restrict even more of the useable space of the rear yard.

Therefore, | respectfully request for the condition of the fence/gate that screens my rear
property to be removed as one of the conditions to have a Uhaul Dealership. With or without the
gate, | have always kept the Uhaul equipment behind where the gate would be if it were currently
there. If you look at the photo that was sent with my notice of violation, you can see the gate post in
front for the truck on the far right. The other post is at the corner of the building (not shown in the
photo) but all the equipment is behind where the gate would be. | have always kept this practice and
will continue in the future to do the same.

| appreciate your consideration to have this condition removed, and | hope we can come to
agreement on how to resolve this issue.

Sincerely,

Craig Holmes



11-4-070 11-4-090

released based on the percentage of completion of the required
improvements. '

E. Existing Buildings: The building official may require a bond on any
alteration or remodel of any existing building if, within his discretion,
such alteration or remodel could potentially cause damage to exist-
ing public improvements. Any ruling of the building inspector
regarding the amount of required bond or the release date of the
bond on remodels or alterations may be appealed to the city
manager. The purpose of a bond on any alteration or remodel, if
required, shall be for the sole purpose of warranting the maintenance
of public improvements, and not for the purpose of assuring con-
struction completion for which the permit was taken out. Said bond
shall be released immediately after the risk of damaging public
improvements has passed.

F Bond Refused: If the city determines that issuance of a certificate of
occupancy prior to completion of any required improvement may be
injurious to the health, safety or welfare of the city or its inhabitants,
the city may refuse to accept a bond agreement in lieu of actual
completion of required improvements or it may limit the time period
of the bond to lesser periods than specified herein. (Ord. 1991-26,
7-17-1991)

11-4-080: VIOLATIONS: If the zoning administrator finds that any of the

provisions of this title are being violated, he shall notify, in
writing, the person responsible for such violation, indicating the nature of
the violation and the action necessary to correct it. The zoning administrator
shall order the discontinuance of illegal buildings, structures or additions to
buildings or structures, discontinuance of any illegal work being done, or
shall take other action authorized by this title to ensure compliance. (Ord.
1991-26, 7-17-1991)

11-4-090: RIGHT OF APPEAL: Any person aggrieved by any decision

of the zoning administrator or the planning commission in the
administration of this title may appeal such decision in accordance with the
provisions of this section:

A. From Zoning Administrator: An appeal of an action or decision of the

zoning administrator made in the administration of this title may be
made as outlined in section 11-5-060 of this title.

Farmington City



11-4-090 11-4-090

B. From Planning Commission: An appeal of an action or decision of
the planning commission made in the administration of this title shall
be made to the city council. Such appeals must be taken within
fifteen (15) days of the action or decision by filing a written notice
with the city manager, specifying the grounds for appeal. Only those
grounds specified in the appeal shall be considered by the city
council.

C. Stay Of Proceedings: An appeal stays all proceedings in furtherance
of the action appealed from unless the planning commission certifies
to the city council that, by reason of fact stated in the certificate, a
stay would cause imminent peril to life or property. In such cases,
proceedings shall not be stayed otherwise than by restraining order
which may be granted by the appropriate appeal body or by the dis-
trict court on application and notice and on due cause shown.

D. Public Hearing By City Council: The city council shall schedule a
public hearing to hear the appeal. Notice of the hearing shail be
given at least fifteen (15) days prior to the hearing. Notice of the
hearing shall be made as required by law/The city council -may."

odify the order, requirement, decision or determination appealed
from and may make such determination as ought to be made and to
t_end shall have all the powers of the planning commission
concurring vote of a simple majority of the total membership of the
council shall be necessary to act on the appeal.

E: Further Relief: Any person aggrieved by or affected by any decision
of the city council may have and maintain a plenary action for relief
therefrom in any court of competent jurisdiction; provided, petition for
such relief is presented to the court within thirty (30) days after the
rendering of such decision. (Ord. 1991-26, 7-17-1991)

Farmington City



Farmington City Planning Commission Minutes 3.18.2021

Conditions:

The size of the accessory living quarters cannot be changed.

2. If the ownership of the property changes from the Gardners, a new CUP must be applied for and approved by
the Planning Commission as accessory living quarters.

3. Before occupancy of the living quarters, the lane needs to be developed with a curb cut and gravel to keep dust
down.

Findings for Approval:

1. The use is accessory to the perpetual agriculture use of the land and is allowed as a conditional use within the
easement area.

2. Such uses are also allowed as a conditional use in the AA zone.

3. The conditional use permit complies with Farmington City’s General Plan and Zoning Ordinance.

Supplementary information:
1. Vicinity map
2. Information from applicant: letter (2.12.21), site plan/use map, photos of building.

Rulon Homer seconded the motion, which was unanimously approved.
OTHER BUSINESS

Christensen made a motion to move agenda ItEm #10 up to be heard next. Homer seconded the motion, which was
unanimously approved.

Item #10 Miscellaneous, Correspondence, etc.
a. Craig Holmes (Public Hearing) — Applicant is requesting a modification of a fence/gate requirement related

to a special exception to operate a U-Haul Dealership, located at 97 N State Street, located in the BR
(Business Residential) zone. (M-1-14)

Petersen presented this agenda item. This is for a windshield repair business that also rents U-Hauls. One of the
conditions of approval was that there be a gate on the rear of his property. He would like to see if this condition can be
amended.

Hansell said that on June 19, 2014, the Planning Commission approved a special exception for an adaptive reuse of a U-
Haul dealership in the Business Residential (BR) zone. An adaptive reuse enables an owner of an historic building in the
BR zone to apply for a commercial use not listed therein if the building is eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places. Specifically, the following uses allowed in the Commercial (C) zone as either a permitted or conditional use, but
not in the BR zone, may be considered for said zone as a special exception if the owner meets the historic preservation
eligibility criteria for his building and some area requirements.

At the time of approval, the Planning Commission included a condition stating: “The rear yard must be screened from
both Main Street and from 100 North through the use of a historically compatible fence.” On or around February 3,
2021, code enforcement issued a notice of violation to the applicant for lack of screening, siting the condition of
approval quoted above. On February 25, 2021, the applicant responded to the notice stating several prior issues with
the fence’s durability during windstorms, which frequently damaged the fence screening the rear yard. He has had a
difficult time keeping the fence up due to the winds. Solutions were not satisfactory or excelled the original screening,
and often encroached into useable space of the property. As a result, the applicant now requests that the Commission
modify or remove the condition of approval from the original special exception from 2014.
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Applicant Craig Holmes (262 E. 2200 South, Kaysville, Utah) addressed the Commission. He has been in the business for
26 years, and started U-Haul nine years ago. He has had three fences, and the wind has destroyed each of them. There
is limited space to have his equipment there, and he tries not to have equipment in the front. It would be an extreme
help not to have a fence there, as it affects how he can park equipment there. He keeps all the equipment behind what
would be the fence line. The change he is seeking only applies to the gate, not to the fence. The original intent was for
aesthetics, necessitating a 6-foot fence. However, U-Hauls are 12 feet tall. He has had fencing companies come and
make suggestions, but it would take from the workable space because it would need an additional post in the middle.
He would rather the special exception be removed. If the gate is there, he can only park two trucks side by side. With
the gate not there, he can store three. The building is 26 feet deep, and the gate area is 30 feet. If it was on a sliding
rail, it would be longer than the building and go into the front parking lot when it was opened all the way.

Alex Leeman opened the Public Hearing at 9:44 PM.

Lori Conover (469 Quail Run Road, Farmington, Utah) said that although she is not a direct neighbor, she has never been
bothered by U-Hauls being parked there. It is fine without a gate.

Alex Leeman closed the Public Hearing at 9:45 PM.

Leeman doesn’t feel strong about removing the special exception, especially since no neighbors chose to address the
Commission during the public hearing. This is purely discretionary for the Commission. He would lift the requirement.
Wall said the original Commission got it right, as an equipment yard should be shielded and screened. Options include
making it so the middle post could be temporarily removed. There are ways to keep the original requirement in place.

Christensen said this doesn’t seem to be bothering people. She appreciates the inconvenience and expense to the
property owner, but she is hesitant to remove what the Planning Commission did before. She is inclined to leave it in
place, as there are ways to accomplish the original intent. She suggested maybe there could be trees in the park strip or
high foliage in order to screen the area from Main Street to the south.

The applicant would prefer the option of trees in the parking strip instead of a gate. Mortensen asked if the gate were
removed completely, if it could be stated that equipment could be no further north than the edge of the building. This
could be a compromise. Wall said he is concerned about the tree option as it could inhibit vehicles having appropriate
line of site near an intersection. Homer said the gate is not essential to the nature or volume of the applicant’s business.
He should be allowed to remove the gate. Steinhorst said he would rather have a nice fence put in than an historically
compatible fence as noted in the special exception. Leeman noted that the Commission is split.

Greg Wall made a motion to keep in place the conditional use approval conditions from the 2014 Planning Commission.
Larry Steinhorst seconded the motion. Wall, Steinhorst, and Christensen voted in favor of the motion. Mortensen,
Homer, and Leeman voted nay. The motion does not carry on the 3-3 vote. It stays as-is according to that tie vote. The
special exception condition would stay.

Erin Christensen moved that the special exception placed in 2014 be amended to require the use of trees, privacy
shrubs or other vegetation in the park strip to the northeast of the parking lot as well as the grassy area north of the
building to create a screen for the parking area from Main Street. An additional condition is that the U-Haul trucks or
other equipment may not be parked any further north than the north edge line of the existing building.

Wall asked about the intersection site triangle. Petersen said the applicant meets the site triangle. A condition could be

added that the traffic engineer look at it and verify it in writing on his letterhead. He could approve the placement of
the vegetation. Petersen said a good landscape architect is on retainer with the City.

11
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Christensen added a condition that vegetation would be in lieu of the fence requirement previously required and

subject to review and approval of the City traffic engineer of any site distance or other related issues. She also added a
condition that the Commission delegates Staff to handle approval of the proposed vegetation.

Mortensen seconded the motion.

Christensen, Mortensen, Steinhorst and Leeman voted in favor of the motion. Wall and Homer voted nay. The motion
carried 4-2.

Petersen said when there is a tie vote, the Commission could consider one alternate vote. During their next meeting,
the Commission could verify the parliamentary rules and reconsider this vote during the miscellaneous portion of the
agenda. Leeman said this is worth verifying before this item is formally stamped.

ZONE TEXT AMENDMENTS

Leeman suggested leaving the three zone text amendments remaining on the agenda for the next meeting. Petersen
said Item #9 is the biggest item and an important issue. He would like the appropriate time for the Commission to
consider the formulas proposed by the Affordable Housing Committee. April 8, 2021, is a light meeting so far. The three
zone text amendments include:

Item #7 Farmington City (Public Hearing) — Applicant is requesting recommendation(s) to amend the Zoning and Sign
Ordinance regarding Conditional Uses and Special Exceptions. (ZT-9-21)

Item #8 Farmington City (Public Hearing) — Applicant is requesting recommendation(s) to amend building heights
standards in the OMU and TMU zones, and to remove selected residential use types as allowed uses in the TMU zone
as set forth in Chapter 18 of the Zoning Ordinance. (ZT-6-21)

Item #9 Farmington City (Public Hearing) — Applicant is requesting recommendation to consider amendments to the
Zoning Ordinance to require developers/owners of any new dwelling units to set aside a certain percentage of their
developments as moderate-income housing, or to pay a fee in lieu, or provide some other benefit (ZT-1-21)

Homer made a motion to move items 7, 8 and 9 to the next agenda. Steinhorst seconded the motion, which passed
unanimously.

b. Other

Petersen said the Historical Preservation Commission meeting at 7 PM on the 24™ is a training on what the Original
Townsite Residential (OTR), or downtown zone, is all about. He encouraged the Planning Commissioners to attend that
meeting via Zoom.

Also, Plaizier had recent medical issues, which necessitated him leaving the meeting early tonight. The Mayor would like

to keep the public meetings to Zoom through April 10, 2021, when the State will lift the mask mandate. The second
meeting in April may be an in-person meeting, offered in a hybrid format of both in-person and Zoom.

12
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4. Outdoor lighting, if used, must be subdued. All lighting shall be designed, located and
directed to minimize glare, reflection and light pollution into adjoining and nearby lots.
Search lights shall not be permitted;

5. Conduct of the temporary use shall be limited to hours between 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 a.m.
Sunday through Saturday until July 27, 2014;

6. The use granted is solely for purposes of temporary outdoor fireworks sales, and no other
commerclal activities of any kind shall be assoclated with this use permit;

7. Any alterations made to the site to accommodate the use shall be removed and the space
shall be converted back to its original conditions upon termination of the temporary sales
tent;

8. Parking areas for the temporary use will be appropriate hard surfaces.

Karolyn Lehn seconded the motion which was unanimously approved.
Fi for Approval:

1. Other similar uses have been approved at this location in previous years.

2. If the conditions of approval are met, the proposed use will comply with all regulations and
conditions in the Farmington City Zoning Ordinance for this particular use.

3. Signage inconsistent with the sign ordinance is not compatible with goals, policies and
principles of the Comprehensive General Plan, and associated compliance of alil signs
surrounding the temporary use will ensure that the goals of the General Plan are met.

4. The proposed use is compatible with other uses in the area.

Motion:

Heather Barnum made a motion that the Planning Commission move agenda item #7 (Craig
Holmes — speclal exception as an adaptive reuse) to be discussed before agenda item #6 (Farmington
City — amending Chapter 12 Conservation Subdivisions in the Zoning Ordinance.) Rebecca Wayment
seconded the motion which was unanimously approved.

OTHER BUSINE PECIAL EXCEPTION

ltem #6. Miscellaneous: Craig Holmes (Public Hearing) — Applicant is requesting a special

exception for a U-Haul dealership as an adaptive reuse for property located at 97 N. Main
in the BR (Business Residential) Zone. (M-1-14)

Eric Anderson said the applicant Is proposing a U-Haul dealership (truck rental). He reviewed
the ordinance, which defines “adaptive reuse” and the purpose of it. On June 3, 2014, City Council
approved an expansion of the City’s definition of “adaptive reuse” to encompass commercial uses for
the BR zone only. The change allows an owner of a historic building in the BR zone to apply for
commercial uses as a special exception as outlined in the ordinance. The applicant is now requesting
the dealership be allowed as an adaptive reuse under the new definition.

Kris Kaufman asked if the special exception is approved and the applicant violates one of the
listed conditions (i.e. more than one of the allowed trucks is stored in the front of the building), is the
exception then pulled. David Petersen said yes, a business license may be revoked if a condition Is
violated. He added the City does have a code enforcement officer; however, violations are often
enforced on a complaint basis.
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Craig Holmes, 262 E. 2200 S., Kaysville, explained there will only be one truck or traller stored
in front of the building. The largest traller is 6’ x 12" They also have four trucks that are 14’ or
smaller, all of which are smaller than a Suburban. Anything else would be stored behind his shop.

Kris Kaufman asked the applicant if he would be putting any signage up for his husiness.
Craig Holmes said yes, he has a 2’ x 3’ sign. Often, he rents the truck or trailer that will be stored in
front of the building; the sign will help others know where he is located.

Kris Kaufman asked for more information on customers returning rentals as it was a big
concern for the Commission previously. Craig Holmes said he communicates directly with customers
to provide exact instructions on returning rentals. For larger rental trucks, he can meet with
customers at any time during the return so he is able to immediately move the vehicle to the back of
his shop. It is also common for U-Haul dealers to fine customers for failing to meet parking
requirements so he is comfortable doing so if customers park along State Street and 100 North. Also,
neighbors have been very supportive and are in favor of the dealership.

Kris Kaufman opened the public hearing at 8:08 p.m.
No comments were received.
Kris Kaufman closed the public hearing at 8:08 p.m.

The Commissioners expressed concern that although customers may be instructed not to do
so, customers may still park along State Street. Karolyn Lehn asked if no parking signs could be
posted along the road. Eric Anderson said it can be added as a condition to the motion. Cralg
Holmes said he can also add a “no parking along the road or be fined” sign next to the drop box for
the truck rental keys. He also said he is not opposed to additional signage along the street if the City
chooses to do so. David Petersen suggested adding a condition that the Commission review the
parking circumstance in six months and then assess if additional signage is needed.

Kris Kaufman said that he is concerned about large rental trucks being parked along State
Street; however, he does not have any other concerns approving the item. He has always been
supportive of the application as the applicant is a good property and business owner in the
community. Kent Hinckley is also supportive of the approval now that the amendment to the
ordinance has been made by the City Council.

