NOTICE AND AGENDA
SANTA CLARA CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Wednesday, July 14, 2021
Time: 5:00 p.m.
AGENDA

NOTICE is hereby given that the Santa Clara City Council will hold a Regular Meeting on the 14th day
of July 2021 in the City Council Chambers of the Town Hall at 2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara Utah.
which meeting will begin at 5:00 PM. The Meeting will be available to view live on the YouTube link:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCXxLBLmM30 XLgM1AEmhpcMA
Council Chambers will be available to residents, but we will have limited availability and follow Covid-
19 guidelines.

1. Call to Order

2. Opening Ceremony:
- Pledge of Allegiance: Denny Drake

- Opening Comments: Denny Drake

3. Communications and Appearances:

4. Conflicts and Disclosures:

5. Working Agenda:

A. Public Hearing(s) 5:00 p.m.
B. Consent Agenda:

1._Approval of Claims and Minutes
- June 23, 2021 Regular City Council Meeting Minutes
- June 23, 2021 Executive Session Minutes
- July 7, 2021 City Council Work Meeting Minutes
- Claims through July14, 2021

2. Calendar of Events
- July 23, 2021 Offices Closed for the 24"
- July 24, 2021 Holiday (Saturday)
- July 28, 2021 Regular City Council Meeting
- Aug. 4, 2021 City Council Work Meeting

C. General Business:

1. Consider approving the second amendment to the City’s Storm Water Master Plan.
Presented by Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director.

2. Consider approval of the RFP selection for Vineyard Drive. Presented by Dustin
Mouritsen, Public Works Director.

3. Consider Awarding the Rap Tax Funds to the Arts. Presented by Brock Jacobsen, City
Manager.



4. Consider approval for purchase of a 4" Generator. Presented by Gary Hall, Power
Director.

5. UAMPS update on the Carbon Free Power Project (CFPP). Presented by Gary Hall,
Power Director.

6. Reports:
a. Mayor / Council Reports:

7. Executive Session:

8. Adjournment:

Note: In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodation during this meeting should
notify the city no later than 24 hours in advance of the meeting by calling 435-673-6712. In accordance with State Statute and Council
Policy, one or more Council Members may be connected via speakerphone or may by two-thirds vote to go into a closed meeting.

Zoom Meeting Participants: Participants on the Zoom call are limited to City Staff, Council Members, and applicants on the agenda. E-
mail calendar invitations will be sent out in advance of the meeting. Instructions for each meeting will include the meeting link, ID, and
password to join. When joining the meeting your screen name must show your Full Name. Each applicant will be accepted into the
meeting when their item is up for discussion. Submissions from this form will be sent directly to the city. Please contact Chris Shelley at
(435) 673-6712 Ext. 203 with any questions regarding public meetings.

The undersigned, duly appointed City Recorder, does hereby certify that the above notice and agenda was posted within the Santa Clara
City limits on this 8th day of July 2021 at Santa Clara City Hall, on the City Hall Notice Board, at the Santa Clara Post Office, on the
Utah State Public Notice Website, and on the City Website at http://www.sccity.org. The 2020 meeting schedule was also provided to
the Spectrum on January 1, 2021.

Chris Shelley — City Recorder



SANTA CLARA CITY COUNCIL MEETING
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 2021
MINUTES

THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARA, WASHINGTON COUNTY,
UTAH, met for a Regular Meeting on Wednesday, June 23, 2021, at 5:00 p.m. in the City
Council Chambers of the Town Hall at 2603 Santa Clara Drive, Santa Clara, Utah. Notice of the
time, place and agenda of the meeting was provided to the Spectrum and to each member of the
governing body by emailing a copy of the Notice and Agenda to the Spectrum and also, along
with any packet information, to the mayor and each council member, at least two days before the
meeting. The Meeting will be available to view live on the YouTube link:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCxLBLmM30 XLgM1AEmhpcMA. Council Chambers will
be available to residents, but we will have limited availability and follow Covid-19 guidelines.

Present: Mayor Rick Rosenberg
Council Members: Jarett Waite, Ben Shakespeare, Wendell Gubler, Leina Mathis and Denny
Drake

City Manager: Brock Jacobsen
City Recorder: Chris Shelley

Others Present: Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director; Corey Bundy, Building Official; Brad
Hayes, Parks & Trails Director; Gary Hall, Power Director; Randy Hancey, Fire Chief; Kristelle
Hill, Admin. Assistant; Debbie Bannon, Financials; Kyle Hafen

1. Call to Order: Mayor Rosenberg called the meeting to order at 5:01 p.m. He thanked
everyone for being at the meeting and introduced the City Council.

2. Opening Ceremony:

- Pledge of Allegiance: Leina Mathis
- Opening Comments: Leina Mathis

3. Communications and Appearances: None.

4. Conflicts and Disclosures: None.

5. Working Agenda:

A. Public Hearing(s):

1. Public Hearing to receive public input regarding a Budget Amendment to the FY2020-
2021 Operating and Capital Budgets.

- Brock Jacobsen, City Manager explained that this is the annual budget amendment that
we do this time of year. He said we will be amending the General Fund and the Special
Revenue Fund and also each of our Enterprise Funds. We will be amending the General
Fund for $928,000. Each one of our departments has a little bit different amendment
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based on the expenditures to make sure we are compliant with State Code and that our
expenditures don’t exceed our budgeted expenditures. He talked about the revenue
where we are going to be accounting for the increase in expenditures with our sales tax,
highway tax, Rap tax and transient room tax being amended as well as building permit
fees, our ambulance service charges and ball field tournament charges, fines, and
forfeitures through our court. That totals $928,000 so we will be amending the
expenditures in that same amount. The Justice Court will be amending by $10,000 in
legal services. The Administration Department is amended in the amount of $22,000
with subscription & memberships, the Solid Waste contract, legal services, and
equipment. The Police Department with our contract with Ivins City is the amount of
$150,000. The Building Department in the amount of $70,000 between legal services
and professional services. The Fire Department for the amount of $120,000 with
overtime, repairs, and maintenance and for our Wild Land fire crew expenditures. The
EMS for the amount of $205,000 for operating supplies, equipment repairs and
maintenance and professional services, which is our payment to Ivins. The Public Works
Department for slurry seal and improvements, which amounts to $60,000. The Parks
Department for the amount of $145,000 for operating supplies, improvements, and capital
equipment. And then the Sports Field Department we have $46,000 for repairs and
maintenance, tournament expenses, building maintenance and capital equipment. All of
these totals the $928,000, which will bring the current year’s budget to $7,010,037. We
are also amending our Special Revenue Fund for the CARES Act, which was $680,425 to
account for that revenue and expenditures. We are spending all of that, so we are
amending the account for that. Next, he talked about the Enterprise Fund. The current
budget was $2.6 million, and we are amending this to account for depreciation. This is
about a $600,000 budget amendment. Starting with the Water Fund, it is being amended
to account for some wages, costs on the Snow Canyon line, increase in water line
expenses and water meters and depreciation. Next is the Sewer Fund for $165,000 for
equipment, payments to St. George City for the treatment and depreciation. The Power
Budget includes the refunding/issuance of new debt. It also includes new subdivision
expenses and power purchase. He talked about the new subdivision supplies and
expenditures matches in the revenue to the service and materials. That is the line item
that accounts for the revenue that the contractors are paying. We are amending our
power purchase. We are amending that at $650,000 and we are currently $400,000 over
budget but the cost of power has gone up, so we are amending the account for that, and
our power ownership costs with UAMPS and the depreciation. The total amendment is
instead of $7,389,000 we are going to have $11,063,830. He said with Storm Water we
are amending about $120,000 mainly for professional services, some improvements and
depreciation. This is the budget amendment for this year, FY2020-2021.

- Jarett Waite asked about the charges for services for $160,000 for ambulance services.
Is that related to our new billing method? How did that occur?

- Brock Jacobsen said that part of it is charges we are collecting but previously also in our
accounting we were paying out of that account to Ivins when we got those charges. Now
we are paying it out of the expenditure account.

5:13 p.m. Public Hearing Opened.

No Public Comment.
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5:13 p.m. Public Hearing Closed.
C. General Business:

1. Consider approval of a Budget Amendment for FY 2020-2021 and approve Ordinance
2021-08. Presented by Brock Jacobsen, City Manager.

Motion to Approve a Budget Amendment for FY 2020-2021 and approve Ordinance 2021-08 as
presented.

Motion by Denny Drake, seconded by Wendell Gubler.

Voting Aye: Leina Mathis, Jarett Waite, Denny Drake, Wendell Gubler and Ben Shakespeare.
Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried.

