NOTICE AND AGENDA

SOUTH OGDEN CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Tuesday, December 3, 2013 - 6:00 p.m.

Notice is hereby given that the South Ogden City Council will hold their regular City Council
Meeting, Tuesday, December 3, 2013, beginning at 6:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers located at 3950 So.
Adams Avenue, South Ogden, Utah. Any member of the council may be joining the meeting electronically.

I OPENING CEREMONY

A. Call to Order — Mayor James F. Minster
B. Prayer/Moment of Silence -
C. Pledge of Allegiance — Council Member Wayne Smith

Il. PUBLIC COMMENTS — This is an opportunity for the public to address council members
regarding issues or concerns that are not on the agenda for public discussion.

Please limit your comments to three minutes.

A. Recognition of Scouts/Students

. CONSENT AGENDA

A. Approval of November 19, 2013 Council Minutes
B. Approval of November Warrants Register

V. RECESS INTO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT RENEWAL AGENCY BOARD MEETING
See separate agenda

V. ADJOURN CDRA BOARD MEETING AND RECONVENE AS CITY COUNCIL

VI.  DISCUSSION / ACTION ITEMS

A. Consideration of Ordinance 13-25 — Approving the 2014 City Council Meeting Schedule
B. Discussion on Planning Commission Compensation




VII. REPORTS

A. Mayor

B. City Council Members
C. City Manager

D. City Attorney

VIIl.  ADJOURN CITY COUNCIL MEETING AND CONVENE INTO WORK SESSION
A. Discussion on Storm Water Impact Fee Rates
B. Discussion on City Mission, Vision, Values

IX. ADJOURN WORK SESSION

Posted and emailed to the State of Utah Website November 27, 2013

The undersigned, duly appointed City Recorder, does hereby certify that a copy of the above notice and agenda was posted at the Municipal
Center (1% and 2™ floors), on the City’s website (southogdencity.com) and emailed to the Standard Examiner on November 27, 2013. Copies

were also delivered to each member of the governing body.

Wa detanov, Cit\,@t;(%derjI i

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids and
services) during the meeting should notify the City Recorder at 801-622-2709 at least 48 hours in advance.

FINAL ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA




@ MEMORANDUM

Date: November 27, 2013

To: Mayor and City Council .
k] 7

From: Matthew J. Dixon, City Manager %

Re: December 03, 2013 Council Meeting

Below is a brief summary of the agenda items for next Tuesday’s meeting. If you have any questions about
the agenda please let me know.

CDRA Meeting

o Discussion on Grant/Loan from Hinckley Commons Project Area Housing Fund. — I was contacted
by the HOA of the Meadows apartments/condos. The HOA has been doing some improvement
projects in and around their properties and were wondering if the city had some kind of a grant/loan
program to help them make some additional improvements to the property. As you may be aware,
the Hinckley Commons RDA Project was adopted with a housing requirement. This requires that a
certain percentage of the tax increment from a development project area be allocated to help fund
affordable housing projects. This agenda item will allow staff to gather your input to help us draft a
course of action regarding these funds to help the housing in the city.

Discussion and Action Items

e Ordinance 13-25 — Approving the 2014 City Council Meeting Schedule. This simple agenda item
meets the city’s requirement, under state law, to adopt a meeting schedule for the upcoming calendar
year.

e Planning Commission Compensation. Sallee asked that this be added to the agenda for discussion.
Staff is in the process of gathering comparable data from around the valley to help you in this
discussion. Currently our Planning Commissioners are paid $25 per meeting.

Work Meeting

e Discussion on Storm Water Impact Fees. This is a follow up item from the public hearing that was
held during your last meeting. Staff will be presenting the findings of the study and facilitating
discussion on what, if any, changes the council would like to make to the impact fees for storm
water. A copy of the Capital Facilities Plan and Impact Fee Study have been included in the packet.

e Discussion on the City Mission, Vision, Values. We will be moving into discussing the city’s vision. This
will be valuable discussion as it will drive many of our important decisions over the coming years.

3950 Adams Avenue, Ste 1 » South Ogden, Utah 84403
Office: 801-622-2700 » Fax: 801-622-2713
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MINUTES OF THE
SOUTH OGDEN CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Tuesday, November 19, 2013- 6:00 p.m.
Council Chambers, City Hall

COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT

Mayor Pro Tem Wayne Smith, Council Members Sallee Orr, Russell Porter, Bryan Benard, and
Brent Strate

COUNCIL MEMBERS EXCUSED

Mayor James F. Minster

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT

City Manager Matthew Dixon, City Attorney Ken Bradshaw, Parks and Public Works Director Jon
Andersen, Chief of Police Darin Parke, Deputy Fire Chief Rick Rasmussen, Special Events
Coordinator Jill McCullough, Good Landlord Program Coordinator Ben Robbins and Recorder
Leesa Kapetanov

CITIZENS PRESENT

Jim Pearce, Seth Isom, Stockton Buckway, Caleb Nelson, Matthew Story, JJ Wolford, Kaiden
Thomas, Robin Holley, Patrick O’Leary, Caleb Wood, Tate DeGroot, Tyler DeGroot, Mike Amaral,
William Rylander, Shalyce Heywood, Jarom Strate, Spencer Heywood, Ronalee Heywood

OPENING CEREMONY

A. Call to Order
Mayor Pro Tem Wayne Smith called the meeting to order at 6:01 p.m. and asked for a
motion to convene.

Council Member Porter moved to convene as the South Ogden City Council, seconded
by Council Member Orr. Council Members Orr, Strate, Benard, Smith and Porter all
voted aye.

B. Prayer/Moment of Silence
The mayor pro tem led those present in a moment of silence.

C. Pledge of Allegiance
Council Member Orr directed everyone in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mayor Pro Tem Smith invited anyone who wished to come forward for public comments to do
so.

November 19, 2013 City Council Minutes Page 1
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I, PUBLIC COMMENTS

Robin Holley, 886 E 4500 S, came forward to ask if anything had been done to allow fences on

corner lots closer to the property line. He was told to speak with City Manager Dixon.

A. Recognition of Scouts/Students
The mayor pro tem invited all scouts and students, as well as their leaders, to come
forward and introduce themselves. Jason Buckway, leader of Troop 262, came
forward; other members from Troop 262 who introduced themselves were: JJ Wolford,
Austin Buckway, Caleb Wood, Caden Thomas, and Seth Isom. From Troop 255 were
Jarom Strate, Tate DeGroot, and Spencer Heywood. From Troop 263 were Caleb
Nelson, and Matt Storey.
Students who came forward were Sheridan Heywood and Shelyce Heywood.

Il CONSENT AGENDA

A. Approval of October 15, 2013 Council Minutes

B. Approval of October Warrants Register

C. Approval of Beer License for The Horse, A Private Club Located at 3611 Washington
Bivd.

D. Declaring Certain Property as Surplus

Mayor Pro Tem Smith read through each item individually. He asked if there were any
concerns with the minutes. Council Member Orr stated that line 233 should read
“there are no positive West Nile mosquito pools in Weber County”.

Mr. Smith then asked if there were questions about the October Warrants Register.
Council Member Orr asked what the capital outlay was on line item 10-55-750. Chief
Parke answered it was for the police dog.

There were no questions concerning the beer license or the surplus items. Mayor Pro
Tem Smith called for a motion to approve the consent agenda.

Council Member Benard moved to approve the consent agenda, with a second from
Council Member Strate. The mayor pro tem then called a voice vote. Council
Members Benard, Smith, Porter, Orr and Strate all voted aye. There were no nays.

The mayor pro tem announced it was time to enter a public hearing, and called for a
motion to do so.

Council Member Orr moved to leave the council meeting and enter into a public
hearing. Council Member Strate seconded the motion. Council Members Porter,
Strate, Benard, Orr and Smith all voted aye.

IV.  PUBLIC HEARING

A.

To Receive and Consider Comments on the Proposed Adoption of a Storm Water
Capital Facilities and Impact Fee Study

City Manager Matt Dixon gave a brief overview of the Storm Water Capital Facilities Plan
and impact fee study. He informed the council the discussion on the impact fees
would be held at another meeting so they could determine what the impact fees should
be. The time was then given to the public for comment.
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Mike Amaral came forward and asked if the impact fees were for new construction or if
they would be assessed on new businesses. City Manager Dixon answered it was only
on new construction, not on new businesses.

There were no more comments or questions from the audience. Mayor Pro Tem Smith
called for a motion to leave the public hearing.

Council Member Benard moved to leave the public hearing and move back into a
council meeting, followed by a second from Council Member Porter. All present
voted aye.