Motion:

Rebecca Wayment made a motion that the Planning Commission approve speciz| exception
subject to all applicable Farmington City ordinances and development standards and the following
conditions:

1. Approval is subject to the building being restored as per NRHP guidelines, as determined by
staff;

2. Only one trailer or small truck is allowed to be stored in the front yard for advertising
purposes, the remaining equipment must be stored in the rear yard;

3. The rear yard must be screened from both Main Street and from 100 North through the use
of an historically compatible fence;

4. Any on-site property signs must be approved by staff as determined by Title 15 of the
Farmington City Ordinance.
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5. A “no parking along the street or subject to fine” sign be placed on the property at the
owner’s drop box when the U-Hauls are being returned;

6. The Commission reserves the right to revisit the parking issue to see if permanent no parking
city signs need to be placed in the area, or some other appropriate action, to mitigate pa rking
problems which may arise with the U-Haul business.

Karolyn Lehn seconded the motion which was unanimously approved.

Findings for Approval:

1. The Special Exception will enhance the area and not be detrimental to the health, safety or

general welfare of persons residing or working In the vicinity, or injurious to property or

improvements in the vicinity.

The Special Exception creates a tool where a contributing historic building can be restored;

3. The area of the site will not be increase, nor is the minimum lot size in the BR Zone exceeded,
as determined by the new ordinance (ZT-2-14);

4. All other standards of the BR Zone are being complied with as determined by Chapter 15 of
the Zoning Ordinance.

N

ZONE TEXT CHANGES

ltem #7. Farmington City (Discussion Item Only) — Applicant is reguesting a

recommendation to amend_the Zoning Ordinance by modifying Chapter 12 regarding
Conservation Subdivisions. (ZT-3-14)

David Petersen walked the Commission through the proposed changes to Chapter 11 and to
Chapter 12. One of the major changes to Chapter 12 would be providing a Conservation Subdivision
Overlay Zone for specific areas within Farmington that still have property the City wants to preserve.
This includes areas along the lake, the bird refuge and areas near the natural forest interface. For
other areas within Farmington, the ordinance would then be rewritten to include an “Open Space
Endowment” to allow for developers to obtain lots In exchange for land contributions by fee or
easement. Such exchanges would be at the full discretion of the City.

Rebecca Wayment asked how the Commission would protect itself if a developer is
proposing 8,000 sg. ft. and the Commission does not want it solely based on the proposed property
size of 8,000 sq. ft. David Petersen said In the state of Utah, very little can be challenged when the
ordinance is discretionary. By making the Open Space Endowment a total legislative act, it then
becomes discretionary based on the Planning Commission and City Councils’ decision.

Kris Kaufman asked how the proposed changes to the ordinance promote conservation of
Farmington land. David Petersen said the developer would be contributing money to an Open Space
Endowment Fund that Is used toward City parks, trails and more. He added prior to 1999, east
Farmington lots were 8,000-10,000 sq. ft.; however, after 1999, properties were down zoned within
the City to lot sizes of 16,000-20,000 sq. ft. To allow property owners lot sizes prior to 1999, the City
required open space or a waiver. The proposed changes, or the Open Space Endowment, would
allow for 8,000-10,000 sq. ft. lots in exchange for money that would then be used for additional open
space within the City. Kris Kaufman likes the simplicity of the proposed changes, but would like to
see standards that would assist the Commission and Council in deciding to approve or deny a request
for smaller lots in exchange for money. He suggested adding a “weighing test” when determining if a
request should be approved or not, i.e. the anticipated direct benefit that might be paid would
outweigh any detriment to adjacent properties.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

PUBLIC HEARING: Ordinance Amending Zone Text - Accessory Buildings Allowed in a Reduced
Rear Yard Setback, and Site Plan Review for Permitted Uses

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Hold Public Hearing.

2. Move that the City Council approve the enclosed enabling ordinance amending sections
11-28-050 E and11-7-040 E and F of the Zoning Ordinance with findings a-b as outlined
in the staff report.

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Meagan Booth, City Planner.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



FARMINGTON CITY

/Q\

HisToric BEGINNINGS « 1847

City Council Staff Report

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Meagan Booth, City Planner
Date: May 4, 2021

SUBJECT: Zone Text Amendments:
(ZT-3-21) Accessory Buildings allowed in a reduced rear yard setback
(ZT-4-21) Site Plan Review for Permitted Uses

APPLICANT: Farmington City
RECOMMENDATION:
1. Hold a public hearing; and

2. Move that the City Council approve the enclosed enabling ordinance amending sections
11-28-050 E. and 11-7-040 E. and F. of the Zoning Ordinance.

Findings:
a) The change to the ordinance provides that accessory building standards in a
reduced rear yard are similar to the standards in other setback areas found
elsewhere in the code.
b) The amendment allows the city planner to review applications for all permitted
uses not reviewed by the Planning Commission. This existing process has worked
well in the mixed use zones for a number of years.

Supplemental Information
1. Enabling Ordinance

Respectfully Submitted Concur
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FARMINGTON, UTAH
ORDINANCE NO. 2021 -

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 11-28-050 E. and 11-7-040 E. and F. OF ZONING
ORDINANCE (ZT-3-21) (ZT-4-21)

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has held a public hearing in which the proposed various
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance were thoroughly reviewed and the Planning Commission
recommended that these changes be approved by the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Farmington City Council has also held a public hearing pursuant to notice and
as required by law and deems it to be in the best interest of the health, safety, and general welfare of the
citizens of Farmington to make the changes proposed;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF FARMINGTON
CITY, STATE OF UTAH:

Section 1. Amendment. Sections 11-28-050 A, and 11-7-040 E and F, of the Farmington
City Zoning Ordinance is hereby amended as set forth in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and by this reference

made a part hereof

Section 2. Severability. If any provision of this ordinance is declared invalid by a court of
competent jurisdiction, the remainder shall not be affected thereby.

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect immediately upon publication or
posting or 30 days after passage by the City Council, whichever comes first.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of Farmington City, State of Utah, on this 4™ day
of May 2021.

FARMINGTON CITY

H. James Talbot, Mayor
ATTEST:

Heidi Bouck, City Recorder



Exhibit “A”

11-28-050: SUPPLEMENTARY YARD REGULATIONS:

E. Rear Yard Reduction For Corner Lot: On corner lots where a garage containing not less than the
required minimum number of usable off street parking spaces is attached to or constructed as an
architectural and 1ntegral part of a dwelling, the rear yard of the lot may be reduced to not less than
ﬁfteen feet (15),_ hatl 0 g o

11-7-040: SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW PROCESS:

E. City Planner: The City Planner shall review all applications for single- family and two-family
dwellings, and restdential- all permitted uses not reviewed by the Planning Commission #-aH-zenes.
If desired, an applicant may request a review by the Planning Commission of a permitted use. This
provision is intended to resolve conflicts or differences of opinion between the applicant and City staff
concerning the requirements or interpretation of this chapter.

F. Planning Commission: The Planning Commission shall review all conditional uses. The Planning
Commission shall also review all applications for multiple-family residential, commercial, commercial
recreation, office, agrlcultural use or 1ndustr1a1 permitted uses, Wthh are subject to the requlrements
of this chapter L Y § o }

4 : . , tonr- if the application
meets one of the followmg condltlons 1) the application mcludes a structure that exceeds (30,000)
square feet in size, 2) the application includes a development area in excess of 5 acres in size, or 3) the
Planning Commission may, at its discretion, delegate such review to the Planning Department. After
adequate review, an application may be approved, approved with conditions, continued for further
study or disapproved for the use and/or site plan.



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: Ordinance Amending Section 3-4-010 of the Farmington City Code regarding Human
Resources

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Move that the City Council approve the enclosed ordinance amending Section
3-4-010 of the Farmington City Code

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Holly Gadd, Human Resource Manager.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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City Council Staff Report

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Holly Gadd, Human Resource Manager
Date: May 4, 2021

SUBJECT: Human Resources--Code Change

RECOMMENDATION
Approve the enclosed ordinance amending Section 3-4-010 of the Farmington City Code.
BACKGROUND

Several months ago the City reorganized its Human Resource Department and the City Manager no
longer assumes the role as Human Resource Director. Moreover, the title “Human Resource Director”
is now “Human Resource Manager”. The attached changes are consistent with titles and practices
already implemented by the City. The proposed recommendation is more, or less, a housekeeping item.

Respectively Submitte Reviey and Concur

Shane Pace
Human Resource Director City Manager

160 S MaN * P.O. Box 160 * FarminGgTON, UT 84025
Prone (801) 451-2383 - Fax (801) 451-2747

www.farmington.utah.gov



FARMINGTON CITY, UTAH
ORDINANCE NO. 2021 -

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 3-4-010 OF THE FARMINGTON
CITY CODE.

WHEREAS, Farmington City reorganized its Human Resource Department and the City
Manager no longer assumes the role as Human Resource Director; and

WHEREAS, it is proposed that Farmington City change the title of “Human Resource Director”
to “Human Resource Manager”, and

WHEREAS, Farmington City desires to amend its Code consistent with the aforementioned
recitals as more particularly provided herein;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF FARMINGTON
CITY, STATE OF UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendment.  Section 3-4-010 of the Farmington City Code is hereby amended
in its entirety as follows:

3-4-010: HUMAN RESOURCES-BIRECTOR MANAGER:

feseufees—difeeter—-the-eﬁfmaﬁagepThe human resource manager shall 1mplement and

maintain the provisions of this chapter and perform other duties as required by ordinance,
resolution or policy of the city council.

Section 2. Severability.  If any section, subsection, clause, sentence or portion of this
Ordinance is declared, for any reason, to be unconstitutional, invalid, void or unlawful, such decision
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of the Ordinance and such remaining portions shall
remain in full force and effect.

Section 3. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon posting or
thirty (30) days after final passage by the City Council, whichever is closer to the date of final passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of Farmington City, State of Utah, on this 4th
day of May, 2021.

FARMINGTON CITY

H. James Talbot, Mayor
ATTEST:

Heidi Bouck, City Recorder



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: Consider Approval of Agreement with Farmington Bay Contractors to Use
950 North as an Access to the West Davis Corridor

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Move that City Council approve the contract with Farmington Bay Contractors (FBC)
to use 950 North as an access route to the West Davis Corridor (WDC)

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Chad Boshell, City Engineer.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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To: Honorable Mayor and City Council
From: Chad Boshell, City Engineer
Date: May 4, 2021

SUBJECT:  CONSIDER APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT WITH FARMINGTON BAY
CONTRACTORS TO USE 950 NORTH AS AN ACCESS TO THE WEST
DAVIS CORRIDOR

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the contract with Farmington Bay Contractors (FBC) to use 950 North as an access route to
the West Davis Corridor (WDC)

BACKGROUND

FBC has approached the City requesting permission to use 950 North as an access to the WDC to
haul in material for the road and bridge construction. The route will begin at the exit of Highway
89 and Shepard Lane then go west where it will go through the future re routed alignment of
Shepard Lane into the future business park. The route will then cross the D&RG trail and
proceed west on 950 North. If approved by the City, FBC will clear, grub, excavate to subgrade,
and install subgrade material for the future 950 North road giving the City a savings of
approximately $500,000. Staff recommends approving this contract.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

1. Contract
Respectively Submitted / Bc/:viewed and Concur
/) /)
V4 i/ [ /7 Y _
A /% %ﬁ”ﬁﬁaw{ E =
Chad Boshell, P.E. Shane Pace

Assistant City Manager City Manager



AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into as of the day of May, 2021, by and
between Farmington City, a Utah governmental entity, hereinafter referred to as the “City,” and
Farmington Bay Constructors, Joint Venture, DBA, hereinafter referred to as “FBC.”

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, FBC has been awarded the contract from the Utah Department of
Transportation for West Davis Corridor which will cross through the City; and

WHEREAS, the City has a major street construction project planned for the construction
of 950 North Street within the City; and

WHEREAS, FBC has determined that use of the 950 North Street Corridor in the
construction of the West Davis Corridor would be convenient and can be managed with relatively
minimal disruption to residents and businesses of the City and further that Farmington Bay
contractor can provide benefit to the City relating to the future construction of 950 North Street by
using the route for its West Davis Corridor construction access; and

WHEREAS, the parties now desire to enter this Agreement to establish project access for
FBC and the work that FBC can provide which will benefit the City’s future project;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, and
other good and wvaluable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby
acknowledged, the parties hereby agree as follows:

1. Incorporation of Recitals. The foregoing Recitals are hereby incorporated into
this Agreement.

2. Approval for Construction Access. The City hereby provides approval to FBC
for use of the 950 North Corridor for construction access as more particularly shown on Exhibit
A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. The access route shown on Exhibit A
shall be the route utilized by FBC and shall be generally constructed and constrained within the
limits shown on Exhibit A.

3. FBC Work. In exchange for construction access as approved, and as set forth in
Paragraph 2, above, FBC hereby agrees to provide the following work and materials to be
completed in accordance with applicable City standards and specifications and at no cost to the
City:

A. Clear and grub — Remove and dispose of all vegetative matter along the
proposed 950 N. alignment between the intersection of 950 N. and 2000 W. and
the eastern limit of the West Davis Corridor construction limits.



B. Strip Topsoil — Remove and dispose of approximately 3,800cy of topsoil along
the proposed 950 N. alignment limits referenced in Item A.

C. Roadway Excavation — Excavate approximately 8,500cy of the proposed 950
N. alignment referenced in Item A.

D. Embankment — Import, place and finish approximately 16,300tn of borrow
material to construct the roadway subgrade of the proposed 950 N. alignment
referenced in Item A.

E. Incidentals — In addition to the items referenced above, FBC agrees to perform
those incidental activities (e.g., flagging, dust control, SWPPP, etc.) directly
associated with performance of the work referenced above. FBC acknowledges
that construction crews and vehicles will be crossing the D&RG Western Rail
Trail and will dedicate necessary resources to maintain the safe passage of the
public while this access is utilized.

4. Permits. FBC agrees to obtain all required permits from the City for the required
work and to complete the work in a good and workmanlike manner.

5. Termination of FBC Work. In the event FBC’s work on the West Davis Corridor
terminates for any reason prior to the completion of the work contemplated herein, FBC agrees to
complete any in-process work and to leave the access way in a condition that will not unduly hinder
or compromise the City in procuring completion of the work by another contractor.

6. Procurement of Additional Work. In the event the City seeks additional work
beyond the scope of this Agreement for the construction of 950 North Street, the City agrees to
give due consideration to any proposal from FBC as may be allowed by the City’s procurement
ordinances.

7. Entire Agreement. This Agreement, with any Exhibits incorporated by reference,
constitutes the final expression of the parties’ agreement and is a complete and exclusive statement
of the terms of that agreement. This Agreement supersedes all prior or contemporaneous
negotiations, discussions and understandings, whether oral or written or otherwise, all of which
are of no further effect. This Agreement may not be changed, modified, or supplemented except
in writing, signed by the parties hereto.

8. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Utah.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement by and
through their respective, duly authorized representatives as of the day and year first above
written.



“City”

ATTEST:
By:

City Recorder H. James Talbot, Mayor
“FBC”
By:

Its:
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: FY 2022 Adoption of Tentative Budget and Setting the Public Hearing
for June 15, 2021

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED:

1. Review the recommended FY22 Budgets
2. Consider the resolution adopting the FY22 tentative budget
and Setting the Public Hearing for June 15, 2021

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Greg Davis, Finance Director.

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



FARMINGTON CITY  fnwme

BRETT ANDERSON
SHAWN BEUS

ScorT IsAACSON
AMY SHUMWAY
REBECCA WAYMENT

e s, SHANE PACE
HisToRrIC BEGINNINGS » 1847 CITY MANAGER
CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT FOR MAY 5, 2021
To: Mayor and City Council
From: Greg Davis
Date: April 28, 2021
Subject: FY 2022 BUDGETS
RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Review the recommended FY22 budgets
2. Consider the resolution adopting the FY22 tentative budget

BACKGROUND

Our current fiscal year is exhibiting a good recovery from the COVID-19 pandemic slowdown. The sales
tax budget for the current fiscal year FY21 was set at $5,140,000 — reflecting concerns about the impact
of the pandemic. We had estimated at the time of budgeting that the FY21 sales tax revenue would
have been approximately $5.4M to $5.6M without the pandemic. Our current estimate for FY21, after
seeing actual revenue earned through February 2021, is almost $5.7M and our estimate and
recommended budget for FY22 is above $5.8M.