A. Public Hearing(s):
2. Public Hearing to receive public input regarding a water rate increase.

- Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director, explained that this is a water rate increase of
.10 cents per 1,000 gallons mainly to cover the costs that have been imposed from
Washington County Water Conservancy District for the same amount. This money will
be used to cover that cost and also aged infrastructure, waterline repairs and possibly new
employees. We are keeping the base rate the same, $32, and the tiered system starting at
.70 cents per 1,000 and on up.

- Mayor Rosenberg said this was a pass through from the Water Conservancy District.

5:16 p.m. Public Hearing Opened.

No Public Comment.

5:16 p.m. Public Hearing Closed.
C. General Business:

3. Consider approval of a water rate increase and approve Resolution 2021-09R. Presented
by Dustin Mouritsen, Public Works Director.

- Brock Jacobsen said that in the motion we need to add the effective date, which is July
1,2021.

Motion to Approve a water rate increase and approve Resolution 2021-09R with the effective date
of July 1, 2021.

Motion by Ben Shakespeare, seconded by Jarett Waite.

Voting Aye: Denny Drake, Jarett Waite, Ben Shakespeare, Wendell Gubler and Leina Mathis.
Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried.

Santa Clara City Council Page 3
June 23, 2021



B. Consent Agenda:
1. Approval of Claims and Minutes:

- June 9, 2021, Regular City Council Meeting Minutes
- Claims through June 9, 2021

2. Calendar of Events

- July 4, 2021, Holiday

- July 5, 2021, Offices Closed for 4™ of July

- July 7, 2021, City Council Work Meeting

- July 14, 2021, Regular City Council Meeting
- July 28, 2021, Regular City Council Meeting

Motion to Approve the Consent Agenda.

Motion by Leina Mathis, seconded by Ben Shakespeare.

Voting Aye: Leina Mathis, Jarett Waite, Denny Drake, Wendell Gubler and Ben Shakespeare.
Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried.

C. General Business:

2. Approve Resolution 2021-08R appointing Election Judges and their alternates. Presented
by Chris Shelley, City Recorder.

- Chris Shelley said that when we have elections every year, we appoint election judges,
and we have to do it through City Council. We have as our Poll Manager: Lesa
Sandberg, who has done this previously for us, and Poll Workers: Kristen Dalton, Amber
Hughes, Michael Key and Scott Beasley with Dori Beaumont as Alternate. She said that
she gets a list from the County of poll workers that have volunteered before, and these
names were taken from that list. She is asking for the Council to approve these names
tonight so that it will be done correctly and then the poll workers will be set for the
General Election. We are not having a Primary Election.

- Mayor Rosenberg said the resolution spells out their compensation for the work: $300
for the poll manager and $225 each for the poll workers.

Motion to Approve Resolution 2021-08R appointing Election Judges and their alternates as
presented.

Motion by Jarett Waite, seconded by Leina Mathis.

Voting Aye: Jarett Waite, Leina Mathis, Ben Shakespeare, Wendell Gubler and Denny Drake.
Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried.

4. Consider approving an amendment to the Parks & Trails Impact Fee Facilities Plan and
Impact Fee Analysis. Presented by Brad Hays, Parks & Trails Director/Marv Wilson,
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Sunrise Engineering.

- Brad Hays said that this amendment is for the Parks & Trails Impact Fee. He said what
we are doing with this impact fee amendment is adding Tobler Family Farm Park located
at 1375 Chapel Street. When we did the impact fee analysis, we met with Sunrise
Engineering to try and determine what amenities we might need. We plan to take out the
house on the corner and realign the road. We plan on having a semi-decorative block
wall fence with wrought iron on top. There will be a small parking area along the river to
get the parking off of the street. We will also have a building with some features. We
are thinking of adding a couple of restrooms and maybe a classroom or an open area with
a kitchen so they can process vegetables and also conduct some classes and then some
storage areas for the tools that are required for the garden. He said he did some
calculations, and the improvements add $269 per house impact fee, and it brings our
impact fee ERU to $4,526. He said currently what we charge per house per ERU is
$2,906. He said he recommends at some future point that Council looks at what we are
charging for our impact fees based on increases in construction materials and
construction labor. We are by far the lowest parks impact fee currently. He said he will
be bringing this back to Council. He said this allows us to build things at Tobler Park
and do the improvements. The improvements will be impact fee eligible.

- Mayor Rosenberg asked Brad if the costs he has in there includes the curb and gutter on
Chapel Street across the frontage.

- Brad Hays said he did not include that. He thought that would be a road expense.

- Mayor Rosenberg said there will be some additional costs if we want to bring that road
up to standard curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Right now, there is nothing but the pavement.
This will be coming back to Council when the time comes and the Hafen home is vacated
so there would be some roadway expenses relative to the transportation. We could wait
and probably wouldn’t do the improvements until that time anyway. It would be nice to
have the sidewalk and curb in there before we do the wall. We may have to set the wall
back a little bit to allow some space.

- Brad Hays said there is about a 6 ft elevation there and then it gradually goes down. He
said the fence he drew on the map is pretty much the property line.

- Mayor Rosenberg said to facilitate the street improvement we would probably have to
move the fence back to allow for the slope. He asked Council if they want to include the
street improvements in the available impact fees or just the park improvements.

- Ben Shakespeare said he doesn’t think it hurts us to include it. He said this is a good
location for a central location public restroom there.

- Leina Mathis asked that if we include it in the impact fee analysis and we don’t include
it in Streets then are we restricted to using it out of this analysis.

- Mayor Rosenberg said yes if we are going to try and pay for the cost out of impact fees
it needs to be in one or the other and he doesn’t know if it would qualify for Streets so it
would either be put in the Parks Impact Fee analysis as part of the project or pay for it out
of the General Fund later. Chapel Street isn’t on the CFP. He asked the Council if they
were okay to include it on there. It will raise that up a little bit, but we are not going to
implement it now anyway. We could probably make a motion to approve it conditioned
upon including the cost of the Chapel Street frontage improvements and inside the
project. He said he would do everything associated with the frontage of the park
including the slope treatment and the Bonelli trail improvement. He asked Council if
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they were okay with that, and Council all agreed.

- Brad Hays asked if he should bring this back after the changes are made.

- Mayor Rosenberg said he thinks if everyone understands it and we are not
implementing the dollars it is okay. When Brad comes back and implements the dollars,
he should make sure he has it updated and just modify the impact fee analysis for now, so
it includes it.

Motion to Approve an amendment to the Parks & Trails Impact Fee Facilities Plan and Impact
Fee Analysis as presented, and it will include the uncompleted street, sidewalk, curb and gutter
improvements for Chapel Street and Bonelli Trail associated with the park.

Motion by Ben Shakespeare, seconded by Leina Mathis.

Voting Aye: Leina Mathis, Denny Drake, Wendell Gubler, Ben Shakespeare, and Jarett Waite.
Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried.

5.

Consider approving the BMX Track Footprint. Presented by Brad Hays, Parks & Trails
Director.

- Brad Hays said the BMX track operator, Brooke Seely, has approached the City Staff
asking to fence in an area down below the substation just east of it, approximately 150 ft
by 40 ft. The reason they want to fence it in is because during BMX events they use
Canyon View Park and the ball fields to put up their pavilions and they have to take
everything home at night so they would like an area for sponsors to be able to lock up
their stuff at night. Also, if they want to do a national event, they need that space for the
sponsors from BMX USA to come in and put their trailer to operate out of. He said he
talked to Matt Ence, and he said that whatever City Council approves as a footprint for
the BMX track so if we approve this drawing (the drawing he presented to Council) as
the footprint then that would be what the lease applies to. He said what he is doing is
coming back and defining an area for the lease. We don’t need to modify the lease. He
said he discussed the utilities with Gary Hall and Dustin Mouritsen. They would like to
do a little excavation in the uphill side and bring some of that down and level that out a
little bit. We may need to have a soil engineer to come out and look at it. There is a
drain that goes through there.

- Mayor Rosenberg asked if this is the portion of the slope that had stability issues before.
- Brad Hays said no. It is gravel now. He said he asked that if they did fence that that
they put a gate in and have utility access. Right now, we would just be approving the
area that the BMX could use and not the excavation or anything like that.

- Jarett Waite asked how this would play into the paving of that area. Will it affect
anything that we have already approved?

- Brad Hays said that is not a part of the engineering that we are doing. Dustin has talked
with Brooke, and we have offered to do a strip of pavement down there.

- Denny Drake asked if this agreement in front of Council has already been adopted.

- Brad Hays said yes, it is approved.

- Brock Jacobsen said we are just adding this picture to it, this addendum, that outlines
the actual footprint.

- Brad Hays said the BMX lease was approved before they opened for business. We are
just trying to contain it or figure out where it goes so it doesn’t expand outside the lease
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area.
- Mayor Rosenberg said the AGEC did a geotechnical for the BMX track. He said Brad
may want to look at that and talk to Wayne about that soil before any cutting is allowed
on that slope. Are they going to gravel it or anything for their use?