Council Member Benard asked if the concerns of Uintah City concerning storm water
had been resolved; he did not see anyone from Uintah at the meeting. City Manager
Dixon explained South Ogden officials had met with Uintah officials, as well as
representatives of Weber County, many times over the issue of storm water drainage.
South Ogden had verified that its storm water system was designed to the proper
standards and that it functioned according to how it was designed. There were,
however, some issues with the county’s retention pond at the bottom of the hill on the
Uintah side that needed to be addressed.

Mayor Pro Tem Smith moved to the next item on the agenda.

V. DISCUSSION/ACTION ITEMS

A.

Consideration of Ordinance 13-24 — Rezoning the Properties Located at 454 37" Street
and Approximately 3672 Ogden Avenue from C-2 to R-2

Mr. Dixon gave the history of the rezone request and invited City Planner Mark Vlasic to
comment.  Mr. Vlasic explained his original recommendation had been to deny the
application based on the fact the request was only for two small lots; however, after
having a discussion with City Attorney Bradshaw, Mr. Vlasic had learned that a request
cannot be denied based on its size. The planning commission had also thought that
since the neighborhood was a stable residential area, perhaps the whole street should
be rezoned to residential. It was determined however, that since the city would
probably designate this area as a mixed use zone in the near future, they should
approve this request for only the two lots and then the whole neighborhood would be
rezoned to mixed use when the city got to that point. The planning commission
determined the rezone should take place, and recommended the city council approve
the request.

The council asked Mr. Vlasic several questions about what the different zones allowed.
They also discussed mixed use zones and what they might look like in the future. The
council concluded their discussion, so Mayor Pro Tem Smith called for a motion.

Council Member Porter moved to approve Ordinance 13-24, followed by a second
from Council Member Orr. The mayor pro tem asked if there was further discussion
on the motion. There was no more discussion, so the vote was called:

Council Member Porter- Yes
Council Member Orr- Yes
Council Member Benard- Yes
Council Member Strate- Yes
Mayor Pro Tem Smith- Yes

The rezone was approved.
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They then moved to the next item on the agenda.

Consideration of Resolution 13-30 — Approving the Canvass of Election

City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov pointed out a correction that needed to be made in the
resolution concerning when the canvass needed to take place, and asked that the
change be included in the motion. The resolution should read that the canvass be held
no sooner than seven days after the election, but no later than fourteen days. She
then reported the votes had been counted, including all the provisional and absentee
ballots, and she felt the count had been fair and accurate. She recommended the
council approve the canvass of the election. Mayor Pro Tem Smith called for a motion
concerning Resolution 13-30.

Council Member Orr moved to approve Resolution 13-30, with the revisions that had
been mentioned. Council Member Strate seconded the motion. Mayor Pro Tem
Smith asked if there were further discussion, and seeing none, he called the vote:

Council Member Orr- Yes
Council Member Strate- Yes
Council Member Benard- Yes
Council Member Porter- Yes
Council Member Smith- Yes

The canvass of election was approved.

Discussion on Bike/Alternative Transportation Plan

City Planner Mark Vlasic presented the Bike Transportation Plan, reviewing the different
types of bike lanes allowed according to the width of the street. He reported the
planning commission had suggested some additions to the plan, including a crossing at
4400 South and Washington Boulevard to coincide with the school crossing located
there. He also pointed out staff had looked at other bike routes in surrounding
communities to make sure our bike routes linked up with theirs.

Council Member Orr suggested that the route going down 5600 South link up with
Chambers Street. Council Member Benard also asked that the bike route connect with
the Junior High. He also asked if some of the yellow paths should be connected for
more consistency; he pointed the areas out on the map. Mr. Vlasic said he would
study the suggestions to see if they would work and add them to the map.

Presentation of 40th Street Concept Drawings

City Planner Vlasic presented the concept drawings (see Attachment A), explaining they
were the result of the council’s direction from a previous work session.  City Manager
Dixon informed the council that since the packet had been sent out, several
departments had written reports concerning the proposed median and how it affected
safety. The reports had been added to the packet and the council could view them on
their monitors.

Mr. Vlasic pointed out the different features of each concept. He said UDOT had
reviewed the concept drawings. They felt the median with minimized access points
was a positive attribute, as it affected traffic flow less. Mr. Vlasic knew that a raised
median offered challenges for things like snow removal and emergency vehicle access,
but he felt there was plenty of time to address the issues and determine exactly what
the city needed and wanted for 40" Street. The concept drawings would put the city
at an advantage when actual engineering for the street began.
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The council asked several questions concerning the median. The point was brought
out that the median would exist no matter what, however, whether it was simply
painted on the road or raised was what needed to be determined.

Council Member Porter said he was concerned with how the median would affect
access to future businesses on the road, as well as how it would affect the emergency
vehicles that traveled to McKay-Dee Hospital. City Manager Dixon reminded the
council of an economic study done by Zion’s Bank for 40" Street which determined that
the presence of a median increased pedestrian traffic and had a positive economic
effect on businesses.

Mr. Dixon asked the council what they would like staff to do next; would they like staff
to hold off until funding for the project became available, or was there some additional
work staff should be doing. The council discussed the matter and determined that
staff should begin to address the problems brought up by the different departments
concerning a raised median and how best to address them.  City Planner Vlasic
suggested that a traffic engineer look the concept drawings and give a review.

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR REPORTS

A.

Parks and Public Works Director Jon Andersen-Project Updates

Mr. Andersen reported all road projects had been completed.

He also said the Doren Drive Water Project was 90% done, but construction had been
stopped because of the weather. The remainder would be completed in the spring.

Mr. Andersen reported the Public Works Rodeo had been a success and thanked the
council for allowing them to kick off the winter season with the rodeo.

Police Chief Darin Parke — Code Enforcement Quarterly Report

Chief Parke began his report by saying it covered the period from July through
September. In that time 130 cases had been generated; 101 by patrol and 29 by the
code enforcement officer. Twenty seven of the cases had been parking issues which
were corrected almost immediately; the rest were weed and junk issues. The quarter
ended with 17 cases still open.

Mayor Pro Tem Smith asked about some specific cases and if they were being
addressed, then moved to the next item on the agenda.

Deputy Fire Chief Rick Rasmussen — NIMS Training

Mr. Rasmussen encouraged those who still needed to get their NIMS 100 and 700
training to complete it by the end of the year. He informed the council they could log
on to FEMA’s website and determine what training they had already completed.

Mark Vlasic — Update on Planning Commission Projects

Mr. Vlasic reported on what the planning commission had been working on the last few
months, including the bike transportation plan and the 40" Street Project. He also
reported there had been a major increase in applications to the planning commission.
The commission had been working on a mixed use ordinance as well, and was in the
process of creating a first draft. They had also looked at the landscape ordinance and
were making changes to make it more water wise.

Projects for the 2014 year included an update to the land use master plan drawing, a
walkability audit, changes to the sign ordinance to make it more clear, and an update to
the uses in the commercial zones to reflect present uses.

Council Member Orr commented on the move to form based zoning, and asked if South
Ogden should look into it. Mr. Vlasic said the city was 95% built out, and to redo the
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REPORTS
A.

zoning ordinance to form based zoning might not be the best use of the city’s money.
The council could consider using it in specific areas of the city, like the downtown area
and along 40" Street. It was something the council might want to discuss at their
upcoming retreat.

Good Landlord Program Coordinator Ben Robbins — Good Landlord Program Report
Mr. Robbins gave the council some handouts (see Attachment B) and reported that
approximately 475 letters had been sent out to potential landlords in the city.
Approximately 25% of those contacted had responded back to the city.

Staff had met to determine the next step in contacting potential landlords and how best
todoit. The goal was to have 75% compliance by April 1, 2014.

Special Events Coordinator Jill McCullough — 2014 Multi-Cultural Events Proposal

Ms. McCullough gave the council some handouts (see Attachment C) concerning South
Ogden Days and year round events in the city. She showed the council some changes
she was proposing for South Ogden Days, saying the changes were designed to create
increased attendance, amplify exposure of sponsors, and implement cost effective ways
to manage city staff, security and resources.

Ms. McCullough then reviewed with the council some ideas she had for monthly events
for the city. The events would benefit a group or organization in need, while
celebrating the diversity in the community.

Mayor Pro Tem Smith suggested she add the Polynesian community to one of the
events as well. Council Member Porter said advertising would be very important for
the events. Council Member Benard pointed out that with the Chinese Immersion
Program at Uintah Elementary; perhaps there should be a way to integrate that into the
events as well.

Mayor — not present

City Council Members

Mayor Pro Tem Smith — thanked staff for their extra work with elections. He also
reported the many positive comments he had received concerning the road
project on Glasmann Way.