Other General Fund revenues have also performed well and better than expected. We estimate
favorable results in revenues for building permits, local transportation sales tax, and UDOT allocations of
Class C funds.

The positive news in General Fund revenue will assist with other critical needs. The FY22 recommended
budget includes a large increase in the amount allocated to vehicle and equipment replacement. Many
of our vehicles are well beyond suggested useful life, thus requiring more maintenance while less
functional and less reliable. For example, a main fire apparatus engine recently failed and must be
replaced at an estimated cost of $475,000. There are other examples of emergency repairs or
unexpected failures. The budget also addresses deferred maintenance and replacement of various
equipment and systems in our buildings. Fortunately our roads are generally in good shape system-
wide. During the budget discussions this year you will hear a report from our Public Works department
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and city engineer regarding our current and historical road conditions and assessments.

Fund balance is projected to be at approximately 37% at the end of FY21. This will be a result of several
major factors - revenues exceeding budget and expenditures staying within budget. The recommended
FY22 budget shows a use of the General Fund’s fund balance in the amount of $857,000 due to transfers
to capital replacement and improvement funds for deferred maintenance and capital equipment needs.

The recommended budget includes a payroll budget increase to accommodate merit, career ladder
reclassifications, and market adjustments. Budget for seasonal employee rate increases are proposed in
our park maintenance and recreation programs. A new patrol officer position is added, with
corresponding vehicle and equipment funding.

This budget includes the annual subsidy to the Recreation Fund for various programs and special events
(like Farmington Festival Days). However, the FY22 subsidy from the General Fund to the Recreation
Fund or FY22 is included at its full level, fully covering the gap between recreation program customer
fees and operating expenses. The FY21 budgeted subsidy was reduced by approximately $290,000 in
order to lighten the burden on the General Fund and relied on the Recreation Fund’s own cash balance
that had built up over the years. This FY22 recommended budget includes a transfer of approximately
$1,013,000, up from $558,000.

Several rate increases are recommended in this budget — rates for some recreational programs,
cemetery fees, and water rates. A full consolidated fee schedule will be presented and discussed during
this budgeting process.

Regarding the Water Fund and customer billing rates, as was discussed a year ago, the Water Fund had
been in need of fee increases after going 10 years without. Routine fee increases are needed to sustain a
reasonable fund balance/cash reserves balance and maintain sufficient coverage to meet debt
obligations. Consistent with what was initiated a year ago, the Administration once again recommends a
3% rate increase (approximately 3% with individual fees rounded to the nearest 10 cents mark). The
Administration considers such an increase to be very reasonable and much more palatable than large
percentage increases. As was stated a year ago, annual increases in near-future years will be required to
keep pace with inflation in operational and improvement project costs.

Finally, the paramedic program funding and operating budget needs will be discussed. As you are aware,
the county is transferring responsibility from county to municipalities. This recommended budget
reflects the transfer of responsibility to our city and budgets for the initial phase - 6 new full-time
paramedic employees and a few initial ramp-up costs.

Respectfully submitted, Review and concur,
/ \ /

Greg Davis Shane Pace

Finance Director City Manager

2|Page



TIMELINE

e May4, 2021
o Work Session FY22 budget presentations:
= Discussion about paramedics program and property tax rates
= Fire
= Police
= Parksand Rec
o Regular Session
= Present and adopt (separately) tentative municipal and RDA budgets
= Set the public hearings for June 15, 2021 for FY22 budgets and FY21 budget
amendments for municipality and RDA
e May 18
o Work Session FY22 budget presentations (RECOMMENDED TO START AT 4 PM):
= Human Resources
= Engineering
= Public Works
= Economic Development & RDA
=  Community Development
= Administration
=  Mayor and Legislative

e Junel
o Work session — budget discussions continue
e June 15 -

o Work Session —
=  FY22 budget deliberations
= FY21 budget amendment discussion
o Regular Session —
= FY22 Budget overview, key points & key changes
=  FY21 budget amendment presentation and discussion
= public hearings for FY22 municipal and RDA budgets
= public hearings for FY21 municipal and RDA budget amendments
* Formal adoption of FY22 municipal and RDA budgets and certified tax rate
*  Formal adoption of FY21 municipal and RDA budget amendments

Questions not answered in council meetings will be accommodated by the Administration.

DRAFT April 28, 2021 File: Overview FY22 Budget - Recommended.docx



adA] sueu] Ag Sunsiy pund T# xs|x's1edpng ||V pieoqyseq

1202/62/Y

0 0 0 000CTY 0 0 (oo0‘zTY) aNoOg Mdvd ‘0’9 ST0Z S€
0 0 0 000°CTV 0 0 (o00‘zTY) aNog MYvd ‘0'D STOZ SE#
0 0 0 000852 0 0 (000°852) aNog ‘0’ $5a79 600T ‘00T €
0 0 0 000852 0 0 (000‘8se) aNosg ‘0’9 $9a19 600T ‘L00T vE#H
0 0 0 90LTL (90£'69) 0 (000‘€) 6007 ANOE XV1 S31VS 3D0110d T€
0 0 0 90LCL (90£‘69) 0 (000°€) 600Z ANOSE XV1 SI1VS I2110d T€#
0 0v0°C 00006 096°06€ 0 0 (000‘e8t) aNOg XVL dvd 0f
0 0v0°‘C 00006 096°06€ 0 0 (ooo0‘ssy) aNO8g XV.1 dvY 0g#
0 0v0°z 00006 999‘€ET‘T (90£69) 0 (000‘9STT) (aNN4 1VY3INID ¥04) SANNS IDIAY3S 1930
0 000°Sy 0 000°S 0 0 (000‘0S) VQa¥ NYVd NOILVLS NOLONINYYS 72
0 000°‘St 0 000°‘s 0 0 (000‘0S) Vay MYVd NOILYLS NOLONIWYYA ZZ#
0 858°6T8 0 1161 0 (000‘0€8) (oo0‘T8T) ANN4 VA4 NOLONINYYH 0T
0 858618 0 rTT6T 0 (000‘0£8) (000‘T8T) ANN4 YAy NOLONINYYL 0Z#
0 858798 0 Y1961 0 (000‘0€8) (000‘T€2) Sann4 (vay) INN3IAIY 1VID3dS
0 0 000°0LC 000'VLT'T 0 0 (000'vt¥'T) AMH T¥201/Savoyd D SSV1D TT
0 0 950°9TS‘C 692°€SL0T (£¥S‘LS8) (o00‘0€) (8££°18€CT) aNN4 1vY¥3INIo 01
0 0 950°98L‘C 692°LT6'TT (L¥S‘LS8) (000‘0€) (8£L'sZ8°€T) aNN41VYINID  TT‘0T#
0 0 950°98L°C 692°LT6'TT (vs‘Ls8) (o00‘0€) (8LL'sz8’eT) (speoy D sse|) g suonesado) aNNd IVHINID
3SVYIUINI 3SN IDNVIVE
|ejol pueso  IDNVIVE ANN4 1NO SYFASNVYL SIUNLIANIAX3 annd NI SHIASNVYHL INNIATY

|30 WWo0d3y ZTZA4 Jo wns

saniledau ‘(s}pald) Se UMOYS dJe SIINOS PUe SINUIAY

saAnisod s}igap Se uMoys aJe sasn ‘saunjipuadxy

Q3IANIINODIY - ZZA4 Y04 S139AaN4g 40 ONILSIT ANNd




adA] suesy Ag Sunsiy pund T#  xs|x's}@3png ||V pieoqyseq

T202/62/Y

0 00S‘TT 0 0 0 0 (oos‘tT) ANN4 1VNL13dY¥3d AYILINID 8P
0 00S‘TT 0 0 0 0 (00s‘tT) AaNN4 1YN13dyid AYILIWID 8h#
0 00S‘TT 0 0 0 0 (o0s‘tt) annd ININVINY3d
0 0 0 27499S (z£9'vT) 0 (000zy) ANN4 3414 VLIdVYD €V
0 0 0 24995 (z£9'vT) 0 (0o00‘zy) ANNd 3414 IVLIAVYD Eb#
0 ZES10T 0 89v'0TY 0 (000‘06) (ooo0‘zzt) ANN4 LNIWIAOYINI XYV TP
0 ZES'T0T 0 89v°0TY 0 (000‘06) (000‘ZzZP) aNN4 INJWINOUdNI MYV Zh#
0 0 000°0€8 000°04S‘T (000'820°2) (oo0‘0s€) (000‘22) ANN4 13SSV "dO¥d 31V1S3 1v3IY OF
0 0 000°0€8 000°0LS‘T (000°820°2) (000‘0S€) (00022) AaNN4 13SSY "dOY¥d 31V1S3 1v3IY Ov#
0 0 0 000°STV'T 0 (000‘€ET¥'T) (0002) ANN4 LNINDINDI TVLIdYD 6€
0 0 0 000°STY‘T 0 (ooo‘eTv‘'t)  (000°2) aNN4 INJNdINDI TVLIAVD 6E#
000°0S 0 0 0€9'vPY'TT (og9‘0€L L) 0 (000799v) SINININOYAINI LIFHLS 8€
(000‘0S) 0 0 0 0 0 (000‘0S) SINIWIAOYCINI LIIYLS VLIdVYD 8€
0 0 0 0€£9‘vib'CT (0€9°0€LL) 0 (000vTLY) SINIWIAOUAINI 133HLS TVLIdVD 8E#H
0 0 0 880°276C (885°622) (ooo‘ot) (005°2S) YIHLO/AOYdINI SONIATING LAOD LE
0 0 0 880°26¢ (885‘622) (oo0‘0T) (00s‘2s) YIHLO/AOYdWI SONIATING LAOD LE#
0 ZES‘TOT 000°0€8 85888191 (0o68‘zo0‘0t) (000°t98‘T)  (00S‘¥SZ'S) 49 404 dIND3 ‘SITIIHIA ‘S1D3r0¥d 1VLIdVD
3SYIUINI 3SN IDNVIVE

|ejol puesn  IINVIVE ANN4 LNO SYIASNVYL SIUNLIANIIX3 ann4 NI SHIISNVHL INNINIY

|e101 WWO3Y ZZA4 JO Wing

saAnedau ‘(s3IpaJd) Se UMOYS 9J8 S32IN0S PUe SINUIAY
saAsod s11qap se uMoys aJe sasn ‘saunyipuadx3
A3IANIWINODIIY - ZZA4 404 S135AN4d 40 SNILSIT ANNA



adA] sueul Ag Sunsi pund T# Xxs|x's1@3png ||v pieoqyseq

1202/62/Y

| €SYTYT'E 0€6°6L6 9S0°9€L’E 6LZ'VT6'YY (evT'0€6'0T) (950'9€L’€)  (ET9TZ8'TE) |e3o) pueso|
0 0 0 16¥°LY0‘T 0 (9s0‘€T0't)  (SEV'PEO‘T) SANN4 NOILV3IYD3Y  £9°09#
0 0 0 T6Y'L0°C 0 (9s0‘eT0’t)  (SEV'PEO‘T) NOILYIYI3Y - SANN4 ISIUdYILN]
(ozt'ver) 0 0 088'LTY 0 0 (000‘2¥S) 3DIAY3S IDNVINGNY SS
(ozt'ver) 0 0 088°LTV 0 0 (0002vS) IDIAY3S IINVINGNY SS#
(ozt'ver) 0 0 088‘LIY 0 0 (000°ZPS) FINVINGIAY - ANN4H ISIYdYILNT
0 0 0 000°€99 0 0 (000°€99) ANN4 ALITILN NOILVLYOdSNVYL 95
0 0 0 000°€99 0 0 (000°€99) ANN4 ALITILN NOILV1YOdSNVYL 9S#
YZELOY'T 0 000°0€ v2ETT9'E 0 0 (000°s€Z°T) ANN4 YILVM INYOLS ¥S
vee'Lov'e 0 000°0€ pZETTIE 0 0 (000‘s€Z‘T) aNNd Y3LVM INHOLS bS#
€E6'TT 0 0 €€6'9€9'T 0 0 (000's29°T) aNN4 39vay¥vo €S
€€6‘TT 0 0 €€6°9€9°T 0 0 (000's29°T) annd 39va4vo €S#
(t€669) 0 0 690°00T°C 0 0 (o00‘0£T2) aNN4d ¥3IM3S S
(t€669) 0 0 690°00T‘C 0 0 (000°0£12) aNNd Y4IM3S TS#
LYTLT6 0 0 L¥V9°066'Y 0 0 (oo¥‘€L0'v) aNN4 ¥Y3LVM TS
LvZ'L16 0 0 LY9'066°Y 0 0 (oot‘€L0'V) aNN4 YILYM TS#
€45°992°€ 0 000°0€ €L6°C00‘ET 0 0 (oov'99L‘6) SIILITILN - SANNS 3SIYdYILNT
3ISVYIYINI SN IDNVIVE

|ejol puess  IDINVIVE ANN4 LNO SHIASNVHL SIUNLIANIAX3 ann4 NI SHIISNVYL INN3IATY

|ejo] wwoday ZZA4 jo wns

saAiledau ‘(SHpatd) Se UMOYS 4. S3IIN0S PUB SINUINRY
saAsod s11gap se uMoys a4e sasn ‘saunyipuadx3
Q3IANIWINODI3Y - TZA4 404 S1395aNngd 40 ONILSIT ANNA



Suluueld zza4  xs|x's1@3png ||V pleoqyseq

%0°CT €T2'658 TEV'L00'8 8TT'8YT'L
‘ 000995 000995

000LT 000°LT

LYT'TT JAA A

0006 000°26

9902L1 990°2LT
%00 0 8TT'8YI'L 8TT8YT'L
%E"TT €62'525°C 8LL'SS8'ET S8Y0EETT
%Y'ST 000C 000'ST 000°€T
: 0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

000055 000°0SS 0
%Y LT €6T'EL6'T 8LL'06Z'ET S8V LIETT
: 000°0€ 000°0€ 0

000'v2 000'vZ 0
%S"€- (£0L68) 8LL'6EV'T S87°'675°C
%T'TS 000¥8T 000v¥S 00009€
%891 000621 000568 00099/
%9°SE 000°09T 000019 000°0S¥
: 000522 000°see 0

000'v9Y 000'v9v 0
%S'8 000°LLT 000°6¥2°C 0002£0C
%0°€T 000°0£9 000°018‘S 000°0VT‘S

papaloid se %/'9
000°880°S
asueyd adueyd a3aN3InWno0D3Y aiidoav
% 193png $ r44¥| TZAd

1202/62/v paiuld

jusawpuawe Suio8uo TZA4 Suipnpoul |joJAed |elo0)
(14 9) uiyyeis soipaweled
aAnnadwod Aels 01 aseatoul a8em aoueuajuiew yied [euoseas
98e19A00 YIYS ‘SIUDAS ‘Sswdsse |e1ads Ad 104 10 B HIP BIYS
josyed ao1j0d - uonisod maN

*20||B3J ‘S3SIBI TZAS '8 SOSIBI TZA4 JON0D 0] %17 JO aseaudul 193png

(sastes Aue 21043q) TZA4 ul pardope Ajjeuidiio se [joiAed
|104Aed
sainjipuadx3y

S9NUAA3M |e}0L
JUSWIIDI0JUT MET/3D1|0d - JUBID)
apedey 3ulp|ing - Juels
sJA 7 Jan0 peauds ‘pund uaiep) 995 - 1Y dYYV - Sulpuny |eispad
PV S3YVD - Suipuny |esapa4
(VN34 pue 2oueunsul Ajiadoud) Aianodal wioispuip
1S3NUANAI dWI-dUQ

(3uswpuawe 198pNng TZA4) qISL JUIBW UISEC UOIIUIIP J9IBM WIO0IS

J3MO] SUOIIEJIUNWWOD WOy dNUDAII ased| Aadoud
sanuanaJ 8ulo8uo snouep

Xe] sa9|es uoljeliodsuel) |e207

10an wouy Suipuny sdueuajulew 19915 J Sse|D
sywuad Suipjing

Ajuno?) sineq - soipawesed 10y} Jajsuel) xel - anuanal xel Ajiadoud
Vay JJed uoneis - solpawesed 10j Jajsues) xel - anuanal xel Auiadoud

solpaweled 10§ SI94SUBI] XB) 31049 anuaAaJ xe] Auadoud
yimous aseq ‘AJanodas gIAQD - Xel sajes
:sanuanal Suio8uQ
anuanay
S3NUBA3I pun4 |BI3UID JO % Se due|eq puny 3uluuidag
(paid1a1saiun) asuejeg pung Suluuidag
(TT ‘01#) ANN4 TYHINID

d/V “4/V ‘Ysed saulquiod SanIasay yse), :910N
SIDONVIVE ANN4 / ,SIAY¥ISIY HSYD, ANV S139ang