- Brad Hays said they want to pave it or at least part of it. We agreed to do the asphalt
down to the gate. They will pave it inside the fence.

- Gary Hall said that when he and Brad went and looked at the substation, we wanted
access to the two power poles just above the substation.

- Brad Hays said they aren’t included in the fenced area.

- Ben Shakespeare said basically Council is approving the footprint but any fencing and
all that will take place between BMX and Staff.

- Brad Hays said that is correct.

- Wendell Gubler asked where the finances would come to pay for this. Will there be
more finances contributed by the people that are leasing?

- Brad Hays said they will do the improvements except for the asphalt that we talked
about. They are responsible for the fence and moving the double gates and any
improvements. Brooke says she has people lined up to do the work. We don’t have
anything budgeted for this. The lease won’t change. Whatever the Council agrees to
what the footprint is, is what the lease covers.

- Jarett Waite said it is a useless spot of land anyway.

- Brad Hays said we don’t have any plans for it other than access.

Motion to approve the BMX Track Footprint as presented.
Motion by Jarett Waite, seconded by Ben Shakespeare.

- Jarett Waite asked if we need to include in the motion that the line might be slightly
different because of the power pole.
- Brad Hays said he can redo the alignment to take out that pole.

Amended Motion to approve the BMX Track Footprint as presented and contingent on the line
being changed so the power pole is not included in the boundary of the BMX track.

Motion by Jarett Waite, seconded by Ben Shakespeare.

Voting Aye: Leina Mathis, Jarett Waite, Denny Drake, Wendell Gubler and Ben Shakespeare.
Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried.

6. Concept Plan discussion for his parcel located on the corner of Santa Clara Drive and
Gates Lane, extending along Bonelli Trail from Gates Lane to Quail Street. Applicant,
Kyle Hafen. Presented by Brock Jacobsen, City Manager.

- Kyle Hafen said he appreciates the chance to be on the agenda tonight. He said this
would have been better suited to be on the working agenda on July 7, but he has a
scheduling conflict with Little League All Stars. He said this is a different concept and a
new idea and he wanted input from Council. He said this piece of property seems to be a
piece that everyone has differing opinions on what should be there and what works best,
residents, Council members and himself. He said they are trying to eliminate some
additional and unnecessary costs on something that is not going to work. He said he

Santa Clara City Council Page 7
June 23, 2021



wants to discuss in detail some of the problems this parcel has. This is a piece that is
close to the river. There is some riprap that has been reinforced on the north side south of
the project but there is some additional riprap and work that needs to take place. He has
spoken with some engineers and gathered some rough estimates. To get the road from
Gates Lane connecting over to Quail Street and then to Bonelli Trail, to get the
improvements, curb and gutter and sidewalk on both sides and the plant strip, the trail
that will be on the south side, the earthwork, the import of fill to elevate out of any
potential flood issues or concerns it is around $1 million. That creates a need for them to
be able to put together a project that they want to be profitable. They don’t want to lose
money. They still feel that an assisted living facility would be a wonderful piece. That
type of density, of a use, made sense. He said he has laid out a subdivision excluding the
north corner, which he says most everyone agrees needs to be some sort of commercial
piece. He said there is about 9 acres in the entirety of the property, and he said they came
up with about 17 lots and those lots range from 10,000-18,000 sq ft. He said it doesn’t
pencil. They can’t develop that and build that and have it make any sense on a
development standpoint because of the cost associated with improving the site. He said
this concept (he is presenting tonight) is a concept they believe pencils. He said it works.
It takes the front north corner, an acre, that is part of the historic district, which would be
a commercial use with the attaching of dwellings. The front corner would be commercial
main level and the backside would be 8 townhomes. That would fall under the mixed-use
guidelines. The remaining acreage would equate to about 8 acres and would have 30
units in townhomes and 2 residential rehabilitation centers which are basically standard
residential dwellings as well. That puts the density at roughly 4 units per acre. He said
they are anxious to do something with this parcel. They have been working for this for
almost two years now. He said they wanted input from Council, Staff, Parks and Public
Works to see what their thoughts are. They have presented this concept to TRC, and they
made a couple of changes based on their recommendations. He asked if this were more
in line with what Council thinks would work. This would still require a zone change so it
is preliminary but something they wanted to put down on paper and present to Council.

- Mayor Rosenberg asked if the 17 lots included some commercial.

- Kyle Hafen said they took the acre out because it doesn’t make any sense to build a
home on Santa Clara Drive or on the corner of Gates Lane so taking that element out
leaves 8 acres so he drew the 17 lots on there, plus the 1 acre commercial and they would
want to include 8 dwelling units townhomes attached to that commercial aspect.

- Denny Drake asked how many beds would be in the 10,000 sq ft dwellings.

- Kyle Hafen said those are residential units that would fall under the residential
rehabilitation guidelines so there would be 4 additional beds in there. The lot size is
10,000 sq ft not the dwellings. There would be two separate buildings with 4 in each.

- Ben Shakespeare said this goes back to his original concern. There is detail missing and
he feels that the residential needs to transition in that east parcel. He agrees that the
corner is a great use. At some point it needs to transition back to the residential zone.
Now this is pushing right back to the hay field.

- Kyle Hafen said those units are drawn to specs. Clearly there is a ton of space. He said
those could be moved and the entire east side of the project could be just one of the
residential rehab units. They don’t care where the density is. They want it to look nice,
be a good project and be aesthetically pleasing. If moving those units away from that
parcel that is closest to Quail Street, it creates a more natural buffer then they are not
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opposed to something like that.

- Ben Shakespeare said it needs to transition to R-1-10 residential or some type of thing
that fluids back into the valley there and allows for other landowners to do the same.

- Wendell Gubler asked if Quail Street would extend down to this project or will it cut
off.

- Kyle Hafen said they don’t need Quail Street to extend down. He said the city has
talked about this at some point, but they are not relying on that.

- Jarett Waite said the one thing that pops out for him is the one section that is the little
pocket behind the residential. There has always been a building in that area, and he said
it would be better to move that building away from someone’s backyard to avoid that
conflict with the neighbors. He could possibly leave more open space behind it or move
that building into the other open space. It has always felt like they have designed a
building to be tucked right up next to those houses that we might be able to avoid some of
that conflict with residents if it is not right next to them.

- Mayor Rosenberg suggested taking that parcel that is north of the parking area and even
make it a flag lot off of Santa Clara Drive. That would help buffer and if he would put a
residential lot in there it would probably meet the zone and then possibly move some of
the townhome development down into the heart where there is some additional space.

- Kyle Hafen said he appreciates the comments, and they want it to feel open. He said
they would consider these moves.

- Ben Shakespeare asked if these townhomes would be for sale or for rent. He said that
most people proposing townhomes are going to look at the density bonus and try to get
12 units per acre under the density bonus by design.

- Kyle Hafen said they are not doing that.

- Ben Shakespeare said the whole section, that corner that takes you all the way through
there on the lower elevation is something different than standard 2 or % acre residential
lots. He said that is where the line stands and then it transitions into the valley. He said
we need to understand that in that corner the options are limited. It comes down to a
certain type of residential neighborhood or an assisted living which would be his first
choice because he knows this option exists. It is a corner. It doesn’t work to go put /2
acre residential $500,000 lots on. It is a different piece just for the location and what is
going to be going through there.

- Kyle Hafen said to make it pencil they needed to find something that has a little bit
more density. He said they feel the density is different in a townhome then it is in an
assisted living facility. They don’t count the same. They are not asking for the bonus
density or something that is unreasonable for the density that is there. They are looking
at 4 units per acre, which is pretty standard. But they can’t do 4 units per acre as a
residential subdivision. That doesn’t work. He said they went through the process of
trying to make these residential lots within the current zoning that is there.

- Ben Shakespeare said Kyle has that east side of the property, the part that is elevated,
and that is in a round-about that is the transition zone. He suggested moving that
townhome section into a smaller parcel but utilize part of that density bonus to offset the
difference. He would like to see something there. In his opinion what needs to be there
is some type of residential lots and then let that lower elevation be what it is from there.
- Kyle Hafen said the way that it is currently zone right now as much as they would love
to build a residential facility there it doesn’t work for them, so they are trying to gather
some input and some ideas and comments and feedback. If that is not going to pencil is
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the city going to help them do something so that they don’t just leave it. They want to
develop it. They have owned it for over five years. They want to do something with that
parcel. They can’t make it work with the current zoning. They need some help from the
city. What is the limit here? He said what they are proposing is of high value. There is a
demand for them. What do they need to do so they can get to a place where they can
develop this parcel? The way it is now they can’t make it work.

- Ben Shakespeare asked what the Council’s feeling is about the rehabilitation units on
either side of the development.

- Kyle Hafen said they are defined as residential homes. The use falls under a residential
home. They operate much differently than a townhome. This concept helps make it
work or they go into higher density. Higher density down in this area is not something
that people want.