Council Member Benard — also thanked staff for the extra work that went into their
reports to the council.

Council Member Strate — thanked staff and also those who put themselves on the
line to run in the election.

Council Member Porter — thanked staff for their attendance at the meeting. He also
felt the election indicated resident’s satisfaction with what was happening in the city.

Council Member Orr — had met with the Communities That Care Program, who would
be holding a community town hall meeting on January 7, 2014, at 7 pm. It would be
for parents and students of junior high and high school age. She asked everyone
present to support the program.

Ms. Orr also asked that planning commissioner’s pay be looked at, and a discussion
concerning it be added to the agenda for a future meeting.

November 19, 2013 City Council Minutes Page 6
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C. City Manager — apologized to Council Member Orr for not putting the planning
commission compensation on the agenda for this meeting, as she had
discussed with him.

Mr. Dixon then reported that February 7" and 8" looked like they would work
best for the council retreat, and asked everyone to put it on their calendars.
He was in the process of drafting the agenda, and told the council that if they
wanted anything added to the agenda to contact him.

D. City Attorney Ken Bradshaw — commented that the level of cooperation between
departments and the organized direction staff and council was moving in, had never
been, in his eighteen years with the city, as good as it was now. He wanted to make
sure the council was aware of how good the staff was and how things were being
accomplished.

Mayor Pro Tem Smith then announced it was time to move into a work session and
called for a motion to do so.

At 7:52 pm, Council Member Porter moved to adjourn council meeting and move
into a work session. The motion was seconded by Council Member Benard.
Everyone present voted aye.

ADJOURN CITY COUNCIL MEETING AND CONVENE INTO WORK SESSION

Note: Council and staff moved into the EOC for the work session. The work session began at 8:05
pm.

City Manager Dixon thanked David Sandberg from Plan and Execute, for being in attendance to
facilitate the meeting and turned the time over to him.

Mr. Sandberg did a quick review of the previous discussion on mission, vision and values. He asked if
the council still liked the pared down version of the mission statement they had created at the last
meeting. The council discussed the mission statement and made a few changes toit. The final
version was “South Ogden is dedicated to preserving and enhancing quality of life, promoting fiscal
responsibility and professionally meeting the expectations of every resident, business, employee
and visitor”.

They then discussed a motto for the city. They looked at several suggestions from employees.
They compared it to the mottos they had come up with at the last meeting, “South Ogden — You’re
Home” for residents and “Quality employees serving quality people” for employees. The motto
“S.0. Great!” was also suggested. After discussion, it was determined that a motto was not
needed for the employees, but that the mission statement should be used. The council then
discussed the two mottos and which would be best for the city as a whole. City Manager Dixon
suggested that they discuss the vision of the city, and perhaps a motto would present itself that
covered the vision as well.

Mr. Sandberg then presented several vision statements from other businesses and to give the
council an idea of what a vision statement should be. He asked what vision the council had for the
city, and how it would affect residents, as well as employees and the council themselves. Mr.
Sandberg then showed a video from the city of Leeds, England, which told of their vision for the city.
He went over their vision statement and pointed out that it contained a vision but also several
obtainable goals.

Mr. Sandberg gave the council the assignment of thinking about what their vision for the city was
and how they would reach that vision. They needed to ask what they wanted to accomplish for
the city in the next five years.

November 19, 2013 City Council Minutes Page 7



356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
390
391
392
393
394
395
396
397
398
399
400
401
402
403
404
405
406
407
408

Mayor Pro Tem Smith, seeing the discussion was finished for the evening, called for a motion to

adjourn.

Council Member Benard moved to adjourn the work session, followed by a second from Council

Member Porter. All present voted aye.

The work session adjourned at 9:19 p.m.

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City Council Meeting

held Tuesday, November 19, 2013.

j)i;{,cw.c_ T B e losir—
Lee IJapetanoWRe):érder

Date Approved by the City Council
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431 Attachment A

432 40™ Street Concept Boards
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Attachment B

Ben Robbins Handout
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ontact Statistics

¥ Letters Sent:
® Landlords in Contact:

Of Landlords in Contact

u Complete:

u Waiting to be Entered:
¥ Incomplete:

® No application recelved
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Attachment C

Jill McCullough Handout
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The slight changes 'n South Ogden Days aru designed 1o create Increasad attandance and ampilfy
wxposure of sponsars whike providing & cost affactive way o manage city slaff, secuslly and resources.

Monday

| Day | ~ SOD's Events

" Golf Toumarment

Tuesday

Basketball Toumamant

Friday

Spen ~ Park Opens to public

Apen = Car Show opans for registration
5:30pm - Police vs. Fire Sofiball Game
5:30pm -Employee/Voluntesr Appreclation Picrvc
Epen ~AAR Registration
0:30pm - AAR Bagha

Bprn = AAR Awards and Prize Drawings
8:30pm ~ Car Show Awards

Oprn ~ Cars it the park
2:30pm - Movie at the Park

1 1pem ~Caenival & Pack Close

Tam - Angle Jog Registration
7:30sm « Jungla log Begine

Bam - Pazade chack-43 and Line-up

Qam ~ Pasads Bagina

10am - Parnde Enda, Park Opans
10:30am ~ Mud Volleyball Beging

1 1am - Lozal Entertalrnent on Stage Segine
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SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Payment Approval Report - by GL - council report
Report dates: 11/1/2013-11/30/2013

Page: 1
Nov 27, 2013 02:56PM

Vendor Number Vendor Name

Invoice Date  Date Paid Amount Paid

01-11750 UTILITY CASH CLEARING
93226 WILHITE, JAY
93227 ASSET MANAGEMENT
10-13100 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - OTHER
89174 DELTA AIR
10-15121 Prepaid Health Insurance
2266 DENTAL SELECT
91573 SELECT HEALTH
91573 SELECT HEALTH
10-15122 Prepaid Life Insurance
5100 LIFEMAP ASSURANCE COMPANY
10-15123 Prepaid Vision Insurance
2266 DENTAL SELECT
10-15210 COBRA Receivables
2266 DENTAL SELECT
91573 SELECT HEALTH
10-21400 Credit Card Payable
1739 CARD SERVICE CENTER
1739 CARD SERVICE CENTER
10-22230 STATE WITHHOLDING PAYABLE
5997 UTAH STATE TAX COMMISSION
5997 UTAH STATE TAX COMMISSION
5997 UTAH STATE TAX COMMISSION
10-22260 UNION DUES PAYABLE

5403
5403
5403

SOUTH OGDEN POLICE ASSOCIATION
SOUTH OGDEN POLICE ASSOCIATION
SOUTH OGDEN POLICE ASSOCIATION

92957 WEBER COUNTY LODGE #1
10-22276 United Way Payable
90015 UNITED WAY
90015 UNITED WAY
90015 UNITED WAY
10-22278 Conseco Ins. Payable
2072 WASHINGTON NATIONAL INS. CO.
10-22280 AFLAC Ins. Payable
560 AFLAC
10-22285 GARNISHMENTS PAYABLE
2604 FAMILY SUPPORT REGISTRY
2604 FAMILY SUPPORT REGISTRY
2604 FAMILY SUPPORT REGISTRY
5865 OFFICE OF RECOVERY SERVICES
5865 OFFICE OF RECOVERY SERVICES
5865 OFFICE OF RECOVERY SERVICES
5865 OFFICE OF RECOVERY SERVICES
5865 OFFICE OF RECOVERY SERVICES
5865 OFFICE OF RECOVERY SERVICES
89062 UHEAA
89062 UHEAA
89062 UHEAA
10-22290 DISABILITY PAYABLE
5994 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES LT DISABILITY
5994 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES LT DISABILITY
5994 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES LT DISABILITY
10-23115 Football Equipment Deposit
2605 FANNIN, SHANA
89582 MICKLES, SHANNON
89916 BRECKLERFIELD, JENNY
89996 CAMP, PATRICIA