Suluueld zza4 xs|x's198png ||v pieoqyseq

1202/62/v pawuld

%S'0€ S9NUIADJ pun4 |eJaua9 Jo 93ejuadiad se aduejeq puny Suipul
%8'89%  (S8£°90L) €SY0ET'Y (zoL'0sT1) 2ouejeq puny Suipu3
%8 891 (s8£‘90L) (LvS‘LS8) (z9L‘0sT) duejeq puny (Jo asn) 10 03 uoiNqLIUOd Suimoys AlAiloe 18N
%C 8¢ 8L0°CET'E STE'ETL'YT LYT'TI8Y'TT sainyipuadx3 jejo)
%T €EEC €89°6176'T 950984 €L£9¢8 S9PIN0Id AND SjuelD pue InQ Ssidjsued] [e30]
: 0 0 0 Suipuny 10V S3YVD Y1m AJUno) SINBQ BIA S9SSUISN( |[BWS 0} SjueJD)
0 0 0 1014351 JUSWIeqY OUNbSO|A pue apedey} ssauisng 104 SJueI)
000°0S€ 000°0S€ 0 Ov# pun{ Aysadoud |eay 03 Jajsuel |
00001 0000t 0 puny s309foud S3p|g JUSWIUISA0L) 0] Jajsuel|
%€ 801 000‘SET‘T 000‘STV'T 000842 (au1Bua a1y 104 HG/LYS |PUl) pun4 Juswade|day Juawdinb3 03 Jaysuel)
%Y'18 £89'vVSY 9S0‘€T0‘T €/€'8SS (jendes pue suonesado 1oj Apisqns) pun4 uol1ea.d3y 0} J9jsuel]
: Sapinoad A sjueln pue InQ sdajsued)
%E'Y 009'st 009°€TTT 000'890°T AepinQ |ende) |ejoy
00S'vT 00S‘vz “asiw AejinQ jende)
00029 00029 aoueudIUIRW PROJ I sse|) - AejinQ |ende)
(006'st) (006°st) TZA4 10} SWS)I dWI}-8UO0 SAOWY
%0°0 0 000°890‘T 000890°T TZA4 paidope AejinQ jende)
%S°ST T8SLLE 8€2908‘C 959'8Z¥‘C S90INI9S pue sajddng |ejo |
’ 780°CS 280°CS $92IAJI9S pue saljddns 01 sa3ueyd Jaylo snouep
0002 000°L Suipuny uiyolew ‘quess - Apnis SunayJen DY4M
000‘8 000‘8 (spaau s8p|q 4ay30 ‘|leH AuD dn yonoy Sunuied) jutew Suipjing
000°8 000‘8 UOI1EONPS PUE |9ABJ} |BUOI}IPPE PUB 183419 UOI}BIUSIIO |12UN0)
0098 0098 wawdinba pue Suiuies) uounwis dd
0006 0006 1921440 |013ed Mau 1oy Juawdinbg
000°ST 000°ST sjuesd wouy saseydund juswdinby
000°0C 00002 (9nuanas paseasdul 93S) SIVIAIBS 1030eIIU0D uoldadsul Sulpjing
000°s¢ 000°s¢ ssiedas Buip|ing 104 Aduaduiuo)
00S°LT 00S°L2 saseaJtoul duelansul Ayjiadoud
009°6C 009°62 daid Aduagiawa ‘s8uipjing ‘@414 syusawade|dal oipey
000°0€ 000°0€ J¥4M wouy ueid 31 (VLN) ue|d 421SeN ealy uolels
00S°0¥ 00S‘0v (A&suno) sineq o031 syuawihed) suoida|3
00€°29 00€°29 (uonejjeisul 0og‘ snid Ajjenuue 000‘09) 1eM10s YH 73 ||0JAed
000°0€ 000‘0€ (3uswpuswe 193pnq TZA4) $)4ed Ag Julew uiseq uoIULSP J91EM WIOILS
%00 0 959'8TY'T 959°8T¥'C TZA4 pa1dope sadiauas pue salddng
adueyd aduey) a3aN3InnoD3Y aiidoav d/V “4/V ‘Ysed sauiquiod ,sanIasay ysed, :910N
% 128png § [44¥] TTAd SIDNVIVE ANN4 / ,SIAYISIY HSYD, ANV S135ang




FUND LISTING FY 2020-21 RECOMMENDED BUDGETS
Receipts/sources and revenues are shown as (credits), negative figures
Expenditures and uses of funds are shown as debits, positive figures

FY21 Budget FY22 Recomm Total Change
(Original) Total FY21 to FY22

GENERAL FUND (Operations & Class C Roads)
#10,11 GENERAL FUND
REVENUE (11,330,485) (13,825,778) (2,495,293)
FINANCING PROCEEDS 0 0 0
SALE OF CAPITAL ASSETS 0 0 0
TRANSFERS IN 0 (30,000) (30,000)
FUND BALANCE USE (150,762) (857,547) (706,785)
EXPENDITURES 10,644,874 11,927,269 1,282,395
TRANSFERS OUT 836,373 2,786,056 1,949,683
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 0 0 0
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#10,11 GENERAL FUND Total 0 0 0
SPECIAL REVENUE (RDA) FUNDS
#20 FARMINGTON RDA FUND
REVENUE (186,000) (181,000) 5,000
TRANSFERS IN 0 (830,000) (830,000)
FUND BALANCE USE (14,450) 0 14,450
EXPENDITURES 200,450 191,142 (9,308)
TRANSFERS OUT 0 0 0
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 0 819,858 819,858
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#20 FARMINGTON RDA FUND Total 0 0 0
#22 FARMINGTON STATION PARK RDA
REVENUE (655,000) (50,000) 605,000
TRANSFERS IN 0 0 0
FUND BALANCE USE 0 0 0
EXPENDITURES 5,000 5,000 0
TRANSFERS OUT 0 0 0
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 650,000 45,000 (605,000)
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#22 FARMINGTON STATION PARK RDA Total 0 0 0

4/29/2021 Dashboard All Budgets.xIsx FY21 & FY22 Fund groups



FUND LISTING FY 2020-21 RECOMMENDED BUDGETS
Receipts/sources and revenues are shown as (credits), negative figures
Expenditures and uses of funds are shown as debits, positive figures

FY21 Budget FY22 Recomm Total Change
(Original) Total FY21 to FY22

DEBT SERVICE FUNDS (FOR GENERAL FUND)
#30 RAP TAX BOND
REVENUE (483,000) (483,000) 0
EXPENDITURES 393,000 390,960 (2,040)
TRANSFERS OUT 90,000 90,000 0
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 0 2,040 2,040
#30 RAP TAX BOND Total 0 0 0
#31 POLICE SALES TAX BOND 2009
REVENUE (5,000) (3,000) 2,000
TRANSFERS IN 0 0 0
FUND BALANCE USE (66,000) (69,706) (3,706)
EXPENDITURES 71,000 72,706 1,706
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#31 POLICE SALES TAX BOND 2009 Total 0 0 0
#34 2007, 2009 BLDGS G.O. BOND
REVENUE (258,000) (258,000) 0
EXPENDITURES 258,000 258,000 0
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 0 0 0
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#34 2007, 2009 BLDGS G.O. BOND Total 0 0 0
#35 2015 G.O. PARK BOND
REVENUE (413,000) (412,000) 1,000
FUND BALANCE USE 0 0 0
EXPENDITURES 413,000 412,000 (1,000)
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#35 2015 G.O. PARK BOND Total 0 0 0
CAPITAL PROJECTS, VEHICLES, EQUIP FOR GF
#37 GOVT BUILDINGS IMPROV/OTHER
REVENUE (44,000) (52,500) (8,500)
TRANSFERS IN 0 (10,000) (10,000)
FUND BALANCE USE 0 (229,588) (229,588)
EXPENDITURES 22,000 292,088 270,088
TRANSFERS OUT 0 0 0
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 22,000 0 (22,000)
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#37 GOVT BUILDINGS IMPROV/OTHER Total 0 0 0

4/29/2021
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FUND LISTING FY 2020-21 RECOMMENDED BUDGETS
Receipts/sources and revenues are shown as (credits), negative figures
Expenditures and uses of funds are shown as debits, positive figures

FY21 Budget FY22 Recomm Total Change
(Original) Total FY21 to FY22

#38 CAPITAL STREET IMPROVEMENTS
REVENUE (2,418,667) (4,714,000) (2,295,333)
TRANSFERS IN 0 0 0
FUND BALANCE USE (7,114,333) (7,730,630) (616,297)
EXPENDITURES 9,533,000 12,444,630 2,911,630
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 0 0 0
#38 CAPITAL STREET IMPROVEMENTS Total 0 0 0
#39 CAPITAL EQUIPMENT FUND
REVENUE (2,000) (2,000) 0
FINANCING PROCEEDS 0 0 0
SALE OF CAPITAL ASSETS 0 0 0
TRANSFERS IN (278,000) (1,413,000) (1,235,000)
FUND BALANCE USE (40,000) 0 40,000
EXPENDITURES 320,000 1,415,000 1,095,000
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 0 0 0
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#39 CAPITAL EQUIPMENT FUND Total 0 0 0
#40 REAL ESTATE PROP. ASSET FUND
REVENUE (2,000) (22,000) (20,000)
TRANSFERS IN 0 (350,000) (350,000)
FUND BALANCE USE (1,568,000) (2,028,000) (460,000)
EXPENDITURES 1,570,000 1,570,000 0
TRANSFERS OUT 0 830,000 830,000
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 0 0 0
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#40 REAL ESTATE PROP. ASSET FUND Total 0 0 0

4/29/2021
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FUND LISTING FY 2020-21 RECOMMENDED BUDGETS
Receipts/sources and revenues are shown as (credits), negative figures
Expenditures and uses of funds are shown as debits, positive figures

FY21 Budget FY22 Recomm  Total Change
(Original) Total FY21 to FY22

#42 PARK IMPROVEMENT FUND
REVENUE (322,000) (422,000) (100,000)
FINANCING PROCEEDS 0 0 0
TRANSFERS IN (90,000) (90,000) 0
FUND BALANCE USE 0 0 0
EXPENDITURES 370,500 410,468 39,968
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 41,500 101,532 60,032
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#42 PARK IMPROVEMENT FUND Total 0 0 0
#43 CAPITAL FIRE FUND
REVENUE (42,000) (42,000) 0
TRANSFERS IN 0 0 0
FUND BALANCE USE (15,400) (14,672) 728
EXPENDITURES 57,400 56,672 (728)
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 0 0 0
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#43 CAPITAL FIRE FUND Total 0 0 0
PERMANENT FUND
#48 CEMETERY PERPETUAL FUND
REVENUE (11,500) (11,500) 0
TRANSFERS OUT 0 0 0
FUND BALANCE INCREASE 11,500 11,500 0
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#48 CEMETERY PERPETUAL FUND Total 0 0 0
ENTERPRISE FUNDS - UTILITIES
#51 WATER FUND
REVENUE (2,482,200) (4,073,400) (1,591,200)
FINANCING PROCEEDS (250,000) 0 250,000
EXPENDITURES 3,538,390 4,990,647 1,452,257
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#51 WATER FUND Total 806,190 917,247 111,057
#52 SEWER FUND
REVENUE (2,170,000) (2,170,000) 0
EXPENDITURES 2,113,175 2,100,069 (13,106)
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#52 SEWER FUND Total (56,825) (69,931) (13,106)
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FUND LISTING FY 2020-21 RECOMMENDED BUDGETS
Receipts/sources and revenues are shown as (credits), negative figures
Expenditures and uses of funds are shown as debits, positive figures

FY21 Budget FY22 Recomm Total Change
(Original) Total FY21 to FY22

#53 GARBAGE FUND

REVENUE (1,595,000) (1,625,000) (30,000)
EXPENDITURES 1,619,597 1,636,933 17,336
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#53 GARBAGE FUND Total 24,597 11,933 (12,664)
#54 STORM WATER FUND

REVENUE (1,020,000) (1,235,000) (215,000)
FINANCING PROCEEDS (250,000) 0 250,000
SALE OF CAPITAL ASSETS 0 0 0
EXPENDITURES 3,181,595 3,612,324 430,729
TRANSFERS OUT 0 30,000 30,000
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#54 STORM WATER FUND Total 1,911,595 2,407,324 495,729
#56 TRANSPORTATION UTILITY FUND

REVENUE (685,000) (663,000) 22,000
EXPENDITURES 680,000 663,000 (17,000)
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#56 TRANSPORTATION UTILITY FUND Total (5,000) 0 5,000
ENTERPRISE FUND - AMBULANCE

#55 AMBULANCE SERVICE

REVENUE (492,000) (542,000) (50,000)
SALE OF CAPITAL ASSETS 0 0 0
EXPENDITURES 343,312 417,880 74,568
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 0 0 0
#55 AMBULANCE SERVICE Total (148,688) (124,120) 24,568
ENTERPRISE FUNDS - RECREATION

#60,67 RECREATION FUNDS

REVENUE (981,360) (1,034,435) (53,075)
TRANSFERS IN (558,373) (1,013,056) (454,683)
EXPENDITURES 1,817,863 2,047,491 229,628
NON-CASH GAAP ENTRIES 12,000 0 (12,000)
#60,67 RECREATION FUNDS Total 290,130 0 (290,130)
IGrand Total 2,821,999 3,142,453 320,454 |
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RESOLUTION NO. 2021-

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE FARMINGTON CITY TENTATIVE
BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022

WHEREAS, pursuant to State law, a tentative budget has been delivered to the
Farmington City Council for consideration; and

NOW, THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
FARMINGTON CITY, STATE OF UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Adoption of Tentative Budget. The Farmington City Council hereby
adopts the tentative budget for Fiscal Year 2021-2022 which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and
incorporated herein by reference.

Section 2. Setting a Public Hearing for final adoption. The Farmington City
Council hereby directs staff to provide notice of a public hearing for June 15, 2021, after which
hearing the City Council will consider adoption of the final budget on said date.

Section 3. Severability. If any section, part or provision of this Resolution is held
invalid or unenforceable, such invalidity or unenforceability shall not affect any other portion of
this Resolution, and all sections, parts, and provisions of this Resolution shall be severable.

Section 4. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon
its passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF FARMINGTON CITY,
STATE OF UTAH, THIS 4™ DAY OF MAY, 2021.

FARMINGTON CITY

ATTEST:

By:
Heidi Bouck, City Recorder H. James Talbot, Mayor




Minute Motion adjourning to the (RDA)
Redevelopment Agency meeting.



REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF FARMINGTON
NOTICE & AGENDA

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a meeting of the Governing Board of the
Redevelopment Agency of Farmington City, Davis County, Utah, will be held at the
Farmington City Hall & electronically over Zoom, 160 South Main Street Farmington,
Utah, on Tuesday, May 04, 2021, at 7:45 p.m.

Farmington City Redevelopment Agency meetings, including this meeting, are open to the public. In
consideration of the COVID-19 pandemic, members of the public wishing to attend this meeting are
encouraged to listen to the meeting on line. The link to listen to the meeting live can be found on the
Farmington City website at www.farmington.utah.gov

The agenda shall be as follows:

8:15 Roll Call

8:20 FY 2022 Adoption of Tentative Budget

8:30 Return the Arena Tax Increment Funds Collected at Station Park

8:40 Resolution for Acquisition of UDOT Reversionary Interest at the Frontrunner

Station Parking Lot

Motion to adjourn and reconvene the City Council meeting.

DATED this 29" day of April, 2021.

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
// /,—K‘]
A H‘O/( =2
By: )%/ I el

Shane Pace, Secretary


http://www.farmington.utah.gov/

RDA AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: Roll Call

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



RDA AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: FY 2022 Adoption of Tentative Budget

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED

1. Review the recommended FY?22 Budget

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



RDA AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJE CT: Return the Arena Tax Increment Fund Collected at Station Park

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED

1. Make a motion to approve returning the arena tax increment funds collected at Station
Park

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Brigham Mellor, Economic Development Director

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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Redevelopment Agency Farmington City Staff Report

To: RDA Board
From: Brigham Mellor, ED Director
Date: May 4", 2021

SUBJECT:  Motion to give back the arena tax increment funds collected at Station Park

RECOMMENDATION
Suggested Motion:

Move that the Staff prepare as part of the final FY 2021 budget amendment to include returning to
each of the participating taxing entities their portion of the $4 Million we had set aside for the Stars
Arena.