- Denny Drake asked if we as a Council are to be held hostage when a developer takes a
risk in purchasing property and trying to rezone if the zoning isn’t there, do we make an
adjustment so he can accomplish that, or do we hold the zoning that is existing as what is
to be done. He said that has been his issue the whole time. This is a low-density zone.
The homes are there. He said that down the road those owners’ sons and daughters may
split it up and make it smaller, but do we protect a zoning within the city at the expense
of the developer or do we protect the homeowner. He said his feeling is that Kyle would
come in with a plan that would accomplish him being able to return some money on his
investment but at the same time protect the homeowners that are there.

- Kyle Hafen said his comments are on point but he would add to them as a developer
they go to purchase property they don’t just look at the current zoning, but they look at
the General Plan and what other options are allowed within that parcel and mixed use
residential is one of these. That does not mean it cannot be changed. That is what zone
changes are for. They have presented plans that fall within the mixed use residential that
have not been met. He said he believes the Council needs to be workable with the
developers, with property owners and look at the options and decide which options they
like best and they think the residents will like best. Sometimes it is not about what the
residents want. Sometimes we think we all know what is best for us. He said he thinks
he knows what is best for this city. Everyone has an opinion. There are rights as owners
of properties, and they want to be mindful and respectful of the citizens. They have
invested a lot of time with citizens concerning this property. They have tried to get input.
They have purchased the property with the idea that this is how it is zoned now but these
are the overlaying zones and what they are presenting falls within those.

- Denny Drake said they have made some strides to accomplish that to bring it into more
compliance with the plan that was there. He thinks there is still some detail to this that
would need to be further explained.

- Kyle Hafen said this conversation would be better served at a work meeting and not an
actual City Council meeting. He appreciates the open discussion. He said this is
conceptual. He said they are asking if they are heading the right direction. Are they
getting closer?

- Mayor Rosenberg asked Leina Mathis to explain what very low density on the General
Plan designation allows densities up to. Is it less than 4 or is it 2?

- Leina Mathis said she thinks it is 2.

- Mayor Rosenberg said then it is a little under '% acre lots. He said he is just thinking the
existing General Plan, a project that can be approved without a General Plan amendment.
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They could do the 1-acre commercial mixed use on the corner and expand it down.
There is not a buffer in between that and the very low density so the General Plan right
now has the mixed use adjacent to very low density. Everything to the east would have
to be 42 acre minimums. What does that look like unit-wise and how many lots would
they end up with in the low-density lots and what is the density they could get by with in
the mixed use?

- Kyle Hafen said if they went that route, they would take the 3 acres, go for the bonus
density, get the 12 units per acre, and then buffer the rest at /2 acre lots. He said that is
not where he would want to live. They want to present a good project. He said they
understand the current zoning has some variables they have to get through. They are
trying to look at this collectively as a project and do what works. The density seems to
be an issue here. He said the number of units they are talking about equates to about 40.
- Mayor Rosenberg said the 40 units seems to be about their break even financially. Can
they get 40 units under the existing General Plan designation? That has never been
presented.

- Kyle Hafen said that is why this meeting can be helpful.

- Mayor Rosenberg explained how they can do this. If they can live within the density
allowed under the current General Plan, they don’t have to do a General Plan amendment.
They would just have to do a zone change and the zone change is limited to that corner
piece. The rest of it doesn’t require a zone change and they can go right to preliminary
plat on that. The zone change would require their full PD submittal, elevations, site
analysis, site plan and all of that stuff but it complies with the General Plan. They would
be submitting for a portion of the total and everything they would be doing would be in
compliance with the General Plan. They haven’t ever taken that approach.

- Kyle Hafen said they haven’t. He talked about transitional space. They need a sellable
product.

- Mayor Rosenberg said the difference is here that they comply with the General Plan that
corner is going to develop, and everyone realizes that and the people that buy those lots
are going to know what is on the corner when they buy them. They wouldn’t have
impacted any of those adjacent properties that are existing homes. They are all getting
exactly what the General Plan shows. Their impact is a lot less.

- Denny Drake said he believes the neighbors would even consider less than 'z acre lots.
- Mayor Rosenberg said that would require a General Plan amendment. There probably
should be a little buffer between that mixed use and 2 acre lots. He would like to see a
plan where he has 72 acre developments down there over to that existing General Plan
boundary and what he can do with that boundary. If the quality of that design is there
and is demonstrated in his documents, with detailed site and elevation drawings on that
corner of the product he is going to build that is what he thinks could sell the zone
change. He hasn’t gone to the level of detail that everyone is looking for. He said he is
telling him what is going to be required of him to get his zone change.

- Kyle Hafen said if they spend the money and design the buildings and then get shot
down for a zone change, they could be $100,000 into this and have nothing to show for it.
He said he understand the more detail the more likely it is to be approved but the outline
that is within the City code speaks specifically to the concept of not having to be so
detailed so that it is not a burden or expense for the developer to present to the Council
for approval.

- Jarett Waite said we are all wrestling with attainable housing and how that can fit
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anywhere in the city. He said in the past there has been so much backlash to put
townhomes in the downtown but maybe the sentiment has changed slightly because
where are our kids going to live in Santa Clara. He suggested polling neighbors. He said
he knows we are all thinking about where our kids are going to live 15 years from now.
They are not going to be able to afford anything. Maybe a little more density in a certain
section of this would be possible.

- Kyle Hafen said so having this come back with a plan that indicates and illustrates
within the mixed-use residential overlay bubble, putting the density more centralized into
that specific area, looking at a transitional, maybe of going to %4 acre or 10,000 sq ft lots
and transitioning into 'z acre lots as it heads toward the east. Is that what he is hearing as
far as something that would like to be seen?

- Ben Shakespeare said that under what he has he could go for the density bonus now and
go 12 to an acre on probably 3 acres.

- Mayor Rosenberg said that is where the quality of the design is going to come. He is
not going to get 12 without demonstrating the quality of the design.

- Corey Bundy, Building Official, said we just had a quality assisted living come through
with some examples of what they were going to do with their twin homes, and he can
share them with Kyle.

- Kyle Hafen said we are all visionary. We want to see. It helps us alleviate concern and
fears of the unknown.

- Leina Mathis clarified that the low density residential is 2 to 4.

- Mayor Rosenberg said the written text has it listed as very low density. The low density
and very low are close to the same tone. He can’t tell.

- Leina Mathis said very low density is 1 to 2 with the cluster they will encourage 3.

- Mayor Rosenberg said the cluster could be his buffer in between. He might be able to
cluster and get 3 in that middle part with the very low on the east end and the mixed use
on the west. It will comply with the General Plan.

- Kyle Hafen said this is not a definitive line. He asked Council’s opinion.

- Jarett Waite said he is inclined to make the whole parcel that.

- Leina Mathis agreed with that.

- Mayor Rosenberg talked about the flood plain line. He said it wouldn’t require a
General Plan amendment to develop in the green. If the flood plain line was following
Bonelli, and the green was intent to preserve the flood plain then he could fill in behind
it. Or is the triangle supposed to be open space for some other reason? It is not ag
preservation.

- Kyle Hafen asked does that indicate that the orange bubble extends down or keeping it
the same and staying within the property lines.

- Mayor Rosenberg said it is going to be that everyone is going to have to make that call.
- Corey Bundy said that the open space is visual. That is where it is intended for the open
space to be.

- Kyle Hafen thanked Council and said this has been very helpful.

- Leina Mathis clarified the verbiage. It says very low density is between downtown and
the river and low density is in the area surrounding downtown. She also read that cluster
incentive will encourage 3 units per acre if at least 50% of the parcel is dedicated as open,
natural or agriculture.

- Mayor Rosenberg said they have all the flood plain ground adjacent to it that can be
dedicated as preserved. That can help with that clustering. He told Corey that map needs
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to get updated.
- Brock Jacobsen instructed Kristelle to start working on that.

6. Reports:

A.

Mayor / Council Reports

Ben Shakespeare:

- He would like to set up a work meeting to have a discussion on the signs.

- Mayor Rosenberg suggested planning it for August.

- Corey Bundy said the Planning Commission is going to have a discussion on the sign
ordinance at this next meeting on July 8.

- Leina Mathis said we are going to want to have something in place by the end of the

year given the legislative changes come January.

- Brock Jacobsen said we can put that on the agenda for the August 4™ Work Meeting.

Leina Mathis:

- We need to set a date for the SHAC swim date that we have been allotted. She needs to
get back to them. She suggested scheduling it for the Friday or Saturday prior to Swiss
Days.

- Mayor Rosenberg suggested having it in August away from all the Fall activities.
Maybe it could be right before school starts. It could be a back-to-school party. Council
suggested August 10, the Tuesday before school starts.