10/28/2013  11/05/2013 90.22
10/30/2013  11/05/2013 61.82
10/31/2013  11/05/2013 484.70
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 4,411.50
11/17/2013  11/26/2013 53,909.50
11/17/2013  11/26/2013 355.40
11/20/2013  11/26/2013 816.29
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 402.76
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 23.43
11/17/2013  11/26/2013 355.40
11/12/2013  11/26/2013 42.14
11/14/2013 11/26/2013 80.50
11/01/2013  11/26/2013 6,761.76
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 6,586.05
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 6,794.13
11/01/2013  11/26/2013 57.00
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 57.00
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 57.00
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 35.00
11/01/2013  11/26/2013 22.00
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 22.00
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 22.00
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 332.75
11/11/2013  11/20/2013 257.36
11/01/2013  11/05/2013 138.46
11/15/2013  11/20/2013 138.46
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 138.46
11/01/2013  11/05/2013 319.04
11/01/2013  11/05/2013 173.40
11/15/2013  11/20/2013 319.04
11/15/2013  11/20/2013 173.40
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 319.04
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 173.40
11/01/2013  11/26/2013 46.80
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 35.38
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 59.90
11/01/2013  11/26/2013 685.20
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 683.51
11/27/2013  11/26/2013 675.48
11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
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90004 SMITH, SHEILA 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
90230 HASSELL, BRIAN 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
90541 SHOLLY, HEIDI 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 50.00
91026 HALL, JUSTINE 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
91471 QUIGLEY, HORALD 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
91502 GREER, JASON 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
91503 GUSTAVESON, BRUCE 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 75.00
91503 GUSTAVESON, BRUCE 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 75.00
91503 GUSTAVESON, BRUCE 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 10.00-
91507 PORTER, SHERRI 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
91523 SIMMONS, SHANZE 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
91551 THURGOOD, BROCK 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
91551 THURGOOD, BROCK 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
91551 THURGOOD, BROCK 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 10.00-
91841 COLVIN, JOANNA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92005 AUSTIN, SHANNA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92005 AUSTIN, SHANNA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 5.00-
92015 DRIGGS, TYLER 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92037 ROBERTS, MICHELLE 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92039 SABERON, CATHERINE 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92048 TESCH, SARAH 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92076 BRECKTERFIELD, FRANCIS 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92076 BRECKTERFIELD, FRANCIS 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92076 BRECKTERFIELD, FRANCIS 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 10.00-
92078 CHATELIN, ALYSON 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 50.00
92083 FOZZARD, BROOKE 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92083 FOZZARD, BROOKE 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92103 WAYMAN, JAKE or MARY ANN 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92103 WAYMAN, JAKE or MARY ANN 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92111 CRIDDLE, MARA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92111 CRIDDLE, MARA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 50.00
92126 BEST, LESA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92126 BEST, LESA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 10.00-
92195 BUCKWAY, TAMMY 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92507 LYNESS, JOSEPH 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92518 TORRES, ALISHA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92663 BAXTER, REX 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92663 BAXTER, REX 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92663 BAXTER, REX 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 75.00
92663 BAXTER, REX 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 85.00
92673 NIELSON, KIM ANN 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92673 NIELSON, KIM ANN 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 5.00-
92678 COLE, JORDAN 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
92679 NIKOLAUS, JILL 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
92680 PFAFF, MILLIE 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
92685 MARTINEZ, KRISTINA 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
92738 REDD, NATALIE 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
93250 ADAMS, DEANNE 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
93251 JARVIS, WALT 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
93252 SIMMONS, BRANDON 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
93253 WEAVER, CASEY 11/21/2013  11/21/2013 100.00
93254 ARREGUYN, AGLAEE 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
93254 ARREGUYN, AGLAEE 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 10.00-
93255 STEPHENS, KRISTEN 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 100.00
93255 STEPHENS, KRISTEN 11/21/2013 11/21/2013 10.00-

10-23200 Community Facility Deposit

5024 PORTER, RUSSELL 10/10/2013  11/14/2013 100.00
5024 PORTER, RUSSELL 10/10/2013  11/14/2013 100.00
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93234 TANNER, NANCY 10/21/2013 11/14/2013 60.00
10-23260 BAIL HELD IN TRUST PAYABLE
93228 NOON, WYLIE C 11/06/2013 11/14/2013 187.27
10-32-100 Business Licenses - Commercial
93225 WATSON, BEN 10/28/2013 11/05/2013 14.00
10-32-160 Rental Business Fees
92096 MAISEY, BRENT 09/30/2013  11/14/2013 40.00
93256 GRANT 10PLEX, LLC 10/08/2013 11/26/2013 10.00
10-32-300 Animal Licenses
93233 HARTMAN, VICKIE 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 55.00
10-34-726 Zoning/Subdivision Fees
3106 GREAT BASIN ENGINEERING, INC. 10/31/2013 11/14/2013 155.00
10-35-200 Fines- Regular
93249 VINE, ANGELIQUE 11/13/2013 11/20/2013 40.00
10-41-230 Travel & Training
91527 JIMMY JOHN'S DELI 11/20/2013 11/26/2013 152.50
10-43-240 Office Supplies
7652 ALPHAGRAPHICS 10/25/2013 11/14/2013 415.52
10-43-275 State Surcharge
5955 UTAH STATE TREASURER 10/31/2013 11/05/2013 13,260.89
10-43-300 Public Defender Fees
88617 BUSHELL, RYAN 11/21/2013 11/26/2013 1,900.00
10-43-310 Professional & Technical
2969 GAYLORD, LUTHER 10/23/2013 11/05/2013 39.02
2969 GAYLORD, LUTHER 10/23/2013 11/05/2013 39.02
2969 GAYLORD, LUTHER 11/20/2013 11/26/2013 59.41
4070 LES OLSON COMPANY 10/23/2013 11/05/2013 462.30
5308 SHRED MASTERS 10/29/2013 11/05/2013 71.00
5511 SUPERIOR WATER AND AIR, INC. 11/30/2013 11/26/2013 19.95
91463 BEESLEY, JAMES L. 10/23/2013 11/05/2013 50.00
91463 BEESLEY, JAMES L. 10/23/2013 11/05/2013 50.00
93195 NEZAM, HASAN 11/20/2013 11/26/2013 45.00
10-43-649 Lease Interest/Taxes
5126 REVCO LEASING CO. 11/11/2013 11/26/2013 43.06
10-43-650 Lease Payments
5126 REVCO LEASING CO. 11/11/2013 11/26/2013 109.87
10-43-700 Small Equipment
88468 CDW-G 11/01/2013 11/20/2013 230.23
10-44-210 Books, Subscriptions & Member
90384 EXPERTS EXCHANGE 11/23/2013 11/26/2013 99.50
92702 IMPA-HR 09/27/2013  11/20/2013 149.00
93248 ABEBOOKS.COM 11/05/2013 11/19/2013 10.66
93248 ABEBOOKS.COM 11/05/2013 11/19/2013 3.47
10-44-230 Travel & Training
4098 LIEBERSBACH, STEVE 10/24/2013 11/14/2013 41.63
4098 LIEBERSBACH, STEVE 11/07/2013 11/14/2013 44.18
8066 MACEY'S 11/19/2013 11/26/2013 12.33
89038 CAFE RIO 11/12/2013 11/19/2013 42.14
10-44-240 Office Supplies & Miscell
1720 RELIABLE BUSINESS SYSTEMS 10/29/2013 11/26/2013 197.73
5343 STAPLES 11/05/2013 11/26/2013 51.97
7652 ALPHAGRAPHICS 11/04/2013 11/14/2013 27.53
93035 THE STATIONARY CUPBOARD 11/13/2013 11/20/2013 41.25
10-44-280 Telephone
5326 SPRINT 10/28/2013 11/14/2013 77.11
5326 SPRINT 10/28/2013 11/14/2013 8.47
6006 VERIZON WIRELESS 10/23/2013 11/20/2013 13.35
6006 VERIZON WIRELESS 10/23/2013 11/20/2013 40.01
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10-44-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013  11/14/2013 70.03
10-44-310 Professional & Technical
5511 SUPERIOR WATER AND AIR, INC. 11/22/2013  11/26/2013 19.95
91573 SELECT HEALTH 11/17/2013  11/26/2013 165.20
10-44-600 Service Charges
89472 INTELLIPAY 11/05/2013  11/13/2013 94.15
89472 INTELLIPAY 11/05/2013  11/13/2013 209.85
10-44-649 Lease Interest/Taxes
5126 REVCO LEASING CO. 11/19/2013  11/26/2013 105.83
10-44-650 Lease Payments
5126 REVCO LEASING CO. 11/19/2013  11/26/2013 130.69
10-49-130 Retirement Benefits
2266 DENTAL SELECT 11/15/2013  11/26/2013 23.43
2266 DENTAL SELECT 11/15/2013  11/26/2013 51.08
91573 SELECT HEALTH 11/17/2013  11/26/2013 780.30
91573 SELECT HEALTH 11/17/2013 11/26/2013 355.40
10-49-220 Public Notices
4750 OGDEN PUBLISHING CORPORATION 10/17/2013 11/14/2013 44.41
4750 OGDEN PUBLISHING CORPORATION 10/23/2013 11/14/2013 425.96
4750 OGDEN PUBLISHING CORPORATION 10/27/2013 11/14/2013 452.69
10-49-255 Ogden Weber Chamber Fees
6343 OGDEN-WEBER CHAMBER 11/07/2013 11/13/2013 18.00
10-49-260 Workers Compensation
5968 UTAH LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TRUST 10/14/2013 11/05/2013 3,409.53
5968 UTAH LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TRUST 11/12/2013 11/20/2013 3,409.53
10-49-290 City Postage
89571 KAPETANOV, LEESA 11/09/2013 11/14/2013 11.04
10-49-291 Newsletter Printing
7652 ALPHAGRAPHICS 11/01/2013 11/05/2013 526.64
10-49-310 Auditors
92705 KEDDINGTON & CHRISTENSEN, LLC 11/12/2013 11/20/2013 6,000.00
10-49-321 I/T Supplies
6460 WHITEHEAD WHOLESALE ELECTRIC 11/15/2013 11/26/2013 29.30
10-49-322 Computer Contracts
92395 IRON MOUNTAIN 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 78.00
10-49-323 City-wide Telephone
3535 INTEGRA TELECOM 10/25/2013 11/14/2013 675.32
10-49-324 City-wide Internet
2021 COMCAST 11/04/2013 11/14/2013 384.52
10-49-329 Computer Repairs
91866 UPS 11/14/2013 11/20/2013 35.28
93061 FIVE 9'S COMMUNICATIONS 10/29/2013 11/20/2013 22.62
10-49-510 Insurance
328 ALLIED INSURANCE 11/08/2013 11/14/2013 399.00
10-49-520 Employee Assistance Plan
1495 BLOMQUIST HALE CONSULTING GROU 11/01/2013 11/05/2013 300.00
10-49-600 Community Programs
5326 SPRINT 10/28/2013 11/14/2013 8.47
5586 TIMBERMINE RESTAURANT 11/13/2013 11/26/2013 100.00
6006 VERIZON WIRELESS 10/23/2013 11/20/2013 13.36
8066 MACEY'S 11/06/2013 11/13/2013 4,050.00
8066 MACEY'S 11/18/2013 11/19/2013 5.78
91619 ASCAP 11/20/2013 11/26/2013 332.83
92314 BURCH CREEK MERCANTILE 11/18/2013 11/19/2013 37.40
92990 HUG HES CAFE 11/18/2013 11/19/2013 26.43