BACKGROUND

In 2019 the Station Park RDA Taxing Entity Committee (TEC) met to allow the RDA to collect
Tax Increment for one additional year after the $18.5 Million cap had been reached (established in 2007
when the RDA was formed). That allowed the agency to collect $4 million dollars to be used specifically
towards funding of a 5,000 seat arena — that site will be sold to Brighton Homes and will be The Bri
residential community.

Since 2019 a lot has happened: the Jazz and consequently the Stars (NBA G-league team) have
been sold and gone with it the prospect of landing the team in Farmington for the foreseeable future.
There has been a pandemic that has essentially eviscerated the demand for an arena in the form we had
planned. Station Park has shown no interest in pursuing that development opportunity any longer. Davis
County is looking to renovate the LEC property will pick up what market demand there is for “an arena”
after the pandemic. They have been in talks with the Jazz on that front — the county would leverage the
assets and revenue streams they have which removes much of the risk associated with the venture like this
(as it will be a public facility and less susceptible to market conditions).

In December the RDA agreed proceed with the creation of CRA 3 (on the Boyer project) — as
those negotiations proceed we will greatly increase the success of our discussions if from the outset we
turn over the money we are holding from these same taxing entities on the Station Park RDA.
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There is no way for us to legally spend this money anymore — ground would need to be broken on
an arena project located at the site of The Bri before next May (land which CenterCal will not own in few
weeks). Construction documents for an arena like that would have had to begun design over 12 months
ago or more and they would have to be well on to the entitlement and site plan by this point to meet that
May 2022 deadline.

We have an opportunity (via the good will from returning these funds) to turn 2.8 million in TIF
into 24 Million through CRA 3. Out sister entities want this money back. As the pandemic has hit each of
our sister entities, these are much needed funds to fulfill their charted service objectives.

Breakdown of tax redistribution:

Taxing Entity Tax Increment
Davis School District $2,665,974
Weber Basin Water $54,660
Davis County Mosquito Abatement $39,979
Central Davis Sewer District $59,630

Applicable Ordinances
1. Utah Code Title 17C, Limited Purpose Local Government Entities
2. (Utah Administrative Code) Rule R907-80. Disposition of Surplus Land.

Respectfully Submitted Concur
/l AN
),* ( ,4_Q_- fr _?’7»—(2
Brigham Mellor Shane Pace

Economic Development Director City Manager



RESOLUTION NQO. 2019-03

A RESOLUTION OF THE TAXING ENTITY COMMITTEE FOR THE
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF FARMINGTON CITY APPROVING AN
AMENDMENT TO THE STATION PARK REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA
BUDGET.

WHEREAS, on May 20, 2005, the Taxing Entity Committee approved a Project Area
Budget (thc “Project Arca Budget”) for the Station Park Redevclopment Project Area (the
“Project Area™), in the form attached hereto for informational purposes as Exhibit A;

WHEREAS, on June 1, 2005, the Governing Board of the Redevelopment Agency of
Farmington City adopted the Project Area Budget as the official budget for the Project Area;

WHEREAS, growth in assessed value in the Project Area has exceeded the forecasts in
the original Project Area Budget;

WHEREAS, new development opportunitics within the Project Arca have arisen and the
Agency has proposed an amendment to the Project Area Budget in order to provide funds to
realize the development opportunity;

WHEREAS, the original Project Area Budget included a maximum tax increment
collection cap of $18,500,000.00, which the Apency has, or in the upcoming fiscal year will
have, allocated and spent on approved Project Area development activities;

WHEREAS, in order to make available to the Agency sufficient funds to attract the new
development opportunity in the Project Area, the Agency has proposed, under the Amendment,
that the tax increment collection cap be increased by $4,060,000.00; and

WHEREAS, the Agency has presented information regarding income targeted housing
within Farmington City, and the Taxing Entity Committee has determined, based on that
information and other information known to the members of the Taxing Entity Committee, that
additional tax incrcment from the Project Arca is not needed to address the income targeted
housing needs in Farmington City;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TAXING ENTITY COMMITTEE
FOR THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF FARMINGTON CITY:

b The Amendment to the Project Area Budget attached hereto as Exhibit B and
incorporated herein, is hereby approved and adopted effective immediately, subject to any
amendments or maodifications made a part of the motion to approve this resolution (if any), and
also subject to the following conditions and limitations:

a. The maximum amount of tax increment that the Agency may collect under the
Amendment ig $4,060,000.00 in addition to the $1%,500,000.00 collection cap
under the original Project Area Budget, meaning the collection cap is now
increased to $22,560,000.00;



b. Any tax increment collected by the Agency under the Amendment (ie.. the
additional $4.060,000.00) may be used by the Agency only for the following
purposes:

i. $4.000.000.00 for Project Arca development in the torm of reimbursement
of development costs tor a professional sports arena in the Project Arca
{the “Arena™); and

1. $60.000 for Project Area administration.

c. The Agency is only entitled to retain tax increment under the Amendment if the
all of the following occur: if any of the tollowing do not occur, then the Agency
will pay to each taxing entity that entity’s proportionate share of any tax
increment received by the Agency under the Amendment:

i. Construction of the Arena within the Project Arca commences on or
before May 31, 2022

ii. The Arena is constructed within the Project Arca and has a final
assessed value of at least $20.000,000.00:

ili. The owner/operator of the Arena permits the Davis School District to
use the Arena on terms acceptable to the Redevelopment Agency as
evidenced by the Redevelopment Agency entering into a contract with
the owner/operator relating to such use: and

iv.  The Arena has at least 5.000 seats.

2. The Taxing Entity Committee acknowledges that Davis County and the Agency
may. but are not necessarily required to. enter into an interlocal cooperation agreement under
which the Agency agrees that the County may retain its proportionate share of additional tax
increment and may instead pay the Agency an equivalent amount from legally available County
tourism funds. The Taxing Entity Commitiee approves of such an agreement. but only as long as
the County contributes an cquivalent amount of tourism funds as would have been collected by
the Agency in the County’s proportionate share of tax increment funds. so that the County’s
proportionate monetary contribution fo the Project Area remains the same. Anyv tourism funds
allocated toward project will be returned to the county should the project not come to {ruition.

3. The Taxing Entity Committee hereby finds and determines that additional tax
increment trom the Project Area is unnecessary to address the needs of Farmington City for
income targeted housing. Accordingly, the Taxing Entity Commitice herchy wuives the
requirement for any portion of the tax increment under the Amendment to be used for income
targeted or any other housing purposes.

4 The Taxing Entity Committee acknowledges receipt of adequate and sufticient
notice of all information. including this resolution as revised. relative to the Amendment to the
Project Area Budget. The Taxing Entity Committee hereby waives any deficiency in any



statutory noticing or other legal procedural requirements relating in any way to the Taxing Entity
Committee’s adoption of the Amendment to the Project Arca Budget.

S. This Resolution takes eftect immediately.

APPROVED BY THE TAXING ENTITY COMMITTEE THIS MAY 29, 2019:

ATTEST:



EXHIBIT A: ORIGINAL PROJECT AREA BUDGET



EXHIBIT A

STATION PARK REDEVELOPNMENT PROJECT AREA DRAFT 4/21/2005
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF FARMINGTON CITY
20 YEAR - MULTI-YEAR BUDGET - CUMULATIVE BASE ALLOCATED %
YEAR CUMULATIVE OF TOTAL
2004 **2009-2028 ™ | TAX INCREMENT
PROJECT REVENUES
Froperty Tax $34,348 $686,986
(Base Year Taxable Value) £2 655 327
Projected Tax Incrament
RDA TOTAL -20 YEARS
Agency
Eligible Project Area Expenditures 50 $14,500,000 78.38%
Housing S0 $3,700,000 20.00%
RDA Administration 30 $300,000 1.62%
Total Tax Increment B - 50 $18,500,000 100.00%
TOTAL PROJECT REVENUES = $0 $18,500,000
Taxing Entity Fiow-thru
Other Taxing Entities 50 30
PROJECT EXPENDITURES
CAPITAL COSTS & RELATED EXPENSES ==
PUBLIC USES AND INFRASTRUCTURE COSTS
Total - Project area improvements and infrastructure benefiting the project s0 $10,500,000
area in & outside the project area.
PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT COSTS
PROJECTED BUILDING & CAPITAL EQUIPMENT EXPENSE/COSTS
Total Building Costs 50 $73865.725
Total Capital Equipment Expense 80 $5,357,750
TOTAL CAPITAL
AND RELATED COSTS/EXFENSES g0 $79.234 474
EXPENDITURES REIMBURSABLE FROM TAX INCREMENT
Redevelopment Agency Operating Expenses
Administration $0 £300.000 1.62%
Housing (20% Annually) 30 $3,700,000 20.00%
Totsl Tax increment for project arez improvements and infrastruciure renefitling the
project area in & autside the project area & cther eligible expenditures, including but
not fimited tc. cos! of financing such as interesvissuance costs & reserves. $0 $14,500,000 78,38%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES REIMBURSABELE FROM TAX INCREMENT $0 $18,500,000 100.00%
TOTAL PROJECT EXPENDITURES $0 §$97,734,475

*“TAX INCREMENT YEAR ONE MAY OCCUR ANYTIME FROM 2008 Té) 2012 DEPENDING ON TH
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY TO MAXIMIZE THE AMOUNT OF AVAILABLE ANNUAL TAX INCREMENT. IT 1S ANTICIPATED THAT
TAX INCREMENT WILL BE COLLECTED FOR 20 YEARS FROM THE FIRST YEAR IN WHICH TAX INCREMENT IS RECEIVED.**

E DETERMINATION OF THE




EXHIBIT B: AMENDMENT TO PROJECT AREA BUDGET




Exhibit B

Station Park RDA Budget Amendment 2019

Totals i

|
- B _ TR
.lAmenc]Jed Expenditures | Reambur:able from Tax !ntrement PR | —— :—l
ENE AR ———
| 2 | (2019 Amended) RDA Admm Allonaglcm 544,000 |
I 3 (2(}19 Amended) County Admin Allecation i 516,000 |
' j (2019 Amended) RDA Operating Expenses Adnwuctratuon [1+2] “L_k_ _7_§760,90_f}_?
i 5 (2005} RDA Operating Expenses Administration - 7§§_OU,OOO i
Ei R?_& Operating Expenses Administration [4+¢5} !ﬂ_ﬁ_ﬁg(ﬁ@ﬂ_u}
| ‘ !
; 7 (2019 Amended) Tax increment for project srea Improvements | $4,000, ooo@'
| 8 (2005) Tax increment for project area improvements $14,500,000 |
9 Total Tax increment for project area Improvements [7+8] $18,500,000 E
1 - ]
1 16 | (2019 Amended) Housing allocation mﬁ - | ‘ 50
11 (2005] Housing allocation - - | $3,700,000
|12 Total Housing Allocation [10+11] | $3,700,000 |

F
‘ |

Total Expenditures Reimbursable from Tax Increment [6+9+12]

2003 Base Value »

2005 Projected PP&E and Building Ve Value in 2028 i *!

1$22,560,000

52, ssJ 327
$79 234,474 |

2018 Final Taxable Value
2022 Projected Taxable Value )

$331 398, 335
| $356,398;: 335

See RDA Report

See Exhibit A
See Exhibit A



8122_FARMINGTON STATION PARK
REDEVELOPMENT AREA

PROJECT AREA Final VALUES

2019 Final

Taxable Value

2019 Base

Taxable Value

2019 Base

Value

Adjustments

2019 Base
Value After

Adjustments
(2-3)

2019 Final

Marginal Value

(1-4)

Created Year

Trigger Year

ORIG

End Year

PROJECT CAP

§

18,500,000

Pd through 12/31/18

$ 18,132,891

12/31/19 Due 12/31/20 Due

$ 367,109 §

$ 3,120,727 §$ 939,273

(a) REAL PROPERTY 315,521,659 221,000 221,000 315,300,659 $ 22,560,000 B -
(b) PERSONAL PROPERTY 30,278,636 - 30,278,636
c) CENTRALLY ASSESSED 788,729 - 788,729
OTAL A A AR
(a) REAL PROPERTY $ 315,521,659 | § 221,000 | § -=1$ 221,000 | $ 315,300,659
(b) PERSONAL PROPERTY $ 30,278,636 | § -1$ -1 $ -1 $ 30,278,636
c) CENTRALLY ASSESSED $ 788,729 | § -1 $ -|$ -1 $ 788,729
000 000 46,368,024
0
a Da | 019 019 R P 0 R a 0 D 0
ame "6 h*6 6 0 i
1010_DAVIS 8.840% 27,872,578 2,676,631 69,724 0.00176 0.001844 3 49,056 | § 4,936 | $ 1231 § 54,114
2010_DAVIS COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 8.840% 27,872,578 2,676,631 69,724 0.007808 0.007701 $ 217629 § 20,613 | 3 544 | § 238,786
3050_FARMINGTON 8.840% 27,872,578 2,676,631 69,724 0.00164 0.001765 3 45,7111 § 4,724 | § 114 | § 50,550
4005_WEBER BASIN WATER CONSERVANCY 8.840% 27,872,578 2,676,631 69,724 0.000153 0.000164 $ 4,265 | § 439 | § 111 8 4,714
4010_DAVIS COUNTY MOSQUITO ABATEMEN 8.840% 27,872,578 2,676,631 69,724 0.000112 0.000119 b 3,122 | § 3191 % 8|S 3,448
4050_CENTRAL DAVIS COUNTY SEWER DIS 8.840% 27,872,578 2,676,631 69,724 0.000167 0.000178 4655 | § 476 | $ 121 % 5,143
6030_COUNTY LIBRARY 8.840% 27,872,578 2,676,631 69,724 0.000329 0.000349 9,170 | $ 934 | $ 2318 27
OTAL DUE OR AL AGR 607 | $ 4411 § i 3 66,88
8 0
pa 0 0 0 R 0 R 3 0 OTA |
2 P D e G e0 D £y 0 e
ame 6 b*6 6 0 0
1010_DAVIS** 0.00% - - - 0.00176 0.001844 S -1 8 -18 -18 -3/ 54114
2010_DAVIS COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 91.160% 287,428,081 27,602,006 719,005 0.007808 0.007701 $ 22442381 § 212,563 | $ 5614 | $§ ~— 2,462,415 | $ /2,701,202
3050_FARMINGTON 91.160% 287,428,081 27,602,006 719,005 0.00164 0.001765 $ 471382| % 48,718 | $ 1,179 | $ 521,279 | 5/ 571,828
4005_WEBER BASIN WATER CONSERVANCY 91.160% 287,428,081 27,602,005 719,005 0.000153 0.000164 $ 43976 | $ 4527 | $ 110§ § 48,613 53,327
4010_DAVIS COUNTY MOSQUITO ABATEMEN 91.160% 287,428,081 27,602,005 719,005 0.000112 0.000119 $ 32,192 | § 3,285 | % 8115 35,557 39,005
4050_CENTRAL DAVIS COUNTY SEWER DIS 91.160% 287,428,081 27,602,005 719,005 0.000167 0.000178 $ 48,000 | $ 4913 | § 120 | § 53,034 |/$ 58,177
6030_COUNTY LIBRARY? 0.00% - - - 0.000329 0.000349 $ -1 $ -1 8§ -1 5 - (S 10,127
OTAL DUE ARENA 0 ¢ 2,839,789 $ 4,005 $ 04| $ JEELW s 3,487,780
** Davis County to participate in extension viginterlocal agreement utilizing Tourism funds \$
I, CurtisKaéh o , as County Auditor certify that the

Signature: sl
e 4

infarmation contained herein is tr%orrj& in compliance with UCA 59-2-913.
y / Dec-19

\

\

3.5 DEC 2019 RDA PT-695

2/27/2020
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8122_FARMINGTON STATION PARK
REDEVELOPMENT AREA

PROJECT AREA Final VALUES

2019 Final

Taxable Value

2019 Base

Taxable Value

2019 Base

Value

Adjustments

2019 Base
Value After

Adjustments
(2-3)

2019 Final

Marginal Value

(1-4)

Created Year

Trigger Year

ORIG

End Year

PROJECT CAP

§

18,500,000

Pd through 12/31/18

$ 18,132,891

12/31/19 Due 12/31/20 Due

$ 367,109 §

$ 3,120,727 §$ 939,273

(a) REAL PROPERTY 315,521,659 221,000 221,000 315,300,659 $ 22,560,000 B -
(b) PERSONAL PROPERTY 30,278,636 - 30,278,636
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RDA AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJE CT: Resolution for Acquisition of UDOT Reversionary Interest at the
Frontrunner Station Parking Lot.