- Leina Mathis said she will call the pool and make sure that date is okay.

- She asked if Council needs to do our own UAMPS registration.

- Jarett Waite said he did it himself.

- Gary Hall said they can go ahead and register everyone but if you want to register your
own excursions you need to register yourself.

- Brock Jacobsen told the Council that if they don’t have the email Gary or Kristelle can
get them the email. The rooms are booked. He said he would like to fly the Council
there.

- Leina Mathis said she did not get a notice about the HAC meeting. She will follow up
on that with Shirlene Quail.

Jarett Waite:

- He said the process for the fiber is still moving forward. Right now, it is with Debbie
and Utopia’s finance director to look at the finances and what revenues we could use for
the backing of the bond.

- Mayor Rosenberg said that TDS and Infowest want to come and talk to us.

- Brock Jacobsen said that TDS is coming to Council on July 28.

- Jarett Waite said that is good. Through this whole process we just want to have better
service for our residents. We just need to find the best solution.

- He talked about the Mosquito report. There is one particular mosquito that is really
prevalent right now that does carry West Nile Virus, so they are really working to get
those population numbers down. There are no reports of West Nile yet.

Denny Drake:
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- The wildlife assessment was completed on the shooting sports park. We do have a
tortoise on our shooting sports park. He asked Brad if Keith got with him.

- Brad Hays said he sent Keith the email and forwarded it to Denny about the report and
asking for guidance. He said he will probably get with us next week.

- Denny Drake said he thinks they want to discuss mitigation. There was one tortoise.

He also had a question for Corey. When we’re doing the townhome development on the
corner (Heritage Point) what time do they put the privacy wall up? Do they wait until
they are completed? He said he would hate to have a developer not put the wall up that
they promised.

- Corey Bundy said it should go in on the first phase. He met with Austin today. He will
have a chat with him and get back to Denny.

- Denny Drake said he talked to Gary Zabriski at Five Counties and if we are going to get
any plan into the CIB Board we need to get in now for next June’s allocation or we won’t
get anything for another year or two. This is for the downtown fire station. We need to
get with Gary Zabriski and start the process.

Wendell Gubler:

- Why did we shut down the splash pad? Was there a problem?

- Brock Jacobsen said we closed the splash pad because it was not on a recircular. It is
culinary water we were using. We use about 900,000 gallons of water, which would
actually supply 4.5 homes with water for an entire year and in the current situation that it
was best to close the splash pad and save the water.

- Wendell Gubler said there is some misinformation out there and people are thinking it
was recirculated.

- Brock Jacobsen said there was a lot of that on social media and Kristelle responded to a
lot of those comments in our post.

- Mayor Rosenberg said we have asked Brad Hays that in the Gubler Park Master Plan
for an updated new and improved splash pad that would include the recirculation.

Mayor Rosenberg:

- The Mayors are getting the COVID updates. There are still a few cases and most of the
cases are unvaccinated people. They did have one vaccinated that went into the ICU and
get put on a ventilator but there was a lot of underlying health issues associated with it.

- The Mayors are going to take the lead in putting the water conservation ordinance
together that would be for all the communities. That will probably start happening fairly
quickly.

- He said there is a lot going on this time of year, so he advised Council to go to their
assignments and make sure they report back.

- There was a Rural Water Supply Administrative meeting today talking about water
usage and about a conservation plan and a drought action plan that the Water District is
starting to develop that will probably be keyed on elevations in the reservoirs. They feel
pretty confident they can provide all the culinary water we want for the next 3 years but
people won’t be able to have their irrigation water. They are hopeful that we will get
some monsoon rains coming through. They are not panicking but they are nervous.

- The MPO met and approved some corridor money. He has asked Dustin to put together
the documents we need for the remaining Hamblin Parkway right of way corridor
preservation. He is working on that. We met with the Staff yesterday and went through a
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lot of the projects that we are going to ask Public Works to help out with this year. There
is a lot of them. We were able to get Santa Clara Drive and Pioneer Parkway on the
Transportation Plan.

7. Executive Session:

- Mayor Rosenberg explained that Council needs to have Executive Session tonight to
discuss the character, professional competence or physical or mental health of an
individual.

Motion to Enter Executive Session to discuss the character, professional competence or physical or
mental health of an individual.

Motion by Jarett Waite, seconded by Denny Drake.

Voting Aye: Denny Drake, Jarett Waite, Ben Shakespeare, Wendell Gubler and Leina Mathis.
Voting Nay: None.

Motion Carried.

- Entered Executive Session at 7:05 p.m.
- Reconvened at 7:24 p.m.

- Jarett Waite asked why there is no parking zone at the corner of Sage Brush and Rachel.
Back when we did that PD zone as part of that we didn’t require as much parking as the
parking requirements had so the residents were worried there would be a lot of parking
on the street and about site lines so the Council decided we should make that a no parking
zone.

- Ben Shakespeare said he would like to see the actual minutes on that discussion.

- Denny Drake said he could see a problem if people feel like they can have a red zone in
front of their home. We would be creating a real precedence that shouldn’t be created.

- Ben Shakespeare said he would like to review the minutes before we make any
decisions on it.

- Jarett Waite said it was never decided how far that would go or how that would work. It
was left up to Dustin and Staff to do.

- Ben Shakespeare asked how it would be enforced.

- Brock Jacobsen said if the police see it or a resident calls up and reports it.

- Denny Drake said there is a fire hydrant that they can’t park in front of. It is just past
that, so you are going to go from the corner clear to the entrance of Ace Hardware on that
ingress and egress and is that just to appease somebody. If we are just going to appease
people, we are going to have it all over the city.

- Jarett Waite said this was discussed specifically at a meeting about doing a turn lane
there or extend the turn lane all the way down and Dustin decided to paint the curb red.

- Brock Jacobsen said this decision would have been done when Jack Taylor was here. If
there was a decision by Council to paint that curb red, it would have been done back
when Jack was here. The Council just gave some direction to Staff.

- Jarett Waite said the way that played out is they were stripping the new section on
Pioneer Parkway so Dustin said that since he had the stripping crew there, he would just
go stripe that. He said he got notice from residents that they stripped it for parking
instead of no parking. Dustin said he would look at a couple of options and he sent
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pictures and we decided that the red line would be the best option to paint the curb red.

- Mayor Rosenberg said there probably needs to be a break in it though.

- Ben Shakespeare asked, where are they going to park when they are doing the asphalt.
He would like to read the minutes of the discussion. He said the discussion he
remembers referred to Pioneer Parkway coming back the other way that we didn’t want
parking out there to block Pioneer Parkway.

- Denny Drake said he thinks we started a very bad precedent allowing that.

- Ben Shakespeare said he would like to know what the protocol is.

- Mayor Rosenberg said if Council is getting calls from residents and it is affecting
anything inside a public right of way it needs to come here to Council before direction is
given to Staff. Bring it to Council and let Council talk about it and we may ask Staff to
get with the city engineer or get with the manual uniform traffic control devices and work
up a solution. When Council gets that residential comment bring it here and let’s make
the assignment from the Council.

- Ben Shakespeare said he agrees.

- Denny Drake said he agrees with the Mayor.

- Mayor Rosenberg said that the residents need to come to Council and then we will
address it in an orderly fashion with the Staff. He said that with this specific case we can
look at the METCD and if there’s no justification for it then we may take some of it off.
Let’s make sure it is justified.

- Leina Mathis asked if in this case we should go back and review the minutes.

- Mayor Rosenberg said either that or get Dustin to pull the METCD out and get with the
city engineer and see what is justified. If it can’t be justified get it off.

- Leina Mathis asked Brock if he will have Dustin look at the requirements and if we
need to pull that back then let’s pull it back.

- Ben Shakespeare said let’s look at the minutes too. There was a lot of discussion back
and forth. He would like to see the minutes on that.

8. Adjournment:

Motion to adjourn by Wendell Gubler.
Seconded by Ben Shakespeare with all members present voting aye.
Meeting Adjourned at 7:37 p.m.