93232 PHILLY SUB & STAKE 10/30/2013  11/13/2013 21.98
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10-49-607 Soba
2092 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL (COSTCO) 10/02/2013 11/05/2013 19.86
2092 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL (COSTCO) 09/30/2013  11/05/2013 81.32
7652 ALPHAGRAPHICS 10/03/2013 11/14/2013 32.81
10-49-750 Capital Outlay
93061 FIVE 9'S COMMUNICATIONS 10/29/2013 11/20/2013 6,292.99
10-50-120 Election Judges
90912 ARUNDEL, SHERRY 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 200.00
93046 BENNETT, CHRISTINA 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 145.00
93235 KOSOBUD, CHERYL 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 145.00
93236 LEIBOLD, JEAN 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 145.00
93237 SHAW, TERRY 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 145.00
93238 GODFREY, GARY 11/05/2013  11/20/2013 200.00
93238 GODFREY, GARY 11/05/2013  11/20/2013 432.00
93239 HADLEY, KATHLEEN 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 145.00
93240 HUNSAKER, LORAINE 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 145.00
93240 HUNSAKER, LORAINE 11/05/2013  11/20/2013 360.00
93241 WALLACE, TRINA 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 145.00
93242 TAYLOR, JOANNE 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 25.00
10-51-260 Senior Center Maint & Util
1352 BELL JANITORIAL SUPPLY 11/05/2013 11/26/2013 288.25
2021 COMCAST 11/04/2013 11/20/2013 157.28
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/25/2013 11/05/2013 338.93
10-51-262 Old City Hall Utilities
4230 QUESTAR 10/25/2013 11/05/2013 205.62
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/25/2013 11/05/2013 253.01
10-51-263 Fire Station #82 Utilities
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/29/2013 11/05/2013 172.10
10-51-265 Cleaning Contract
1727 BUTTARS CLEANING 10/29/2013 11/14/2013 680.00
10-51-270 New City Hall Maintenance
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/01/2013 11/14/2013 23.26
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/08/2013  11/14/2013 23.26
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/15/2013 11/14/2013 23.26
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/22/2013 11/14/2013 23.26
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/29/2013 11/14/2013 23.26
3017 ROBERTSON, CHERYL 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 140.00
6460 WHITEHEAD WHOLESALE ELECTRIC 10/21/2013 11/14/2013 278.56
6460 WHITEHEAD WHOLESALE ELECTRIC 10/21/2013 11/14/2013 79.43
10-51-275 New City Hall Utilities
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/25/2013 11/05/2013 3,577.64
10-51-280 Old City Building Repairs
1295 BACKFLOW SERVICES 06/30/2013  11/14/2013 60.00
1352 BELL JANITORIAL SUPPLY 11/05/2013 11/26/2013 288.24
3724 JERRY'S PLUMBING SPECIALTIES 11/04/2013 11/20/2013 24.70
5340 STANDARD PLUMBING & LGTG. SPLY 10/28/2013 11/20/2013 15.41
10-52-230 Travel & Training
91527 JIMMY JOHN'S DELI 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 80.50
10-52-310 Professional & Technical Servi
4018 LANDMARK DESIGN 11/11/2013 11/26/2013 7,171.75
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/14/2013 44.63
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/14/2013 89.25
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/14/2013 89.25
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/14/2013 133.88
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/14/2013 195.25
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/14/2013 151.25