ACTION TO BE CONSIDERED

1. Make a motion to approve the staff preparing as part of the final FY 2021 budget
amendment to include returning to each of the participating taxing entities their
portion of the $4 Million we had set aside for the Stars Arena

GENERAL INFORMATION:

See enclosed staff report prepared by Brigham Mellor, Economic Development Director

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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Redevelopment Agency Farmington City Staff Report

To: RDA Board
From: Brigham Mellor, ED Director
Date: May 4", 2021

SUBJECT:  Resolution to for acquisition of UDOT reversionary interest at the
Frontrunner Station parking lot.

RECOMMENDATION
Suggested Motion:

Move that the Farmington RDA approve the enclosed resolution for the intent of acquiring the
Reversionary Interest on the Frontrunner Station parking lot.

BACKGROUND

Back in 2009 when UDOT turned the parking lot at the Farmington Frontrunner station over to
UTA they retained an interest called out in the Quit Claim deed that states that should the land ever be
used for something other than a parking lot, ownership reverts back to UDOT. (see Exhibit B of the
resolution)

This has prevented any development from ever coming to fruition on that parking lot. Presently it
is impeding the development of Station Parks’ “The Bri”” of Brighton Homes. This is because the
construction staging area for safety reasons needs to be located on a portion of the parking lot. In addition
there is a sewer easement that needs to be resolved that would cross along the northern edge of the same
parking lot. Both of these circumstances have been flagged as a violation of the reversionary clause in the
deed held by UDOT.

Understandably Farmington is trying to help resolve this — if the easement and temporary staging
area can hold up adjacent development this reversionary clause poses problems for not only the
development of the parking lot but realistically the location of our remote hub that feeds into the business
park. Hence we need to resolve this now.

UDOT needs something from the city. Some of the land we sold UDOT 2 months ago along the
frontage road (adjacent to Tuscany Village PUD) has both a conservation and drainage easement. UDOT
has valued those easements as worthless — we disagree. However they need the easements and are
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working through condemnation. The intent of the resolution attached is to offer these easements for the
reversionary interest on the parking lot. We will not own the land — we will however own some interest in
the property having more say in development of the land than the merely the zoning entitlement on the
property now (TMU).

This resolution is non-binding. In addition if the exchange is made it will affect only the
conservation easements at Tuscany Village — it has no bearing on the west Farmington easements
Ranches, Meadows, and Hunters Creek.

Applicable Ordinances
1. Utah Code Title 17C, Limited Purpose Local Government Entities
2. (Utah Administrative Code) Rule R907-80. Disposition of Surplus Land.

Respectfully Submitted Concur
|//’;I’/ »”/ :\J
%/f,( IED r{z - 717?/1’ 2
Brigham Mellor  Shane Pace

Economic Development Director City Manager



REDEVEIL OPMENT AGENCY.
OF FARMINGTON
RESOLUTION NO. 14-2021

A RESOLUTION OF THE FARMINGTON CITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
DECLARING THE ACQUISITION OF CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY TO BE IN THE
BEST INTEREST OFTHE CITY

WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Agency of Farmington (“RDA”), a Utah Public Entity,
met in regular meeting on May 4th, 2021 to discuss the purchase or exchange of certain real
property interest located in the Station Park Redevelopment Area; and

WHEREAS, the Utah Department of Transportation (“UDOT?”) is the current owner of a
reversionary interest that that is on certain real property at issue as shown in yellow in the attached
Exhibit A the reversionary interest is called out in the attached Exhibit B; and

WHEREAS, the UDOT reversionary interest prevents all development options from being
considered that maximize the use of the land for parking and accompanying use other than parking;
and

WHEREAS, the RDA is interested in acquiring the UDOT reversionary interest in order
to advance economic development within the RDA jurisdiction and, more particularly, in the
Station Park Redevelopment Area; and

WHEREAS, in exchange for the reversionary interest Farmington City (“City”) is willing
to release the drainage and conservation easements in the Tuscany Village PUD and retract the
City’s requests made to the Ombudsman’s office regarding that particular easement; and

WHEREAS, the City will relinquish the easements as requested by UDOT regarding
parcel’s 236B, 237B, and 238B {Project No: S-R 199(229)}; and

WHEREAS, if a trade of the Tuscany Village PUD easements presently for the
reversionary interest cannot be established the RDA will consider a cash purchase at an appraised
value; and

WHEREAS, the acquisition of the reversionary interest does not guarantee the City or
RDA will ever own the property in fee title; and

WHEREAS, the RDA will work with the property owner to insure that sufficient parking
is provided for the Frontrunner commuters; and

WHEREAS, the RDA has the support of the adjacent property owners as this transfer of
the reversionary interest will facilitate improvements that benefit all property owners and the
mixed use area in general.



NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of Farmington that:

1. The acquisition of the UDOT reversionary interest (Identified in Exhibit B) by the RDA
is not adverse to the interests of Adjacent Property Owners.

2. The acquisition of the UDOT reversionary interest by the RDA is for the purpose of
furthering economic development and parking urban parking solutions within the
redevelopment area and is otherwise consistent with the City's general plan for the
Transit Mixed-Use Zoning and the objectives of the Station Park RDA project area
plan.

3. The acquisition of the UDOT Reversionary interest by the city is to the benefit of the City
as a whole.

This resolution assigned no. 14-2021 shall take effect immediately upon passage and
acceptance as provided herein.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Redevelopment Agency of Farmington, Utah, this 4%
day of May 2021:

RDA of Farmington:

H. James Talbot, Board Chair

Attest:

Shane Pace, RDA Secretary
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Utah Department of Transportatio - . 0

e O panoportation " .« MAUGHAN
Right of Way, Fourth Floor - g tTLe 3t o
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Utah Transit Authority 0 b7 DEF BT RECTEL FOR UTéH DEFT OF TRek
Real Estate Department SFORTATION

3600 South 700 West
Salt Lake City, Utah 84119

Quit Claim Deed

(CONTROLLED ACCESS)

County
Parcel No. 15-7:13D:Q

Project No. UBT-15-7(218)312

The UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, by its duly appointed Director of Right
of Way, Grantor, of Salt Lake City, County of Salt Lake, State of Utah, hereby QUIT
CLAIMS to UTAH TRANSIT AUTHORITY : Grantee, at

3600 South 700 West ., County of Salt Lake , State of Utah, Zip
84103, for the sum of ——— T e nJ Dollars, and other good and valuable
considerations, the following described tract of land in DAVIS County, State of Utah, to-wit:

J8-075- popY

See attached Exhibit “A” and Attached “RW-99C”

Continued on Page 2

UDOT RW-05UDA (12-01-03)



PAGE2 BK 4875 PG 1778 Parcel No. 15-7:13D:Q
Project No. UBT-15-7(218)312

Signs, Billboards, outdoor Advertising structures, or advertising of any kind as
defined in 23 United States Code, Section 131, shall not be erected, displayed, placed or
maintained upon or within this tract, EXCEPT signs to advertise the sale, hire or lease of
this tract or the principal activities conducted on this land.

The grantor reserves rights to use the abutting state property for highway purposes
and excludes from this grant any rights to air, light, view and visibility over and across the
abutting state property. The Grantee is hereby advised that due to present or future
construction on the adjacent highway including but not limited to excavation, embankment,
structures, poles, signs, walls, fences and all other activities related to highway
construction or which may be permitted within the Highway Right of Way that air, light, view
and visibility may be restricted or obstructed on the above property.

If the above described tract of land shall be abandoned or used for any purpose or
purposes other than for the public transportation uses for which this grant is made, such
land shall thereupon revert back to the Utah Department of Transportation.

Pursuant to Title 72, Chapter 6, Section 117, Utah Code Annotated, 1998, as
amended, the above described tract of land is granted without access to or from the
adjoining Park Lane over and across the Southeasterly boundary line of said tract of land.

Together with and subject to any and all easements, rights of way and restrictions
appearing of record or enforceable in law and equity.

Junkyards, as defined in 23 United States Code, Section 136, shall not be
established or maintained on the above described tracts of lands.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, said UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION has
caused this instrument to be executed this _/ % day of Sém‘tm bev, A.D. 20 U9 _, .byits
Director of Right of Way.

STATE OF UTAH ) UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

' : ) SS. : .
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE )SS By /W = ﬁ P t—

Director of Right of Way

On the date first above written personally appeared before me,

Ly[{, /e Millaas  who, being by me duly sworn, did say that he is the

Director of Right of Way, and he further acknowledged to me that said instrument was
signed by him in behalf of said UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.

WITNESS my hand and official stamp the date in this certificate first above written.

LADORA LANGFORD
Notary Public, State cf Utah

My Commission Explres
May 14, 201
4801 5. 2700 W, Mh Fit. Box 148420
. Sofitake Ciiv, UT §4114-8420

Prepared by Caldwell Richards Sorensen
Revised by DCP 8/27/2009

UDOT RW-05UDA (12-01-03)
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BK 4875 PG 1779
Exhibit “A”

UDOT to UTA Conveyance
156-7:13D:Q
Farmington Station, Farmington
Davis County, Utah

Those portions of the Northwest Quarter of Section 24 and of the Southwest Quarter of Section
13, both in Township 3 North, Range | West, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, in the City of
Farmington, County of Davis, State of Utah, described in whole as follows:

COMMENCING at the northwest corner of said Section 24; South 89°50°06” East 1284.98 feet
along the northerly line of said Section 24 to the southwesterly line of the land granted to the
Utah Department of Transportation, per that certain Warranty Deed recorded May 22, 2001, as
Entry No. 1662685 in Book 2812 at page 333 in the Office of the Recorder of said County; South
50°16°54” East 67.00 feet along said southwesterly line to the northern most corner of the land
described in that certain Quit Claim Deed recorded May 22, 2001, as Entry No. 1662690 in Book
2812 at page 343 in the Office of the Recorder of said County, said point being the TRUE
POINT OF BEGINNING;

thence, South 50°16’54” East 369.30 feet along the northeasterly line of said land described
in that certain Quit Claim Deed recorded as Entry No. 1662690, to the approximate south top
back of curb of proposed Station Road;

thence, South 39°07'18" West 530.88 feet;

thence, North 50°52'42" West 23.30 feet;

thence, North 39°07'18" East 317.10 feet; along the approximate centerline of said proposed
Station Road;

thence, North 50°27'45" West 304.39 feet;

thence South 39°32'15" West 140.32 feet;

thence North 50°27'46" West 297.39 feet to the southeasterly right-of-way line of Park Lane;
thence, North 44°49°26” East 171.73 feet along said southeasterly right-of-way line;

thence, North 42°13°29” East 180.25 feet; along said southeasterly right-of-way line to the
southerly line of the land granted to the Utah Department of Transportation, per that certain
Warranty Deed recorded May 22, 2001, as Entry No. 1662689 in Book 2812 at page 341 in
the Office of the Recorder of said County;

thence, North 89°30°39” East 7.91 feet along said southerly line to said southwesterly line of

the land granted to the Utah Department of Transportation, per that certain Warranty Deed
recorded as Entry No. 1662685;

6/16/2009 Page 1 of 2



BK 4875 PG 1780

thence, South 50°16°54” East 223.90 feet along said southwesterly line to the TRUE POINT
OF BEGINNING;

CONTAINING: 4.10 Acres more or less.

SUBJECT TO all restrictions, reservations and other conditions of record as may be disclosed by
! a record examination of title.

6/16/2009 Page 2 of 2
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SCALE: 1" = 60'

0 30' 60’ 90’ 120'

EASEMENT DESCRIPTION

A 20.00-FOOT-WIDE SEWER EASEMENT LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 13,
AND THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 24, TOWNSHIP 3 NORTH, RANGE 1 WEST, SALT LAKE
BASE & MERIDIAN, SAID EASEMENT BEING 10.00 EITHER SIDE OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED
CENTER LINE:

BEGINNING AT A POINT ON THE NORTHEASTERLY PROPERTY LINE OF LOT 9, PARCEL A, STATION
PARK SUBDIVISION, AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE DAVIS COUNTY RECORDER IN
BOOK: 5232, AT PAGE: 39, AS MAP NUMBER 5061, SAID POINT BEING SOUTH 0°09'24" WEST ALONG
THE SECTION LINE 156.01 FEET AND SOUTH 89°50'36" EAST 915.04 FEET TO THE NORTHEASTERLY
CORNER OF SAID LOT 9 AND SOUTH 50°27'51" EAST ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY
LINE 36.68 FEET FROM THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 24, AND RUNNING THENCE
NORTH 42°48'32" EAST 370.08 FEET; THENCE NORTH 2°11'28" WEST 24.48 FEET; THENCE
NORTH 41°38'16" EAST 257.04 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 78°00'00" EAST 54.04 FEET; THENCE
NORTH 32°00'00” EAST 46.41 FEET TO POINT OF TERMINUS.
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Motion to adjourn and reconvene the
City Council meeting



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: Minute Motion Approving Summary Action List

1. Approval of Minutes for March 16"

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



FARMINGTON CITY - CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
MARCH 16, 2021
WORK SESSION

Joining via Zoom:

Mayor Jim Talbot, Community Development Director Dave
City Manager Shane Pace, Petersen,

Councilman Bret Anderson, Assistant City Manager/Economic
Councilman Shawn Beus, Development Director Brigham Mellor,
Councilman Scott Isaacson, Finance Director Greg Dauvis,
Councilwoman Amy Shumway, Assistant City Manager/City Engineer Chad
Councilwoman Rebecca Wayment, Boshell,

City Recorder Heidi Bouck, Fire Chief Guido Smith,

Recording Secretary Deanne Chaston, Jayme Blakesley.

Mayor Jim Talbot called the work session to order at 6:05 p.m.
UPCOMING REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS

Mayor Talbot said the Farmington Creek Estates item has been pulled from the agenda for the
time being.

TRANSFER OF PARAMEDIC SERVICES

The work session was held to discuss paramedic services. Mayor Talbot said this has been a
discussion on the County level for years as it has not been cost effective for them. City Manager
Shane Pace has worked with all city managers involved for over two years to get it to this point.
This is a big deal.

Pace said these services were provided by the County in the 1970s when the area was more rural.
The goal is to finish off what started in the late 1990s when Layton and then South Davis Metro
decided to provide their own paramedic services. The County has been charging a certified tax
rate to provide paramedic services, which brings in about $3 million. The two get $750,000, and
the rest stays with the County for the other cities that aren’t part of a district. The County will
stop charging the tax rate, and the City would start charging the tax rate to provide the services.

This change would increase paramedics teams from eight to 11 county wide. Layton had two,
South Davis Metro had two, and the County had four. This increases the coverage county wide

Farmington City Council, March 16, 2021 Page 1



and for Farmington, as it provides the ability to have a paramedic unit working out of and staying
in our City a vast majority of time, unless assistance is needed from nearby cities. That greatly
enhances service to Farmington residents and will help reduce response times. There are
multiple options of how to pay for this.

Jayme Blakesley, representing the City Attorney, addressed the Council. The date the County
will cease providing services will be December 31, 2021. This date has been heavily discussed.
The County levy will cease on June 30, 2021, and paramedic services will continue. The City
may levy a tax or choose to fund it another way. The City must provide services in some means
by January 1, 2023. Response times are a significant motive for the change. The standard is an
8 minute response time for at least 90 percent of the call, and the agreement sets minimum
standards and service levels. The source of the funds is up to the City. The City can reimburse
the County in between, as the County operates on a calendar year, and the cities operate on a
fiscal year. The agreement establishes an administrative board to deal with administrative issues,
but it will not be a separate interlocal entity. It will be a group to work through service issues
provided by the various cities involved. Blakesley said the board is comprised of representatives
from all cities, and one representative from the County.