Date Approved:

Chris Shelley — City Recorder
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City o .)nta Clara

Reference Invoice

Payee Name Number Number
ALPINE ENVIRONMENTAL RESO 69158 2020-0319-01
ALTEC CAPITAL SERVICES, LLC 69159 78994621
BUSINESS SOLUTIONS GROUP 69160 15638
CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES 69161 063021 - 692490
CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES 69161 063021 - 873789
DRAPER, DARRELL & MICHELLE 69162 Refund: 994402
GLOBE LIFE LIBERTY NATIONA 69163 062521-JUL LIF
GRAYSON, CHRIS & MARILYN 69164 Refund: 741210
ICPE, INC. 69165 063-029-0521
JOY MILES 69166 62221-JM
LAURA SQUIRES 69167 71-CC MIN JUN
MATTHEW BENDER & CO INC 69168 25656929
MOUNTAIN LOAN CENTERS, IN 69169 61621
PCF, INC. 69170 103034
PITNEY BOWES/RESERVE ACC 69171 62821-POSTAG
PROGRESSIVE CONTRACTING, 69172 62321-PAYMEN

Invoice

Ledger Date
06/11/2021

03/03/2021

06/18/2021

06/29/2021
06/29/2021

06/17/2021

06/26/2021

06/17/2021

06/11/2021

06/22/2021

06/25/2021

06/10/2021

06/17/2021

06/15/2021

06/28/2021

06/23/2021

Check Register
Checking 1889 - 06/29/2021 to 06/29/2021
Payment
Date Amount Description Ledger Account
06/29/2021 24,807.50 INV 2020-0319-01 GUN RANGE BIOLOGICA  104130-370 - PROFESSIONAL SE
 $24,807.50
06/29/2021 159,900.00 INV#78994621-AH100 BUCKET TRUCK-2014  535310-740 - CAPITAL EQUIPMEN
$159,800.00
06/29/2021 208.00 INV #15638- REGULAR & WINDOW ENVEL  104130-240 - OFFICE SUPPLIES
$208.00
06/29/2021 131.73 CASEY-C000692480 PAY PERIOD 06/30/202 102595-000 - GARNISMENTS PAY
06/29/2021 206.77 CASEY-C000873789 PAY PERIOD 06/30/202 102595-000 - GARNISMENTS PAY
$338.50
$338.50
06/29/2021 205.58 Refund: 994402 - DRAPER, DARRELL & MIC  531311-000 - ACCOUNTS RECEIV
$205.58
06/29/2021 624.02 LIFE INSURANCE 102252-000 - ULGT LIFE PAYABLE
$624.02
06/29/2021 50.30 Refund: 741210 - GRAYSON, CHRIS & MARI  5631311-000 - ACCOUNTS RECEIV
$50.30
06/29/2021 2,055.00 [INV# 063-029-0521 IMPACT FEE UPDATE-E  535310-320 - ENGINEERING SERV
$2,055.00
06/29/2021 79.62 COURT INTERPRETER 6/22/2021 SANDOV  104120-330 - LEGAL SERVICES
$79.62
06/29/2021 600.00 Inv #71-CC MINUTES JUNE 2021 104130-370 - PROFESSIONAL SE
$600.00
06/29/2021 172.26 UT COURT RULES ANNO 2021 EDITION 104130-210 - SUBSCRIPTIONS &
T s1226
06/29/2021 88.95 C STRATTON CASE # 139404996 102595-000 - GARNISMENTS PAY
$88.95
06/29/2021 64.65 FIRE DEPT-XEROX/C8055 Inv 103034 104230-240 - OFFICE SUPPLIES
$64.65
06/29/2021 400.00 POSTAGE METER REFILL JUNE 28, 2021 104130-245 - POSTAGE
$400.00
06/29/2021 324,250.37 S HILLS WATER PROJECT 2021 CONSTRU  515110-730 - IMPROVEMENTS
$324,250.37
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City of Santa Clara
Check Register
Checking 1889 - 06/29/2021 to 06/29/2021

Reference Invoice Invoice Payment
Payee Name Number Number Ledger Date Date Amount Description Ledger Account
STANTEC CONSULTING SERVIC 69173 1798999 06/15/2021  06/29/2021 441.00 Inv#1798999-AIR QUALITY PERMIT SERVIC 535310-370 - PROFESSIONAL SE
$441.00
STUART AWNING INC 69174 SAC200313035 06/21/2021  06/29/2021 100.00 BLDG MAIN DEPOSIT REFUND PERMIT 20-  102570-000 - BLDG SITE MAINTEN
$100.00
SUNRISE ENGINEERING, INC. 69175 118202 06/11/2021  06/29/2021 1,995.25 INV#118202-S HILLS WATER IMPROVEMEN  515110-730 - IMPROVEMENTS
SUNRISE ENGINEERING, INC. 69175 118218 06/11/2021  06/29/2021 10,235.00 INV# 118218-WASTEWATER IMPACT FEEF  525210-320 - ENGINEERING SERV
$12,230.25
$12,230.25
UTAH LOCAL GOVERNMENTS T 69176 1591493 06/10/2021  06/29/2021 1,316.86 ADD AND LIFE INSURANCE PREMIUMS 102235-000 - DISABILITY PAYABLE
$1,316.86
YOURSTON, ERIC & YOLANDA 69177 Refund: 976502 06/17/2021  06/29/2021 159.00 Refund: 976502 - YOURSTON, ERIC & YOLA 531311-000 - ACCOUNTS RECEIV
$159.00
$528,091.86
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City of Santa Clara
Check Register
Checking 1889 - 07/07/2021 to 07/07/2021

Reference Invoice

Payee Name Number Number
CIGNA INS 69178 CLAIM REFUND
DR. ROBERT R. FOSTER, D.O.P. 69179 JULY 2021-MED
DR. ROBERT R. FOSTER, D.O.P. 69179 JULY 2021-MED
ERIC GENTRY 69180 JUN 2021
FREEDOM MAILING SERVICES, | 69181 40801
JOY MILES 69182 70621-JM
MOUNTAIN LOAN CENTERS, IN 69183 063021
PCF, INC. 69184 103169
PUBLIC EMPLOYEES LTD PROG 69185 JUNE 2021
RANDALL M. SMITH ARCHITECT 69186 2109-1
SECURLYFT CORPORATION 69187 236
SUNRISE ENGINEERING, INC. 69188 118186
TAYLOR BUILT HOMES 69189 SAC200629100
TAYLOR BUILT HOMES 69189 SAC201012188
TAYLOR BUILT HOMES 69189 SAC2010121889
UTAH BUSINESS LICENSEASS 69190 70121-MEMBER
UTAH LEAGUE OF CITIES &TO 69191 70121-FY 21-22

Invoice

Ledger Date

07/01/2021

07/01/2021
07/01/2021

07/01/2021

06/29/2021

07/06/2021

07/01/2021

06/25/2021

06/30/2021

07/05/2021

07/02/2021

06/11/2021

07/01/2021
06/28/2021
06/28/2021

07/01/2021

07/01/2021

Ledger Account

Page 1

Payment
Date Amount Description
07/07/2021 88.40 CL#9652020097991-SCOTT JR, JOHN EME
$88.40
07/07/2021 600.00 MEDICAL SERVICES DIRECTOR-EMS & FIR
07/07/2021 600.00 MEDICAL SERVICES DIRECTOR-EMS & FIR
$1,200.00
$1,200.00
07/07/2021 1,500.00 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
$1,500.00
07/07/2021 1,667.22 BILL PROCESSING JUNE 21 BILL INV 40801
$1,667.22
07/07/2021 79.62 COURT INTERPRETER 07/06/21
$79.62
07/07/2021 124.92 C STRATTON CASE # 139404986
$124.92
07/07/2021 88.20 PUB WORKS COPIER - XEROX 7835 MAY 2
$88.20
07/07/2021 1,121.05 MONTHLY LTD PAYMENT
$1,121.05
07/07/2021 1,800.00 INV#2109-1 CEMETERY BUILDING DESIGN
$1,800.00
07/07/2021 600.00 INV#236-MONTHLY SUBSCRIPTION JUNE
$600.00
07/07/2021 153.75 INV#118186-PARKS IMPACT FEE AMENDM
$153.75
07/07/2021 500.00 BLDG MAIN DEPOSIT REFUND PERMIT 20-
07/07/2021 500.00 BLDG MAIN DEPOSIT REFUND PERMIT 20-
07/07/2021 500.00 BLDG MAIN DEPOSIT REFUND PERMIT 20-
$1,500.00
T $1,500.00
07/07/2021 40.00 MEMBERSHIP - M WHITEHEAD JULY 1 202
$40.00
07/07/2021 4,818.92 MEMBERSHIP FEE FY 2021-2022
$4,818.92

103426-000 - AMBULANCE SERVI

104230-370 - PROFESSIONAL SE
104235-370 - PROFESSIONAL SE

104120-330 - LEGAL SERVICES

104130-370 - PROFESSIONAL SE

104120-330 - LEGAL SERVICES

102595-000 - GARNISMENTS PAY

104410-240 - OFFICE SUPPLIES

102235-000 - DISABILITY PAYABLE

104510-730 - IMPROVEMENTS

104235-250 - OPERATING SUPPLI

484200-730 - IMPROV OTHER THA

102570-000 - BLDG SITE MAINTEN
102570-000 - BLDG SITE MAINTEN
102570-000 - BLDG SITE MAINTEN

104130-210 - SUBSCRIPTIONS &

104130-210 - SUBSCRIPTIONS &

7/7/2021 11:14 AM



City of Santa Clara
Check Register
Checking 1889 - 07/07/2021 to 07/07/2021

Description

Ledger Account

LOAN#M1228 SERIES 2012 2021 PAYMENT

INV#687469-SECURITY CAMERAS CANYO
INV#687470-SECURITY CAMERAS GUBLER
INV# 687475-SECURITY CAMERAS BLACK
INV#687476-SECURITY CAMERAS PICKLE
INV#687477-SECURITY CAMERAS GUBLER
INV# 687478-SECURITY CAMERAS CV PIC
INV#687479-SECURITY CAMERAS HERITA
INV#687480-SECURITY CAMERAS PUB WO
INV#687489-SECURITY CAMERAS PARKS