10-55-131 WTC - A/C Contract
1653 BROOKSIDE ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/01/2013  11/14/2013 53.11
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1653 BROOKSIDE ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/01/2013  11/14/2013 52.53
1653 BROOKSIDE ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/01/2013  11/14/2013 2.50
1653 BROOKSIDE ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/01/2013  11/14/2013 130.03
1728 CAMPBELL PET COMPANY 11/14/2013  11/19/2013 60.01
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013  11/14/2013 152.24
4831 ORIENTAL TRADING 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 15.80
5604 TOMAHAWK LIVE TRAP COMPANY 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 83.31
5944 UTAH COMMUNICATIONS AGENCY NET 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 23.25
6006 VERIZON WIRELESS 10/23/2013  11/20/2013 40.33
90558 ANIMAL CARE VET ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/08/2013 11/14/2013 65.00
90558 ANIMAL CARE VET ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/08/2013 11/14/2013 70.00
90558 ANIMAL CARE VET ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/08/2013 11/14/2013 65.00
90558 ANIMAL CARE VET ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/08/2013 11/14/2013 10.00
90558 ANIMAL CARE VET ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/08/2013 11/14/2013 10.00
91455 MILLCREEK ANIMAL HOSPITAL 10/12/2013 11/14/2013 15.00
91455 MILLCREEK ANIMAL HOSPITAL 10/15/2013 11/14/2013 75.00
91455 MILLCREEK ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/08/2013 11/20/2013 230.00
91455 MILLCREEK ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/08/2013 11/20/2013 329.96
91467 PET SOURCE, LLC 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 258.00
93244 KURANDA DOG/CAT BEDS 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 115.00
10-55-132 Liquor Funds Expenditures
91866 UPS 11/01/2013 11/05/2013 39.43
10-55-230 Travel & Training - Police
2270 DINGMAN, GREGORY 11/14/2013 11/20/2013 249.50
2270 DINGMAN, GREGORY 11/14/2013 11/20/2013 162.72
10-55-240 Office Supplies - Police
5343 STAPLES 10/26/2013 11/05/2013 58.68
10-55-245 Clothing Contract - Police
4122 MCNEELY, MICHAEL 10/22/2013 11/05/2013 69.98
5250 SAGEL'S DRYCLEANING 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 254.10
5250 SAGEL'S DRYCLEANING 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 296.05
5250 SAGEL'S DRYCLEANING 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 226.00
5250 SAGEL'S DRYCLEANING 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 231.50
10-55-246 Special Dept Supplies - Police
2892 FORENSICS SOURCE 11/18/2013 11/26/2013 109.24
2956 GALL'SINC 11/04/2013 11/13/2013 107.20
4107 LIND ELECTRONIC DESIGN CO INC 11/04/2013 11/26/2013 401.85
5323 SIRCHIE FINGER PRINT LABORATOR 11/07/2013 11/13/2013 53.70
5511 SUPERIOR WATER AND AIR, INC. 11/14/2013 11/05/2013 19.95
91866 UPS 11/09/2013 11/19/2013 591
10-55-247 Animal Control Costs
1653 BROOKSIDE ANIMAL HOSPITAL 10/24/2013 11/05/2013 52.53
1653 BROOKSIDE ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/06/2013 11/20/2013 2.50
1653 BROOKSIDE ANIMAL HOSPITAL 11/06/2013 11/20/2013 2.50
1728 CAMPBELL PET COMPANY 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 244.03
4831 ORIENTAL TRADING 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 63.19
5604 TOMAHAWK LIVE TRAP COMPANY 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 333.24
6360 WEBER COUNTY TRANSFER STATION 10/23/2013 11/05/2013 5.00
6360 WEBER COUNTY TRANSFER STATION 10/17/2013  11/05/2013 5.00
6360 WEBER COUNTY TRANSFER STATION 10/22/2013  11/05/2013 5.00
6360 WEBER COUNTY TRANSFER STATION 10/31/2013  11/05/2013 5.00
6360 WEBER COUNTY TRANSFER STATION 11/04/2013  11/26/2013 5.00
6360 WEBER COUNTY TRANSFER STATION 11/09/2013 11/26/2013 5.00
90559 ANIMAL CARE VETERINARY HOSP. 11/15/2013 11/20/2013 12.00
91115 NORTHSIDE ANIMAL CLINIC 10/30/2013 11/05/2013 1,580.00
91116 HEARTSONG SPAY-NEUTER CLINIC 11/21/2013 11/26/2013 50.00
91116 HEARTSONG SPAY-NEUTER CLINIC 11/21/2013 11/26/2013 239.00
91116 HEARTSONG SPAY-NEUTER CLINIC 11/21/2013 11/26/2013 140.00
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91467 PET SOURCE, LLC 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 1,033.07
92253 MOUNTAIN VIEW ANIMAL CLINIC 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 207.00
92253 MOUNTAIN VIEW ANIMAL CLINIC 10/03/2013 11/14/2013 679.00
92253 MOUNTAIN VIEW ANIMAL CLINIC 09/12/2013  11/14/2013 1,430.00
93244 KURANDA DOG/CAT BEDS 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 461.22
93257 CLAUDIO, NALANI 10/29/2013  11/26/2013 50.00
10-55-248 Vehicle Maintenance - Police
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 10/09/2013 11/05/2013 23.72
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 10/10/2013 11/05/2013 5.49
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 10/22/2013 11/05/2013 30.00
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 11/14/2013 11/26/2013 116.50
3523 INESCO INTERMOUNTAIN EQUIPMENT 10/30/2013 11/26/2013 165.00
5140 RICHARDS SIGN COMPANY 09/10/2013 11/05/2013 30.80
5325 SIX STATES 10/17/2013 11/05/2013 493.95
5519 T.J. TRAILER 10/10/2013  11/05/2013 9.50
6420 WESTLAND FORD 10/15/2013 11/05/2013 14.70
6420 WESTLAND FORD 10/17/2013 11/05/2013 103.25
6420 WESTLAND FORD 10/18/2013 11/05/2013 243.14
6420 WESTLAND FORD 10/22/2013 11/05/2013 10.55
6420 WESTLAND FORD 11/08/2013 11/26/2013 32.71
91707 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO. 06/26/2013 11/26/2013 139.90
91707 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO. 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 96.61
91866 UPS 11/21/2013  11/26/2013 31.95
10-55-280 Telephone/internet - Police
4228 CENTURY LINK 11/01/2013 11/26/2013 192.28
5326 SPRINT 10/28/2013 11/14/2013 742.09
6006 VERIZON WIRELESS 10/23/2013  11/20/2013 1,000.65
10-55-300 Gas, Oil & Tires - Police
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 5,783.70
3613 JACK'S TIRE & OIL, INC. 06/27/2013  11/05/2013 549.40
10-55-310 Professional & Tech - Police
3511 RICOH USA, INC 10/22/2013 11/05/2013 82.15
4070 LES OLSON COMPANY 10/23/2013 11/05/2013 200.00
5308 SHRED MASTERS 10/29/2013 11/05/2013 30.00
5308 SHRED MASTERS 11/20/2013 11/26/2013 30.00
5944 UTAH COMMUNICATIONS AGENCY NET 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 1,116.00
6151 WASATCH INTEGRATED WASTE MANAG 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 30.00
88015 IHC WORK MED 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 44.00
92905 TRACK WHAT MATTERS 11/08/2013 11/13/2013 10.00
10-55-450 K-9
2092 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL (COSTCO) 10/01/2013 11/05/2013 39.99
10-55-470 Community Education - Police
2092 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL (COSTCO) 10/09/2013 11/05/2013 95.83
10-55-475 Youth Court Expenses
93243 FAT CATS OGDEN 11/08/2013 11/19/2013 156.42
10-55-649 Lease Interest/Taxes
3511 RICOH USA, INC 11/07/2013 11/20/2013 54.25
10-55-650 Lease Payments - Police
3511 RICOH USA, INC 11/07/2013 11/20/2013 182.66
3511 RICOH USA, INC 11/07/2013 11/20/2013 11.85
5126 REVCO LEASING CO. 11/11/2013 11/20/2013 185.48
10-55-700 Small Equipment - Police
1529 BOB BARKER COMPANY, INC. 10/30/2013 11/14/2013 1,545.00
88468 CDW-G 11/04/2013 11/26/2013 298.59
10-57-230 Travel & Training
5309 SHUPE, AARON 11/01/2013 11/05/2013 112.00
90633 GUEST SERVICES, INC. 11/01/2013 11/05/2013 167.32
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10-57-245 Clothing Contract
92697 WORK SHOE HQ 11/01/2013  11/05/2013 100.00
10-57-246 Special Department Supplies
5511 SUPERIOR WATER AND AIR, INC. 11/30/2013  11/26/2013 19.95
5511 SUPERIOR WATER AND AIR, INC. 11/30/2013  11/26/2013 19.95
10-57-250 Vehicle Maintenance
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 11/06/2013  11/20/2013 2.32
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 11/05/2013  11/20/2013 137.37
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 11/05/2013  11/20/2013 13.71-
3523 INESCO INTERMOUNTAIN EQUIPMENT 10/30/2013 11/26/2013 165.00
3613 JACK'S TIRE & OIL, INC. 11/13/2013 11/26/2013 2,474.28
6420 WESTLAND FORD 11/20/2013 11/26/2013 18.30
91707 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO. 06/26/2013  11/26/2013 139.90
93230 KENT'S REPAIR 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 11.82
10-57-255 Other Equipment Maintenance
4070 LES OLSON COMPANY 10/23/2013 11/14/2013 202.50
10-57-280 Telephone/Internet
2021 COMCAST 11/15/2013 11/26/2013 115.53
5326 SPRINT 10/28/2013 11/14/2013 128.52
6006 VERIZON WIRELESS 10/23/2013 11/20/2013 280.19
10-57-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 658.76
10-57-310 Professional & Technical
5944 UTAH COMMUNICATIONS AGENCY NET 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 488.25
92606 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH DYNAMICS 11/20/2013 11/26/2013 660.00
10-57-330 Fire Prevention/ Community Edu
2092 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL (COSTCO) 10/08/2013 11/05/2013 27.45
4460 OGDEN BLUE PRINT & SUPPLY CO. 11/20/2013 11/26/2013 45.50
88019 RASMUSSEN, RICK 10/26/2013 11/26/2013 49.00
10-57-400 Emergency Management Planning
2291 DIRECTV 11/13/2013 11/26/2013 130.67
6421 WEST, CAMERON 11/01/2013 11/05/2013 224.00
90633 GUEST SERVICES, INC. 11/01/2013 11/05/2013 300.48
93229 EMERGENCY ESSENTIALS 11/04/2013 11/13/2013 345.87
10-57-700 Small Equipment
2140 L.N. CURTIS & SONS 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 709.03
10-58-280 CELLULAR PHONE
5326 SPRINT 10/28/2013 11/14/2013 76.80
10-58-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 142.43
10-60-210 Books, Subscrip. Memberships
88304 STANDARD EXAMINER 11/22/2013 11/26/2013 218.40
10-60-248 Vehicle Maintenance
3523 INESCO INTERMOUNTAIN EQUIPMENT 10/30/2013 11/26/2013 165.00
88231 INTERSTATE BILLING SERVICE 10/08/2013 11/14/2013 90.85
91707 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO. 06/26/2013  11/26/2013 139.90
10-60-270 Utilities
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/31/2013 11/05/2013 11.05
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/29/2013 11/05/2013 13.92
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/29/2013 11/05/2013 11.05
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/29/2013  11/05/2013 18.36
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/29/2013  11/05/2013 13.33
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/28/2013  11/05/2013 16.64
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/28/2013  11/05/2013 6.40
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/28/2013  11/05/2013 19.66
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/25/2013 11/05/2013 64.85
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/28/2013 11/05/2013 836.71
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/28/2013 11/05/2013 50.26
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6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/25/2013  11/05/2013 32.89
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/28/2013  11/05/2013 43.51
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/25/2013  11/05/2013 108.49
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 11/01/2013  11/20/2013 61.44
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 11/01/2013  11/20/2013 6.78
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 11/07/2013 11/20/2013 154.44
10-60-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 1,031.93
10-60-310 Professional
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/20/2013 178.50
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/20/2013 559.88
93260 BEQUDOIN, MICHAEL 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 650.00
10-60-400 Class C Maintenance
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 10/02/2013  11/14/2013 245.25
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 10/15/2013  11/14/2013 225.45
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 10/17/2013  11/14/2013 46.35
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 10/21/2013  11/14/2013 89.10
4900 STAKER & PARSON COMPANIES 10/18/2013 11/14/2013 29.59
10-60-480 Special Department Supplies
3040 GRAINGER 10/24/2013 11/20/2013 77.44
3434 HOME DEPOT/GECF 10/21/2013 11/14/2013 44.55
5300 SHERWIN WILLIAMS 10/02/2013 11/14/2013 91.11
5300 SHERWIN WILLIAMS 10/02/2013 11/14/2013 142.57
5300 SHERWIN WILLIAMS 10/04/2013 11/14/2013 258.47
5300 SHERWIN WILLIAMS 10/08/2013 11/14/2013 66.38
10-60-650 Lease Payments
6620 XEROX CORPORATION 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 252.58
10-60-725 Sidewalk Replacements
5255 SAVE MORE CONCRETE PRODUCTS 10/23/2013 11/20/2013 160.00
5255 SAVE MORE CONCRETE PRODUCTS 10/17/2013 11/20/2013 230.00
93259 CURT HECKERT CONCRETE CO. 10/29/2013  11/26/2013 3,550.00
10-70-210 Books, Subscriptions & Mbrshps
92333 INT'L SOCIETY OF ARBORICULTURE 11/07/2013 11/14/2013 245.00
92333 INT'L SOCIETY OF ARBORICULTURE 11/07/2013 11/14/2013 170.00
10-70-240 Special Dept. Supplies - Parks
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 10/15/2013 11/14/2013 210.60
3434 HOME DEPOT/GECF 10/25/2013 11/14/2013 17.96
4220 MODERN DISPLAY 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 65.59
10-70-241 Comp League Expenses
2117 CROWN TROPHY 10/21/2013 11/14/2013 114.00
10-70-242 Special Dept. Supplies - Rec.
2117 CROWN TROPHY 10/21/2013 11/14/2013 543.00
10-70-248 Vehicle Maintenance
502 A&M OUTDOOR EQUIPMENT 11/14/2013 11/26/2013 38.35
1935 CHEMSEARCH 10/25/2013 11/26/2013 176.41
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 10/03/2013 11/14/2013 4.00
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 10/03/2013 11/14/2013 25.54
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 10/03/2013 11/14/2013 11.46
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 11/06/2013 11/26/2013 5.70
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 11/07/2013 11/26/2013 32.56
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 11/14/2013 11/26/2013 186.73
91707 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO. 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 96.61
93230 KENT'S REPAIR 11/14/2013 11/26/2013 21.71
10-70-260 Building Maintenance
4229 MOUNTAIN ALARM 11/01/2013 11/20/2013 81.00
10-70-270 Utilities
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/31/2013 11/05/2013 14.61
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/29/2013 11/05/2013 16.41
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6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER

6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER
10-70-280 Telephone/internet

2021 COMCAST

2021 COMCAST

2021 COMCAST

5326 SPRINT

6006 VERIZON WIRELESS
10-70-300 Gas, Oil & Tires

2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN

10-70-350 Officals Fees
3359 HESS, IAN
93231 DOWNS, JORDAN
93246 CULLIMORE, VAL KASEY
93246 CULLIMORE, VAL KASEY
93247 JUGLER, PRESTON
93247 JUGLER, PRESTON
10-70-600 Secondary Water Fees
88059 WEBER COUNTY TREASURER
10-70-649 Lease Interest/Taxes
5126 REVCO LEASING CO.
10-70-650 Lease Payments
5126 REVCO LEASING CO.
10-70-750 Capital Outlay- Parks
5160 ROCKY MTN TURF & INDUSTRIAL
12-40-390 Telephone Expense
5326 SPRINT
6006 VERIZON WIRELESS
40-21300 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
226 ADVANCED PAVING
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO.
40-40-126 Nature Park - Phase llI
4143 MGB+A
40-40-163 Senior Center Repairs
93258 M&M ASPHALT SERVICE INC.
40-40-164 1550 East - Road Bond
226 ADVANCED PAVING

6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP

93204 GSH MATERIALS TESTING & INSPECTION INC. 11/14/2013  11/26/2013

40-40-166 2013 - 2014 Road/Sidewalk Proj
3580 INTERSTATE BARRICADES
3580 INTERSTATE BARRICADES
40-40-168 Glassman Way - Road Bond
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO.

6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP

93204 GSH MATERIALS TESTING & INSPECTION INC. 10/21/2013  11/14/2013

40-40-169 5100 South - Road Bond

6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP

10/28/2013  11/05/2013 25.72
10/28/2013  11/05/2013 53.26
10/28/2013  11/05/2013 17.68
10/28/2013  11/05/2013 13.70
10/28/2013  11/05/2013 42.31
10/25/2013  11/05/2013 205.54
10/25/2013  11/05/2013 28.87
10/28/2013  11/05/2013 12.04
11/01/2013  11/20/2013 556.15
11/02/2013  11/20/2013 230.20
10/17/2013  11/20/2013 164.16
11/16/2013  11/20/2013 164.21
10/28/2013  11/14/2013 304.38
10/23/2013  11/20/2013 40.01
11/01/2013  11/14/2013 46.16
11/01/2013  11/14/2013 772.64
11/01/2013  11/14/2013 160.02
11/01/2013  11/14/2013 13.53
10/24/2013  11/14/2013 75.00
10/24/2013  11/14/2013 75.00
11/07/2013  11/20/2013 75.00
11/14/2013  11/26/2013 75.00
11/07/2013  11/20/2013 75.00
11/14/2013  11/26/2013 75.00
11/01/2013  11/20/2013 13,396.61
10/29/2013  11/05/2013 41.91
10/29/2013  11/05/2013 169.03
09/20/2013  11/20/2013 16,618.00
10/28/2013  11/14/2013 8.48
10/23/2013  11/20/2013 13.36
11/01/2013  11/20/2013 2,836.05-
10/31/2013  11/26/2013 10,133.79-
10/31/2013  11/26/2013 675.00
11/04/2013  11/26/2013 47,391.00
11/01/2013  11/20/2013 56,721.00
11/04/2013  11/20/2013 1,093.31

202.10
10/22/2013  11/14/2013 7,973.19
11/15/2013  11/26/2013 27.80
10/31/2013  11/26/2013 202,675.73
11/04/2013  11/20/2013 1,173.44