Councilman Brett Anderson asked about liability, as he handled a lawsuit in Idaho that got
politically dicey. Farmington City would have control over paramedic training, but not over the
training provided by other cities. Legal liability will be with the City providing the paramedic
service at the time, and that City would be responsible for any negligence. Fire Chief Guido
Smith said Farmington doesn’t have the County with them on every call currently, and this
agreement wouldn’t change anything with how fire currently responds to calls.

Councilman Scott Isaacson would like the City to confirm with its insurance carrier if there
would be a change in liability. If Farmington takes on additional exposure with this new
agreement, it is important to make sure the City is covered. Pace said there are 15 cities in the
Utah Risk Management Agency (URMA) insurance, and this is nothing new to them. Anderson
asked if the current policy would allow Farmington to leave its territory to take care of other
areas. Anderson would like to know if other cities have insurance coverage to operate in
Farmington. Pace said Farmington is already going outside City boundaries for advanced life
support and fire, but he will check with the City’s insurance provider.

Mayor Talbot asked Smith if he is comfortable with other cities’ levels of training. Smith said
every City is regulated to meet set state training mandates and minimums. County groups
control and set policies and guidances. It is a set standard. He sees no challenges with
neighboring cities providing equal or qualifying services. Blakesley said cities will contractually

Farmington City Council, March 16, 2021 Page 2



be required to meet all state standards for paramedic services, and Smith is 100 percent on board
with this.

Councilwoman Amy Shumway asked for an update on if some cities are contemplating
combining with Farmington to make a district. Pace said for now, Farmington is in charge of
Farmington’s paramedic services. If there is a change in the future, it would lead to an alteration
of this agreement where the new district would need to sign as a district. He has been in past
discussion with Kaysville and Fruit Heights about creating a district for Fire, EMS and
paramedic services, but those negotiations have stalled.

Pace said this new agreement would create the need for Farmington to have six paramedics, with
some part-time positions in order to cover sick and vacation time. Farmington would need to
fund a vehicle and some specialty equipment out of the ambulance fund. Smith said funds are
already allocated for equipment, and the staffing component will be the biggest challenge.

Shumway asked how to approach residents about the property tax increase that may be
necessary to fund this, as this is bad timing for a tax increase. Pace said the County would lower
their levy, and the City is considering increasing their levy just to the same level (7.5 percent), so
residents would see the same property tax. He is looking into some other funding sources as
well, which he will bring to the Council in the future.

Anderson asked that the average home price and property tax are considered in future
discussions. Isaacson wants to know how other cities are paying for it. Pace said no city is
further along than Farmington, and he has a meeting tomorrow with all city managers, fire chiefs
and the County Auditor to discuss funding sources. Isaacson said it would be smart to
coordinate with other cities, as one affected city could be criticized if they raise property taxes
when another city doesn’t.

Councilwoman Rebecca Wayment said she sees a need for this, and the City should think
through all avenues of funding it. She would be more comfortable seeing all options presented,
as this is going to be a lot of money. It needs to be palatable to residents, and Council members
need to know how to best sell it.

Pace said property taxes fund the North Davis Fire District, and the South Davis Metro District
charges each participating city in addition to the property taxes used to fund it. Other cities are
predicting they will need to collect $800,000 in property taxes. Farmington has some funding
resources that other cities don’t have. Isaacson said this can become controversial, and
Farmington will have to be prepared to explain why they may take a funding route different from
other cities.
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Mayor Talbot said Farmington has kept its tax levy low over the years. The last tax increase
was for a bond for the gym, but taxes were kept mostly level because one old bond was paid off
and replaced by the new gym bond. While he understands that this is not a good time to propose
a tax increase, it is important to consider the level of service for paramedic services, a service
most residents don’t think about until they need it.

Pace said this is coming forward now because the current County Sheriff is supportive of it and
the County Commission is very open to it. All city managers felt the mayors in office currently
had good relationships with each other county-wide, which will be good for coordination. This
is a reason to move forward now rather than later.

Councilman Shawn Beus said this is a long overdue solution to an unusual situation in the
County. It doesn’t make sense for the Sheriff to be providing paramedic services. Whenever it
is to be addressed, this is the inevitable solution and conclusion. This is a logical decision to
make.

Pace said the Council could vote on this tonight, or wait for more information. He believes this
is the best thing for Farmington citizens because of enhanced services in individual communities
and the County as a whole, and Smith would say the same thing. He plans to follow through on
the Council’s questions and not set the City up for additional liability that is unnecessary.
Anderson said he wants funding and liability coverage addressed in the future.

Mayor Talbot said he thinks Farmington has the sales and property tax sources to handle this,
and he is historically conservative. It is up to the Council to handle this in a way that has a
minimum impact on residents. Pace and Finance Director Greg Davis should follow up with the
questions.

Regarding the box and culvert agreement, Isaacson said the document said “development
agreement” while the title said “road and box culvert.” Blakesley agreed to make that change.
He confirmed that if the project is not completed in five years, the City has the right to terminate
and keep the money.

The meeting adjourned at 6:55 p.m.
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REGULAR SESSION

Joining via Zoom:

Mayor Jim Talbot, Planning and GIS Specialist Shannon
City Manager Shane Pace, Hansell,

Councilman Brett Anderson, Assistant City Manager/Economic
Councilman Shawn Beus, Development Director Brigham Mellor,
Councilman Scott Isaacson, Finance Director Greg Dauvis,
Councilwoman Amy Shumway, Assistant City Manager/City Engineer Chad
Councilwoman Rebecca Wayment, Boshell,

City Recorder Heidi Bouck, City Parks and Recreation Director Neil
Recording Secretary Deanne Chaston, Miller,

Community Development Director Dave Fire Chief Guido Smith,

Petersen, and Jayme Blakesley.

CALL TO ORDER:

Mayor Jim Talbot called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.

Roll Call (Opening Comments/Invocation/Pledge of Allegiance)

Councilman Brett Anderson offered the invocation, and the Pledge of Allegiance was led by
Councilwoman Amy Shumway.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

Zone Text Amendment: Requlating Plan

Community Development Director Dave Petersen presented this agenda item. On October 20,
2020, the City entered into an agreement with Stack Farmington Land, LLC and Wasatch
Farmington Holdings LLC, where the City agreed to, among other things, “process to completion
an amendment to the Regulating Plan for all Principal Streets as shown on the Project Master
Plan (PMP), which amendment shall be effective no later than the date that is ninety days after
the Effective Date. The Amendment of the Regulating Plan relating to non-principal streets will
be considered by the City as part of the further development plan review process for site plans or
subdivisions.”

The agreement became effective on December 17, 2020, when Stack purchased the last piece of
property. The approved PMP is an exhibit to the development agreement. Page 10 of the land-

use plan illustrates the location of the principal streets. The Planning Commission reviewed and
Farmington City Council, March 16, 2021 Page 5



recommended the motion on March 4, 2021. The Office Mixed Use (OMU) covers 260 acres
and mirrors the Urban Design Associates charrette contracted by Chartwell Capital and
Farmington City in 2016. The new enabling ordinance follows the Development Agreement
with principal streets with one exception: the road going to Shepard Creek should be blue. The
regulating plan graphic, which has now been outsourced to a consultant instead of Eric
Anderson, needs to be reworked a little bit more.

Mayor Talbot opened the Public Hearing at 7:17 p.m. Nobody signed up in person or
electronically to address the Council on the issue. Mayor Talbot closed the Public Hearing.

Motion:

Anderson moved that the City Council approve the enabling ordinance amending the City’s
regulating plan set forth in Chapter 18 of the Zoning Ordinance which, among other things,
realigns some principal streets and removes almost all neighborhood roads in the OMU Zone,
subject to a, b and c in addition to findings 1 and 2 as outlined in the staff report.

a. The basic format of Exhibit A will be updated similar to the 2018 version of the
regulating plan with any minor modifications to be made by Staff as necessary.

b. The following note must be added to the regulating plat (in Exhibit A):
“Only principal roads are shown in the OMU area. Neighborhood roads in these areas
shall be established as part of a project master plan and/or development plan review
process for site plans or subdivision for any parcel in this area north of Shepard Creek,
but must meet all regulating plan standards and guidelines set forth in Chapter 18 of the
Zoning Ordinance.”

c. Shepard Lane connection will be identified as a principal street, changing the color from
red to blue in the legend.

Findings:

1. The amendment is consistent with the Development Agreement between Stack
Farmington Land, LLC and Wasatch Farmington Holdings LLC, approved by the City on
October 20, 2020.

2. The amendment is also fair and equally applied to all property not included in the North
Farmington Station PMP and is consistent with other PMPs in the OMU area approved to
date by the City Council.

Councilman Shawn Beus seconded the motion. All Council members voted in favor, as there
was no opposing vote.
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NEW BUSINESS:

Memo Request for Approval to Participate in the Destination Development Program

Development Director Brigham Mellor presented this agenda item. The Utah Office of Tourism
offers matching grants to counties, municipalities, tribes, and Destination Marketing
Organizations (DMOs) interested in Destination Development. Destination Development is any
activity that increases and improves the quality of a visitor’s destination.

The first step in the Destination Development Program is a community assessment. Participants
in the community assessment can expect to receive an unbiased, professional assessment of the
community’s tourism assets. The Utah Office of Tourism’s contracted consulting firm will
assess the participant community and vicinity in regards to its status as a destination. The
consulting firm will present their findings in a public workshop and provide the community with
a visual report of their findings. The participant cost is $12,500 to perform this study. However,
before moving on to performing the study, staff wanted to receive the City Council’s blessing.

Mellor said the County suggested Farmington participate. The assessment will help the City
identify its tourism strengths, which are likely to be Lagoon and Station Park. Farmington is a
unique gathering place. However, the City doesn’t have a robust tourism-generating arm. The
assessment will look at the hotels, tax structure, and everything that has to do with tourism to
help identify the empirical data.

The City hasn’t budgeted for the $12,500 consulting fee yet. In order to get the grant, this item
must be discussed in a Council meeting and the Council must signal that they are interested. It
can be budgeted per the normal cycle for the fiscal year that begins in July. After the study,
there are different levels of marketing strategy plans the Council can consider in the future. The
City may want to discuss branding the community as a whole. All Council members present
expressed their interest in moving forward with the assessment.

License Agreement — Farmington Creek Estate Phase 111 PUD

Petersen said this item had been mutually pulled from the agenda today. It may be seen in the
future.

Farmington Station Parkway Townhomes Road and Box Culvert Agreement

Petersen presented this agenda item. The Council saw this a few weeks ago, and only the dates
have been changed since that time. The western end of the lane shows the Right of Way (ROW)
crosses Shepard Creek. Brighton Homes has run into a change up according to the Army Corps,
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who will not approve this unless they know what is happening on the Cook property and the
points west. Brighton Homes really couldn’t fulfill the final plat approval requirements as far as
extending the ROW to their property line. City Staff verified this information with the Army
Corps. Brighton Homes will put the amount in a cash payment provided to the City. When the
land develops to the west, the culvert and short extension of the road will be provided.

Councilwoman Rebecca Wayment said this item is pretty straight forward. A cash payment
will be set aside until they can complete what the requirement is. Petersen said if this is not
completed in five years, the City would use the cash payment to put the road and box culvert in.

Councilman Scott Isaacson said he had some technical things to add.
Motion:

Isaacson moved that the City Council approve the enclosed agreement for the proposed Cook
Lane Shepard Creek crossing subject to final review and approval by the City Attorney. This
would be subject to the minor correction of the title of the document as discussed in the work
session for consistency. Added to paragraph 15 would be language to make it clear in the
agreement that if it terminates, the city keeps the money. Jayme Blakesley, representing the City
Attorney, noted the changes.

Wayment seconded the motion. All Council members voted in favor, as there was no opposing
vote.

OLD BUSINESS:

Interlocal Agreement on the Transfer of Paramedic Services

This item was discussed in the earlier work session.

City Manager Shane Pace presented this agenda item. This agreement is between all the entities
in the county who provide EMT, fire and paramedic services. The purpose of the agreement is to
finish transferring paramedic services from Davis County to the cities and districts not currently
providing these services. South Davis Metro Fire and Layton both provide these services. A
group including Davis County, all fire chiefs, the County Auditor, the County Sheriff, and Davis
County Commissioner Randy Elliott has been working on this for over two years. It has been
presented to the County Commission and the Council of Governments. Farmington has been
receiving paramedic services from Davis County. The County would eliminate the tax it has
been assessing to provide these services.
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Blakesley said the purpose is to provide for the assumption of paramedic services by Farmington
City. The County will cease providing services on December 31, 2021. Davis County will cease
its tax levy on June 30, 2021. The City will need to fund the service and pay Davis County in
between. The City can choose how to fund the service and start providing paramedic services by
January 1, 2023. The service can be provided by agreement with other providers, and the service
boundaries may or may not mirror city boundaries.

The new agreement is a coordinated response model for better response times, which drives the
agreement. It also provides for the reimbursement to the County between when the County stops
assessing the tax but continues to provide services. It establishes an administration board to deal
with administrative issues, but the board is not a separate interlocal entity. Each city acts
independently, but contractually agrees with the standards. Each city is liable for its service both
within and outside its jurisdictional boundaries. Members of administration board include the
city managers from all member cities, board chairs from the two districts, and one County
representative. It allows those who provide the service to have a say on what the standards will
be.

Fire Chief Guido Smith said the community absolutely needs this. Farmington is in a positon to
provide the service with absolute confidence. The new agreement will help with the level of
services in our communities. This will allow Farmington to capture funds that are contracted
out, while allowing the expansion of existing services as well as providing additional training to
City personnel.

Pace said he would come to the Council during the upcoming budget process with multiple
proposals of how the paramedic services can be paid for.

Anderson said it is compelling to him that this agreement is endorsed by both the City Manager
and Fire Chief. The Council trusts them to help them understand the core functions of
government, one of which is to provide for public safety. If this allows for the enhancement of
services, he is all for it.

Beus echoed Anderson’s comments. This is a much better fit than when paramedic services
were with the Sheriff Department. It is decades late, but he is glad for the leadership in seeing
this effort go through county-wide.

Isaacson said that aside from an enhancement of services, the current conflict of interest the City
has is another reason to do this agreement. When the sheriff arrives at the scene that involves an
injury, they need to decide whether to take police action or act as a paramedic. That conflict is
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not a good idea. Now, when paramedics come, they can act just as paramedics. When the police
come, they can just deal with police issues.

Mayor Talbot said this has been a discussion item for many years and this is the right time for
this to happen. It needs to happen one way or another, as the County is getting out of providing
this service. He recommends this be voted on and approved tonight, so Farmington can share
with the rest of the County where it stands with moving forward by signing the interlocal
agreement.

Motion:

Beus moved that the City Council approve the Interlocal Agreement with cities, districts and
Davis County dealing with the transfer of paramedic services within Davis County.

Shumway seconded the motion. All Council members voted in favor, as there was no opposing
vote.

Enabling Ordinance—Fiore Townhomes Planned Unit Development (PUD)

Planning and GIS Specialist Shannon Hansell presented this agenda item. This is on 1525 West
and Clark Lane, which has gone through all public hearings, and the final plat is on its way to be
recorded. On March 2, 2021, the Planning Commission approved the Final Plat PUD Master
Plan for Fiore Townhomes PUD. The City Council approved the Schematic Plan, Preliminary
PUD Master Plan, and Zone change for the project on October 27, 2020, with the condition that
the zone change enabling ordinance would not be approved prior to approval of Final Plat and
Final PUD Master Plan. Now the City Council is presented with an enabling ordinance to
change the zoning from Agricultural Estates AE (PUD) to R-8 (PUD). Hansell said the
applicant has a well done landscaping plan, with landscaping between the drives and a tot lot.

Anderson noted that this applicant always had the option to develop this commercially, and he
likes the residential project as presented. A commercial development on the corner would have
been out of place.

Mayor Talbot said he agrees with Anderson. This is a good development for this ground,
despite the different proposals over the years. Isaacson said he appreciates that the developer
has listened to and worked cooperatively with the City.

Beus, who lives a quarter mile away from this site, said this development has given him some
heartburn due to the number residential units, and he wanted to see an exchange that met the
public benefit and was the best fit for this site. He is concerned with how close the units are to
Clark Lane and 1525 West, as it is slated to be part of an interchange on the North Davis
Farmington City Council, March 16, 2021 Page 10



Corridor. He wants ample street width, and the developers are aware of that. This is the best
compromise.