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 53-330100000

Reference Invoice Invoice Payment
Payee Name Number Number Ledger Date Date Amount

UTAH STATE DIVISION OF FINA 69192 2021-M1228 07/01/2021 07/07/2021 50,000.C0
$50,000.00

UTAH STATE TREASURER / FINE 69193 JUNE 21-SURC 07/01/2021 07/07/2021 9,057.03 COURT SURCHARGES
$9,057.03
VLCM 69194 687469 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 5,586.40
VLCM 69194 687470 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 7,037.80
VLCM 69194 687475 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 2,388.43
VLCM 69194 687476 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 3,388.43
VLCM 69194 687477 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 3,388.43
VLCM 69194 687478 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 3,388.43
VLCM 69194 687479 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 2,388.43
VLCM 69194 687480 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 9,001.00
VLCM 69194 687489 06/30/2021 07/07/2021 10,271.68
$46,839.04
$46,839.04
WASH. CO. FLOOD CONTROL DI 69195 JUNE 2021-FLO 07/01/2021 07/07/2021 4,414.50
$4,414.50
$125,092.65
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104410-810 - PRINCIPAL ON BON

104120-805 - STATE FINE COLLEC

424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS
424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS
424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS
424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS
424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS
424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS
424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS
424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS
424100-250 - CARES ACT EXPENS

545410-770 - FLOOD CONTROL DI
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REQUEST FOR ACTION AGENDA ITEM 1

City Council July 14, 2021 &
APPLICANT: Dustin Mouritsen SANTA CLARA

SUB_]ECT' FOUNDED 1854

Second Amendment to the April 2015 update of the Storm Water Master Plan to accommodate draining issues
on Arrowhead Trail.

BACKGROUND DESCRIPTION:

Consider approval of a second amendment to the City's Storm Water Master plan to accommodate drainage issues along the

west end of Arrowhead Trail. The current master plan only calls for curb and gutter an additional 15" storm drain pipe will be

necessary to adequately capture storm water and match existing road grades.



Proposed Recommendation
Approval

Cost
0

Approved by Legal Department

N/A

Approved in Budget
N/A

Approved by City Finance Department
N/A

Amount
0

Requested By

Dustin Mouritsen

File Upload Attachments



SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE APRIL 2015 UPDATE
OF THE SANTA CLARA CITY
STORM WATER MASTER PLAN
May 2021

A. INTRODUCTION

Santa Clara City has contracted with Sunrise Engineering to prepare an amendment to the
already adopted Santa Clara City Storm Water Master Plan (the Adopted Plan), which included
an Impact Fee Facilities Plan and Impact Fee Analysis. This amendment shall be considered part
of the Adopted Plan once the amendment is adopted by the City Council.

The purpose of this amendment is to incorporate an additional 15 storm drainage line along
Arrowhead Drive. This will accompany the already proposed curb and gutter improvements but
better accommodate the scope of Arrowhead Drive while protecting existing homes from
additional storm water runoff. The city felt it necessary to complete an amendment to the latest
update of the Adopted Plan to address this addition.

B. USER ANALYSIS

The population and build-out projections used for this amendment will be the same as those
used in the Adopted Plan as shown below. The source of this information is the 2015 Santa Clara
City Wastewater System Impact Fee Facilities Plan & Impact fee Analysis. For a detailed
description of the assumptions and methods used to determine these projections, refer to Section
IT of that report.

2015 Population: 6,825
Build-Out Population: 18,240

2015 ERUs: 2,047
Buildout ERUs: 5,472

C. IMPACT FEE FACILITIES PLAN

Currently a new Curb and Gutter is planned for the control of storm water along
Arrowhead Drive. An additional drainage pipeline has been determined to be necessary in
addition to the curb and gutter for proper drainage. It is anticipated that this pipe will be 157
in diameter to adequately capture and direct runoff. Figure IV.C.2 has been amended to
include this change and is attached at the end of this amendment.

Santa Clara City, Utah 1
Storm Water Master Plan
May 2021



The Adopted Plan includes a list of recommended projects and improvements with a total
cost of $4,652,814.00. In the First Amendment to the April 2015 Update of the Santa Clara
City Storm Water Master Plan (the First Amendment) done in March of 2017, this list was
updated to include an additional storm water project along Tuscany Drive. This project
increased the cost of improvements by $33,563.37 for a new total of $4,686,377.37.

The estimated price of the proposed line along Arrowhead Drive was calculated using the
same unit price values in the Adopted Plan and the First Amendment. Some incidental costs
(Geotechnical, Survey and Mapping, Legal) were not included because they were accounted
for in the original Arrowhead curb and gutter cost estimate in the Adopted Plan. The total
project cost estimate was determined to be $240,808.00 without these incidentals. An
additional table for Engineer’s Estimate of Probable Cost for this project has been included in
this amendment as well as an updated Table V.A.1 which gives an overall project summary.

D. IMPACT FEE ANALYSIS

For the Adopted Plan, the total impact fee eligible costs were calculated by multiplying the
“percent of project cost determined to be due to new growth” (52.7%) by the “total estimated
project cost” ($4,652,814) and subtracting the “previously collected impact fees”
($1,855,371.64). The resulting impact fee eligible cost was calculated as $1,855,371.64.

The First Amendment improvements along Tuscany Dr. (upsizing and extending the storm
water line) were determined to be necessitated due to new growth and were therefore 100%
impact fee eligible. Adding the $33,563.37 of impact fee eligible projects presented in the First
Amendment to the impact fee eligible costs shown in the Adopted Plan resulted in the total
impact fee eligible cost of $1,888,935.64.

Using the same method as the adopted plan to calculate total impact fee eligible costs, the
additional storm drain along Arrowhead Drive was determined to be 52.5% impact fee eligible.
This is the same percentage as the originally proposed Arrowhead Curb and Gutter
improvements because it is assumed the drain affects the same amount of undeveloped area.
Adding the impact fee eligible costs to those shown in the First Amendment results in a total
impact fee eligible cost of $2,002,596.64.

The impact fee analysis in the Adopted Plan was completed based on dividing the total
impact fee eligible improvements by the number of additional ERUs anticipated to buildout, but
also adjusting the maximum impact fee amount because of the presence of both residential and
commercial impact fees. The Adopted Plan set a separate residential impact fee and commercial
impact fee based on the assumption that “runoff generated by commercial properties is 1.67
times higher than runoff generated by residential properties.” The commercial impact fee per
ERU was therefore set higher than the residential impact fee per ERU by a factor of 1.67. The
impact fee amounts are set so that total anticipated impact fee revenue equals the total impact fee
eligible costs.

Santa Clara City, Utah 2
Storm Water Master Plan
May 2021



Based on the new impact fee eligible cost and leaving the number of residential and
commercial ERUs the same as in the Adopted Plan, the new maximum impact fee eligible
amounts are as follows:

e Current Maximum Residential Impact Fee = $527.18

e Amended Maximum Residential Impact Fee = $558.90
e Current Maximum Commercial Impact Fee = $880.38

e Amended Maximum Commercial Impact Fee = $933.36

This represents a potential increase in impact fee amounts of $31.72 per residential ERU
and $52.98 per commercial ERU as compared to the First Amendment. The impact fee
calculations are shown in the amended Table V.C.1 below.

Though these values suggest increasing prices for new residents and commercial users, it
is recommended to postpone any modifications to the impact fee amounts until the completion of
the Santa Clara City Storm Water Master Plan 2021 update.