Wayment said she has seen all iterations of development for this site over the years. This will
become a very busy intersection. When Burke Lane was shut down, this area took the brunt of
the resulting traffic. She appreciates the developer trying to have landscaping screening. This
plan makes a good use of the area and brings to an end the chapter of what to do with this parcel.

Motion:

Isaacson moved that the City Council approve the enabling ordinance for the Fiore Townhomes
PUD, rezoning the parcel located at 1525 West and Clark Lane from AE (PUD) to R-8 (PUD),
subject to all applicable Farmington City standards and ordinances, any remaining Development
Review Committee (DRC) comments, and conditions from the Planning Commission and City
Council, including the finding outlined in the staff report.

Finding:

1. The Farmington City Planning Commission has found that the proposed zoning change is
consistent with the City’s General Plan.

Anderson seconded the motion. All Council members voted in favor, as there was no opposing
vote.

SUMMARY ACTION:

Minute Motion Approving Summary Action List

The Council considered the Summary Action List including approval of Forza Terra LLC,
Mountain View Phase I—Fence Improvement Agreement; and minutes from February 16, 2021,
and March 2, 2021.

Motion:
Shumway moved to approve the Summary Action list items as noted in the staff report.

Isaacson seconded the motion. All Council members voted in favor, as there was no opposing
vote.
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GOVERNING BODY REPORTS:

City Manager Report

Pace presented the Building Activity Report for February and the Farmington City Fire
Department Report for February. He also addressed drawings from Utah Department of
Transportation’s (UDOT) contractor on the West Davis Highway including the latest
modifications of that design. Construction is planned to start in April.

Assistant City Manager/City Engineer Chad Boshell said he received them toward the end of the
week for 650 West and Glover’s Lane. There is a new alignment, the same on the north end at
950 North. The changes came about during the bid as the design-bid team came up with some
different options to save money. Some of the changes have worked out well for Farmington.
They have bought some homes, which will be demolished soon. 1525 West is the first change
the City has seen, with a shift of the road further to the west due to the power lines.

The big change has been 1100 West and Glover’s Lane, which has an added round-about raised
high. With this new option, the homes will get a road in their back yard and UDOT will take
some of the City park property. Farmington has a say in landscaping and betterments. This will
not eliminate access to the park. Boshell said there is a benefit that Farmington will get some of
the property back. There will be a buffer between the round-about and the homes. Farmington
will be responsible for landscaping the round-about with $700,000. Pace said most of the area
west of the highway will be bird refuge.

Boshell said the next biggest change is 650 was going to go over the freeway, with the freeway
being raised up and over the trail. It has been changed so now 650 will be an overpass and the
freeway is dropping. The rail trail will go over the freeway. This will affect a future
development to the south and eliminate the north access to the warehouse. This shortens the
length of the overpass and now condenses it all in one area. Sheep Road will end in cul-de-sacs
for trailhead parking. Another home will have to be demolished on the south end of town at the
City boundary limit. The frontage road will affect detention basins. In compensation, there will
be a pipeline with bigger capacity. This is all with the plan to add an additional lane on Interstate
15 (1-15) in each direction in the next 10 years. UDOT has not taken any skateboard park land
from Farmington.

Anderson said there is nothing about this that is good for him. Isaacson said after 15 years of
fighting this, he gets a sick feeling looking at the recent changes. While it is unfortunate,
Farminton made the right choices and now needs to make the best of things.
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Mayor Talbot said Farmington is getting some good things. While no one wanted it on the west
side, there is no way to lessen that now. No one is happy about this, especially him. He has lost
many sleepless nights on this.

Mavyor Talbot and City Council Reports

Shumway said she has a lot of heartburn with what is happening with Farmington Creek Trail
considering Mr. Wilkes purchasing the Hart property. This trail starts from the top of the
mountains and winds through Farmington. Many have fought for decades or a century to get this
trail through the City. She is really disappointed the entire trail easement was not obtained when
that developed. She hopes that in future developments, the trail will be able to be finished off.
Even if the City and the Council had good intentions to help out a homeowner, she is
disappointed with how it turned out.

Following discussion of an Art Council during the last City Council meeting, Shumway would
like to know if the Council is OK with getting a committee together with a focus on the visual
arts, and potential locations where art can be displayed. She has an art degree and would like to
help out. Beus said he wants more visual art in the community, as that is the low hanging fruit.
The scope could be expanded after that. Isaacson said he would also like to provide venues for
the performing arts.

Pace said it is hard for City Staff to know what the Council’s priorities are, especially in a new
area such as the arts and affordable housing. Wayment said she has been approached several
times to start an arts council. As far as a venue for performers in the community, use of the new
high school auditorium has not panned out. She wants to make sure there is representation for
both visual and performing arts.

Pace said before a committee is created, an agenda should be put together with parameters so the
committee can react to that up front. This will make things progress much more quickly. He has
a lot of experience with this in his career. He would like to hold a meeting with Isaacson,
Shumway and Beus to develop the agenda and parameters.

Wayment asked about type of road base, buffer landsacing, and sound mitigation in the West
Davis Corridor area, which keeps getting realigned and adjusted. It will impact residents and

their homes, and she wants to help address sound and noise for them. With the increase in the
speed limit and allowing trucks on Legacy Highway, this is an issue for residents.

Pace said UDOT has a working group of citizens who have been considering those issues for
years, and that group is in favor of mounds, not sound walls. All on the west side were invited to
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participate. He will attempt to have UDOT come and report on all the citizen meetings so these
issues will be considered prior to construction. This is in order to know how the $700,000
should be spent for landscaping.

Isaacson asked that when Ivory Homes comes to the City in a few weeks proposing for that road
to go through his neighborhood, that as many people as possible are notified of the hearing, as all
of that traffic will through that neighborhood. Pace said he would consider expanding noticing
beyond the normal 300 feet to the north. It is important that the residents on the north side know
what is happening, as they will be affected when the street becomes a through street. Anderson
said he would love to meet with UDOT, if Pace can get them to come. It would be an
opportunity to push them on how they are treating Farmington’s conservation easements, as he
has a mouthful to say.

Beus said he is super disappointed with the plans for Farmington Creek Trail, as this is a dead
end for now. He saw that coming as the development came through. There was a Housing
Committee meeting on Thursday, when an Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) tour was intended.
However, it will be continued later due to illness of participants. He forwarded an email to
Council members regarding a Tuesday, March 23, meeting from noon to 2 p.m. regarding the
drying up of the Great Salt Lake. This is the largest land feature in the intermountain west
besides the mountains. The status of the Great Salt Lake impacts public health and the economy.
Tage Flint from Weber Basin Water, Dr. Karla Trentelman, and Utah Rep. Tim Hawkes, who
is also a water rights attorney by profession, will be on the call.

Isaacson asked if there is room enough on 1100 to put a bike trail.

ADJOURNMENT
Motion:

Isaacson made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Anderson seconded the motion, which was
unanimously approved.

Heidi Bouck, Recorder
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: City Manager Report

1. Building Activity Report for March
2. Fire Department Activity Report for March

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.



Month of March 2021 BUILDING ACTIVITY REPORT - JULY 2020 THRU JUNE 2021
PERMITS | DWELLING PERMITS DV:’JEN'i'T"SNG
RESIDENTIAL THIS UNITS VALUATION | YEARTO ERR'TO

MONTH | THIS MONTH DATE o

NEW CONSTRUCTION **+tttttttototoohohkkeeee

SINGLE FAMILY 8 8 $2,889,939.57 106 106

DUPLEX 0 0 $0.00 0 0

MULTIPLE DWELLING 0 0 $0.00 0 0

CARPORT/GARAGE 2 - $24,744.30 9 _

OTHER RESIDENTIAL 1 0 $27,120.21 8

SUB-TOTAL 11 8 $2,941,804.08 123 106

T e s o e e |

REMODELS / ALTERATION / ADDITIONS ****#xkiikiikikiiihiihiiiikiiiihikoioihooooiotoooooookooo ook

BASEMENT FINISH 1 $9,396.00 34

ADDITIONS/REMODELS 4 $375,501.76 21

SWIMMING POOLS/SPAS 13 $452,804.36 35

OTHER 29 $391,657.80 260

SUB-TOTAL 47 $1,229,359.92 350

N o N _RES I D E NT lAL - N EW CO N sT RU CT Io N e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ke e e ke e ke e ke e e ke e sk e e ke e e ke e sk e ke ke ke ok ke e ke e e ke ke e sk ke ke ke e ke ke e ke ok ok ke e ke ke e ke e ek

COMMERCIAL 0 $0.00 4
PUBLIC/INSTITUTIONAL 0 $0.00 0
CHURCHES 0 $0.00 0
OTHER 0 $0.00 8
SUB-TOTAL 0 $0.00 12

REMODELS / ALTERATIONS / ADDITIONS - NON-RESIDENTIAL ****#kxkskssirssirksikiihikikikiohkkitihitiohhik

COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL 4 $8,258,771.00 19
OFFICE 0 $0.00
PUBLIC/INSTITUTIONAL 0 $0.00

CHURCHES 0 $0.00

OTHER 1 $20,000.00
SUB-TOTAL 5 $8,278,771.00

Mi SC ELLANEO U S - NON_ RE s lDENTl AL Fedededededede e e e e e e e ke o e e ke e sk e ke sk ok e e e sk ek e e e ok ks e ke ke ek e e ke ok ke e ke ke e ok e e e ke s e e e sk e e e ok
MISC. 0 $0.00 2

SUB-TOTAL 63 $0.00 2

513 106

TOTALS 63 0 $12,449,935.00
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Farmington City Fire Department

Monthly Activity Report

YP;RMINGTQN
Y e Y

HIsTORIC BEGINMINGS « 1847

March 2021

Emergency Services

Fire / Rescue Related Calls: 19
Fires, Rescues, Haz-Mat, Vehicle Accidents, CO Calls, Brush Fires, EMS Scene Support, False Alarms, etc.

Ambulance / EMS Related Calls: 77 / Transported 52 (68%)
Medicals, Traumatic Incidents, Transfers, CO Calls w/ Symptomatic Patients, Medical Alarms, etc.

Calls Missed / Unable to Adequately Staff: 8 (8.3 %) 27 YTD (8.8%)
Overlapping Calls: 8 (8.3%) 33 YTD (10.8%)

Hazardous Condition (No Fire)

3.12%
Good Intent Call
8.33%
Rescue & Emergency... False Alarm & False Call
80.21% 5.21%
Fires
3.12%
On-Duty Crew / Dynamic Data / March:
Emergent Incident / On-Scene Hours / Month Total: 31 Hrs. (Approximate 125 Man Hours)
EMS Transport / Turn-Around Hours / Month Total: 106 Hrs. (Approximate 212 Man Hours)
Urgent EMS Related Response Times (average): 5.57 Min/Sec GOAL 5 minutes or less (+ 0.57)

Urgent Fire Related Response Times (average): 5.46 Min/Sec GOAL 5 minutes or less (+ 0.46)



Part-Time Man-Hours based on the following 28-day pay periods — March 12" and March 26

Part-Time Shift Coverage / Staffing: 724 Budgeted 672
Training & Drill Hours: 35 532.5 (FY21)
Emergency Calls/ Station Staffing: 8 FIRE5 /EMS 3
Special Event Hours: 357 895 (FY21)
Part-Time Fire Marshal: 97.5 Budgeted 120
Part-Time Fire Inspector 57.0 Budgeted 90

Total PT Staffing Hours: 1,278.5 11,281.5 (FY21)
Career Fire Chief: N/A Salary Exempt
Career Administrative Asst. x 1 N/A 40 Hour Reg.

Career Captains, Engineers & FF’'s x9 N/A 48/96 Hour Rotation

* Vacation Coverage
**Monthly Officers Meeting & OT Training

Revenues & Grant / Donation Activity YTD:

Ambulance Revenue (February 2021)

Month
Ambulance Services Billed $83,884.27

Ambulance Billing Collected  $41,149.42
Variances: 542 734.85
Collection Percentages 49%

Grant / Donation Activity “Requests”:
State of Utah / COVID Supplies

Grant / Donation Activity “Received”:

State of Utah / COVID Supplies

Department Training & Man-Hours
Monthly Staff Meeting & Leadership Training
Shift Drill #1 — FIRE — SCBA & HUB System

Shift Drill #2 — EMS — Ventricular Assist Devices
Shift Drill #3 — FIRE — Ground Ladders

Shift Drill #4 — EMS — Cardiovascular Emergencies
Pandemic / COVID-19 Update Trainings

BLS, ACLS and PALS Re-Cert Trainings x 6

Total Training Hours:

Variance +52

20YTD

Variance - 7.5

Variance - 33.0

Overtime N/A
Overtime + 0

Overtime +22**

Calendar Year FY 2021

$83,884.27

$41,149.42
542,734.85
49%

$500

S500

15
24
24
24
24
22
60
193

$587,123.92

$262,189.28
5324,934.64
45%

$359,000 YTD

$1,500 YTD

721 HRS YTD



Fire Prevention & Inspection Activities QTYy

New & Existing Business Inspections: 35

Re-Inspections: 13

Fire Plan Reviews & Related: 7

Consultations & Construction Meetings: 13

Public Education Sessions: 8 (COVID-19) 14 YTD
Health, Wellness & Safety Activities QTY

Reportable Employee Injuries: 0 0YTD
Physical Fitness / Gym Membership Participation %: 100% (Station COVID-19)
Chaplaincy Events: 1 5YTD
Process Improvement Activities: QTyY

Process Improvement Program (PIP) Submittals: 1 1YTD

Monthly Activity Narrative:

Emergent response times averaged under six minutes for EMS calls and five and a half minutes for Fire-
Rescue related calls. March incidents involved EMS responses (to include ongoing COVID-19), carbon
monoxide alarms, gas leaks, vehicle rescues, vehicle fires and structure fires. Eight percent of calls resulted
in “no-staffing” or “short-staffing” of apparatus (on-duty crew attending to other calls and/or part-time
staffing not available due to lack of availability). Sixty-eight percent of all Ambulance calls resulted in
transporting patients to hospitals. Ambulance collection revenues continue with little predictability due to
mandated billing variables. FFD placed much time and effort into seasonal preparations for this year’s
upcoming fire season. On March 17", Governor Cox issued a drought executive order for the state of Utah.
Based on existing conditions and trends, we expect an extremely active fire season this summer. Training
during the month of March encompassed SCBA and HUB system in-service, Ventricular Assist Devices,
Ground Ladders, Cardiovascular Emergencies, Fire Evolutions, COVID-19 Updates, BLS, ACLS and PALS re-
certifications. The Heavy Rescue Tender (HRT) received a replacement LED light bar, due to lack of parts
available for the old light bar (strobe unit) manufactured in the 90’s.

FFD is aligned to register several existing career staff members with WSU for Paramedic completion. Final
registrations for fall semester class is due mid-March. This process falls under a typical two-year contract
with each employee. We anticipate sending additional personnel to WSU next spring also.

FFD COVID-19 UPDATE: Good News! Continued decrease of new COVID cases and ongoing reduction of
hospitalizations occurred throughout March. Governor Cox released a tentative release of mask mandates
effective April 10"-At the time of this narrative, the mask mandate removal may not apply to Federal and
State Offices. FFD is still providing COVID-19 vaccination service at the Legacy Center via contract (Mondays
through Saturdays). This staffing coverage would not be possible without the assistance of our Relief
Ambulance Operators (RAO’s). As previously stated, these cross-trained city employees, with the
cooperation of their respective department heads, have contributed to the delivery of services to our
community during this global pandemic. We expect to continue mass-vaccination standby services through
the end of May or early June.

COVID-19 Testing: FFD continues to provide PCl testing for city employees, elected officials and direct
family members! If interested, please schedule an appointment with Mandice Stokes at 801-807-9646.

Please feel free to visit or contact myself at your convenience with questions, comments or concerns:

Office (801) 939-9260 or email gsmith@farmington.utah.gov — Fire Chief Guido Smith
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March 2021 Snapshots
Working Structure Fire (Mutual-Aid).
MSA SCBA HUB In-Service Training.
Ongoing COVID-19 Vaccination Standby
Mondays through Saturdays (Legacy
Center). Multi Vehicle Freeway Incident
(SB I-15). Replacement Light Bar Installed
(HRT). Wildland Apparatuses Placed In-
Service for 2021 Fire Season.
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

For Council Meeting:
May 04, 2021

SUBJECT: Mayor Talbot & City Council Reports

NOTE: Appointments must be scheduled 14 days prior to Council Meetings; discussion
items should be submitted 7 days prior to Council meeting.
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