Amended Table V.C.1. Impact Fee Analysis

TABLE V.C.1
CITY OF SANTA CLARA
INMPACT FEE ANALYSIS
STORM WATER SYSTEM FACILITY PLAN
Maw-21
IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS
Total Estimated Project Cost 5 4902 874
% of New Project Cost Due to New Growth 530% 5 258735300
FPraviously Collectad Impact Fees 5 504 75636
Enpact Fee Eligible Cost 5 20025964
No. of ERUs (2015) 2,047
Buildout ER1Ts 5472
No. of New ERU's Due to Growth 3425
Future ERU= Parcent of Runoff
Fesidential ERUs 3.18% 85.0%
Commercial or Other ER U= 236 11.0%
Rezid ential
Maxirmm Fesidential Impact Fee = Total Eligible Cost/ New ERU's 3 55890 /ERU
FProposed Residential Inpact Fee for Santa Clara Citw (FY20135) = 558 /ERU
Conumercial
hlawirmm Commercial Inpact Fee = Total Eligibla Cost / Maw ER1Ts 3 §3336 /ERU
Proposed Commercial Impact Fee for 8anta Clam City (FY2015) = 5 933 /ERU
Fr R Qara Can T amend e Sawta Clara 5 IFMF 2005 - oy, o] Frogeces
Santa Clara City, Utah 3
Storm Water Master Plan
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Amended Table V.A.1. Project Summary

Project Total Cost % Eligible |Eligible Cost
Santa Clara Drive Drainage Improvements (Actual Costs) S 2,462,825 47.0% 5 1,157,528
Canyon View Dr. & Secenic Dr. Storm Drain System (Actual Costs) 5 132,064 47.0% ) 62,070
Replace Existing Concrete Irrization Ditch (B etween Santa Clar View Dr & HeightsDr) 5 283,711 7.22% 5 20613
30-Inch Highw ay Crossings 5 186,347 47.0% 5 87,383
Vinevard Curb & Gutter and Drainage Improvem etits ) 310472 34.8% 5 108,044
Armrowhead Curk & Gutter and Drainage Improvements 5 161,522 32.3% 3 84799
Storm Water Facilities at City Hall {Actual Costs) 5 270,799 62.6% 5 169,520
North Town Regional Storm Drain s 108,024 100.0% 5 108,024
400 East & North Town Intersection ) 44 903 62.6% 5 28,109
Lava Flow Wash Flood Channel S 180,767 100.0% 5 180,767
5 outh Hills Flood Channel & Detention Basin 5 222077 100.0% 5 222077
BMFP Water Quality Improvements ] 77,303 62 6% S 110,992
E ngineering Studies and Flood Mapping s 110,000 100.0% 5 110,000
Tuscany Drive Storm Drain (Amendment 1) 5 33,363 100.0% S 33,3563
Arrowhead Pipeline Improvem ents (Amendment 2) 5 216,497 52.5% 3 113,660.93
Proj ect S 4.902.874 53.0% (S 2.597.353
Additional Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Cost
SUNRISE ENGINEERING, INC.
11 Nogth 300 West, Washinston, Utah 34780
Tel: (435) 652-3430 Fao: (435) 6323416
E ngineer's Opindon of Probable Cost
Arrowhead Drive Storm Drain 24-hzw-11
Santa Clara City, Utah
REF
. . Estimated _ o TOTAL
NO. DESCRIFTION Quautity Tnite Unit Price COST
1  Mobilization 1 L3 ] R50000| § B.500
1  Tr=ffic Conmol 1 13 3 100000] § 21.000
3 Precomstuction IND 1 s 5 LO000D| § 1,000
4 Dust Control & Watering 1 L3 5 2300.00] § 1500
5 EWOPPCompliznce 1 13 3 100000] § 2,000
&  Compecton & Mlaterizlz Testing 1 LE ' 250000 § 2,500
7 15" HOPE S torm DrzinLine 0 IF 3 7500 ¥ 36250
B Cuwrbhlst'OutistTunction Boxss & E4 3 S00000) § 36,000
% Siorm Drzin Manholes 2 E4 5 G000.00| § 12,000
10 Mz Drzinzes o provem ents 1 LS 5 500000 ¥ 5,000
14 Sub-Total 3 127,750
5 Coutingency| 15% 3 19,200
16 Total Construction) 5 146,850
17 INCIDENTALS
18 Funding & Adm inistrative Sarvices 15% L= 5 2500
19 Civil Engineering Cesign 11.4% L3 ] 19,300
10 Enginesrins Construc o Services B0 Hourly 5 -
34 Total Consgruoction & Incidentals - 168,750
Interzst (Azsumes 1 $efor 20 Years) 5 47747
58 TOTALPROJECT COST 5 216,497

Santa Clara City, Utah
Storm Water Master Plan
May 2021




REQUEST FOR ACTION AGENDA ITEM 2

City Council July 14, 2021 &
APPLICANT: Dustin Mouritsen SANTA CLARA
SUBJECT: FOUNDED 1854

Vineyard Drive Phase 1 re-construction

BACKGROUND DESCRIPTION:

The city advertised a RFP(Request for Proposal) for Vineyard Drive in June and received 2 SOQ's(Statement of Qualifications)
from Sunrise Engineering and Rosenberg Associates. After reviewing both SOQ's we feel Rosenberg is the more qualified and
with your approval we would like to move forward and have them engineer the design. We would like to break up the
reconstruction of Vineyard Drive into phases with the first one being from Black Rock road going south to the first
intersection that will be included in the construction of Vineyards phase 11 along with the majority of curb, gutter and
sidewalk on the east side to Black Rock Road paid for by the developer leaving the west side improvements to be completed
with funding from homeowner's. The remaining cost for the city will be watermain, storm drain improvements and asphalt

some of which is impact fee eligible and can be done by staff for cost savings.



Proposed Recommendation
Approval

Cost
35,000
Approved by Legal Department

Yes

Approved in Budget

Yes

Approved by City Finance Department

Yes

Amount

Requested By

Dustin Mouritsen

File Upload Attachments

https://sccity.org/wp-content/uploads/formidable/41/1.The-Vineyards-Phase-XI-Concept-Layout-1.pdf
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REQUEST FOR ACTION  aGenDA ITEM 4

City Council July 14, 2021 &_
APPLICANT: Santa Clara City Power Department SANTA CLARA
SUBJECT: FOUNDED 18354

Aprove purchase of 4th Generator

BACKGROUND DESCRIPTION:

With the current market prices for power and the uncertainty of our current resources, it would be beneficial to add a fourth
generator as a form of resource. The second reason for purchasing the generators was for long power outages. With our
current two generators, we can only energize small portions of the city at a time in the event we lose power from St George
City. With the purchase of the third and possible fourth generator, we will be able to energize a larger portion of the city at

one time.



Wheeler Power Systems
wkm 4901 West 2100 South
Power Systems Salt Lake City, UT 84120

800-662-8650
www.wheelercat.com

June 30, 2021

Mr. Gary Hall
Power Director
Santa Clara City Power

Re: Santa Clara Generation Facility, Generator(s) Addition Offer
Dear Mr. Hall:

As previously discussed, | have been investigating cost increases to the proposal
presented to Santa Clara City Power on 11/10/2020. Over the past year,
consumers, vendors, and equipment providers have experienced unprecedented
increases in costs of raw materials, commodities, precious metals, and other project
components. The proposal provided to you on 6/30/2021 includes all the cost
increases resulting from these escalations.

[ am pleased to report that Caterpillar has done an amazing job controlling costs,
and as a result, the cost of the genset itself has not escalated yet. However, a price
escalation is forecasted in the very near future. That said, Wheeler is able to hold the
original pricing on a genset or gensets, if we place them on order by mid-July 2021
with the goal that the unit(s) will ship in 2021 or early 2022.

This project and our relationship with Santa Clara City are a high priority for
Wheeler Power Systems. As such, we have met with and worked extensively with
the vendors supplying equipment and materials for this project and have reduced
escalation costs to the extent possible. Below you will find the outcome of the cost
escalations and subsequent vendor negotiations:

* 11/10/2020 Originally Quoted Price........cccvvvvrvvmrrnvncniniinnnnnnn $2,217,986.42
* Project Price Escalation since 11/10/2020.......ccccceoeevieiieeriernieerinecnenn . 2.96%
* Adjusted Project Price to Santa Clara City..........ccccevevvureenee..... $2,285,66 7.04
e ET Connection Station in Office................. erereeeeeeene e $319,659.79

* Genset, Install & ET Connector Station Total...........cc.u..............$2,305,326.83



Wheeler Power Systems
wkm 4901 West 2100 South
Power Systems Salt Lake City, UT 84120

800-662-8650
www.wheelercat.com

Additionally, because of the relationships we have with our vendors, Wheeler Power
Systems is able to take advantage of economies of scale when placing multiple
orders at once, we are able to offer further reduction in pricing if Santa Clara City
were to purchase two units and their accompanying installs as follows:

* Genset 1 Adjusted Project Price.......ccocvvervnirnncnsnscessenneeneennnn $2,263,106.83
* Genset 2 Adjusted Project Price.......ccvuevevcveieinecrecsesneeneenennnnn . $2,263,106.83
o SUDLOtAL..cee e e e 944, 526,21 3.6 7
e ET Connection Station in OffiCe......ccccevverrieeeivieer s csrreees e e $19,659.79
» Two Genset & ET Connection Station Total.......c.cccecevvvevnnee......$4,545,873.46

Thank you for your time and the opportunity to offer this exciting project to Santa
Clara City.

Sincerely,

Shane Minor
sminor@wheelercat.com
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