100.00
11/04/2013  11/20/2013 2,564.25
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40-40-349 40th St. Widening - City's %
4018 LANDMARK DESIGN 11/11/2013 11/26/2013 992.50
51-21300 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
93085 LEON POULSEN CONSTRUCTION CO. 10/15/2013 11/26/2013 4,098.99-
51-40-230 Travel & Training
7534 ZAMPEDRI, TIM 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 40.00
51-40-245 Clothing/Uniform/Equip. Allow.
5331 SMITH & EDWARDS 10/02/2013 11/20/2013 300.00
51-40-248 Vehicle Maintenance
3613 JACK'S TIRE & OIL, INC. 10/07/2013 11/14/2013 70.00
51-40-280 Telephone
6006 VERIZON WIRELESS 10/23/2013 11/20/2013 80.02
51-40-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 516.26
51-40-310 Professional & Technical Servi
5352 SMITH HARTVIGSEN, PLLC 11/06/2013 11/13/2013 65.50
51-40-480 Special Department Supplies
541 OLDCASTLE PRECAST 10/30/2013 11/20/2013 159.04
541 OLDCASTLE PRECAST 11/05/2013 11/26/2013 902.30
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 11/12/2013 11/26/2013 226.80
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 10/22/2013 11/26/2013 427.50
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 10/23/2013  11/26/2013 69.30
3020 GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 11/07/2013 11/26/2013 114.30
4115 MAW EQUIPMENT 11/05/2013 11/26/2013 60.75
92312 FERGUSON ENTERPRISES, INC. 10/22/2013 11/14/2013 126.00
92312 FERGUSON ENTERPRISES, INC. 10/21/2013 11/14/2013 189.00
51-40-490 Water Sample Testing
541 OLDCASTLE PRECAST 10/08/2013 11/14/2013 250.00
6355 WEBER BASIN WATER CONSERVANCY 10/10/2013 11/14/2013 264.00
6355 WEBER BASIN WATER CONSERVANCY 11/11/2013 11/20/2013 264.00
51-40-560 Power and Pumping
6000 ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 10/25/2013 11/05/2013 114.14
51-40-667 Radio Read Conversion
4172 METERWORKS 11/07/2013 11/26/2013 1,995.40
4172 METERWORKS 11/13/2013 11/26/2013 960.00
51-40-700 Doren Drive H20-line
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/20/2013 1,428.00
93085 LEON POULSEN CONSTRUCTION CO. 10/15/2013 11/26/2013 81,979.65
52-40-245 Clothing/Uniform/Equip. Allow.
2117 CROWN TROPHY 10/23/2013 11/20/2013 600.00
52-40-248 Vehicle Maintenance
91707 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO. 10/03/2013 11/14/2013 96.61
91707 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO. 09/05/2013  11/26/2013 67.92
52-40-290 Building Maintenance
1352 BELL JANITORIAL SUPPLY 11/05/2013 11/26/2013 150.07
3434 HOME DEPOT/GECF 10/18/2013 11/14/2013 4.97
4225 AIRGAS USA, LLC 10/25/2013 11/14/2013 3.58
4225 AIRGAS USA, LLC 10/25/2013 11/14/2013 7.26
88306 COLONIAL FLAG & SPECIALITY CO. 10/11/2013 11/14/2013 208.05
91650 CINTAS FIRST AID & SAFETY 11/19/2013 11/26/2013 13.01
52-40-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 546.83
52-40-310 Professional & Technical
3569 INTERMOUNTAIN DRUG TESTING, LC 11/01/2013 11/20/2013 115.00
52-40-480 Maintenance Supplies
4225 AIRGAS USA, LLC 10/29/2013 11/14/2013 186.48

4225 AIRGAS USA, LLC 10/15/2013  11/14/2013 10.22
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53-40-240 Office Supplies
2092 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL (COSTCO) 10/07/2013 11/05/2013 8.71-
2092 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL (COSTCO) 10/07/2013 11/05/2013 177.27
5511 SUPERIOR WATER AND AIR, INC. 11/06/2013 11/14/2013 19.95
53-40-248 Vehicle Maintenance
91707 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO. 10/31/2013 11/26/2013 104.66
53-40-280 Telephone
2021 COMCAST 10/26/2013 11/26/2013 231.37
5326 SPRINT 10/28/2013 11/14/2013 615.65
53-40-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 741.49
53-40-310 Prof & Tech Services
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/01/2013 11/14/2013 15.00
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/08/2013 11/14/2013 15.00
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/15/2013 11/14/2013 15.00
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/22/2013 11/14/2013 15.00
2959 G & K SERVICES 10/29/2013 11/14/2013 15.00
53-40-400 System Maintenance Program
5052 HOFFMAN UTAH, INC 10/11/2013 11/14/2013 11,992.50
5052 HOFFMAN UTAH, INC 11/06/2013 11/26/2013 585.00
53-40-981 Impact Fee Contingency
6145 WASATCH CIVIL ENGINEERING CORP 11/04/2013 11/20/2013 11,277.44
54-40-230 Traveling & Training
1455 BIG 5 SPORTING GOODS 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 41.97
3577 INTERMOUNTAIN FARMERS 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 372.74
8066 MACEY'S 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 14.98
93245 APPLE SPICE JUNCTION 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 239.70
54-40-248 Vehicle Maintenance
2598 EVCO HOUSE OF HOSE 10/07/2013 11/14/2013 87.25
5519 T.J. TRAILER 10/07/2013 11/14/2013 28.85
54-40-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 261.10
54-40-420 Allied Waste - Contract Srvc.
92490 ALLIED WASTE SERVICES #493 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 34,575.66
54-40-430 Tipping Fees
6360 WEBER COUNTY TRANSFER STATION 10/31/2013 11/20/2013 16,374.80
54-40-440 Additional Cleanups
92490 ALLIED WASTE SERVICES #493 11/14/2013 11/19/2013 201.25
54-40-450 Construction Materials Tipping
4258 MOULDING & SONS LANDFILL, LLC 10/03/2013  11/20/2013 500.00
54-40-615 Junk Ordinance Enforcement
4867 PAGE'S PROFESSIONAL TREE 10/15/2013 11/14/2013 270.00
4867 PAGE'S PROFESSIONAL TREE 10/15/2013 11/14/2013 1,390.00
58-40-245 Uniform Allowance
5250 SAGEL'S DRYCLEANING 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 74.00
5250 SAGEL'S DRYCLEANING 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 64.00
5250 SAGEL'S DRYCLEANING 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 52.00
5250 SAGEL'S DRYCLEANING 11/05/2013 11/14/2013 102.00
58-40-248 Vehicle Maintenance
2992 GENUINE PARTS CO./NAPA (SLC) 11/05/2013 11/20/2013 6.90
58-40-300 Gas, Oil & Tires
2970 STATE OF UTAH GAS CARD-FUELMAN 11/01/2013 11/14/2013 980.32
58-40-312 PMA Fees
2786 FIRST PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CO 11/07/2013 11/20/2013 5,143.74
58-40-490 Disposable Medical Supplies
4099 LIFE-ASSIST, INC. 11/13/2013 11/26/2013 1,775.83
4333 NORCO, INC. 10/10/2013 11/14/2013 97.26
4333 NORCO, INC. 10/17/2013 11/14/2013 97.26
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4333 NORCO, INC.

4333 NORCO, INC.
58-40-750 Capital Outlay

5481 STRYKER SALES CORPORATION
67-40-400 Professional & Technical

5352 SMITH HARTVIGSEN, PLLC

Grand Totals:

10/24/2013  11/14/2013 16.28
10/31/2013  11/14/2013 68.64
10/28/2013  11/14/2013 16,894.46
11/06/2013  11/13/2013 1,413.50

737,685.86

Report Criteria:
Detail report.
Invoices with totals above $0 included.
Only paid invoices included.
Invoice Detail.Description = {<>} "1099 adjustment"




NOTICE AND AGENDA

SOUTH OGDEN CITY
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT & RENEWAL AGENCY
BOARD MEETING
Tuesday, December 3, 2013--6:00 p.m.
City Council Chambers

Notice is hereby given that the South Ogden City Community Development and Renewal
Agency will hold a meeting on Tuesday, December 3, 2013, in the council chambers located at 3950
Adams Avenue, South Ogden, Utah. The agenda shall be as follows:

l. CALL TO ORDER — Chairman James F. Minster

Il CONSENT AGENDA

A. Approval of June 18, 2013 CDRA Minutes

lll.  DISCUSSION/ACTION ITEMS

A. Discussion on Grant/Loan From Hinckley Commons Project Area Housing Fund

IV. ADJOURN

Posted and faxed to the Standard Examiner November 27, 2013

The undersigned duly appointed Community Development and Renewal Agency Board Secretary hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing
notice and agenda was posted in three public places within the South Ogden City limits on November 27, 2013, 2011. These public places
being: the State of Utah Public Notice Website, the Municipal Center (1% and 2™ floors), the South Ogden Senior Center, and on the City’s
website (southogdencity.com). Copies were also provided to the governing body.

Leesa Kapetanov, Board Secretary

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids and
services) during the meeting should notify the board secretary at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting.

FINAL ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA
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MINUTES
OF THE SOUTH OGDEN CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND RENEWAL AGENCY BOARD MEETING
Held Tuesday, June 18, 2013 in the Council Chambers of City Hall

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT

Chairman James F. Minster, Board Members Brent Strate, Russell Porter, Sallee Orr, and Wayne
Smith

BOARD MEMBERS EXCUSED
Bryan Benard

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT

City Manager Matthew Dixon, Parks and Public Works Director Jon Andersen, Chief of Police Darin
Parke, Finance Director Steve Liebersbach and Recorder Leesa Kapetanov

CITIZENS PRESENT
Jim Pearce, Robin Holley, Bonnie Herrick, Sam Herrick, Steve Herrick

(Motion from city council meeting to enter CDRA Board Meeting):

Council Member Porter moved to leave the city council and move into a Community Development
and Renewal Agency Board, with a second from Council Member Strate. Council Members Orr,
Strate, Porter and Smith all voted aye.

CALL TO ORDER

Chairman Minster called the CDRA Board Meeting to order at 6:23 p.m. and moved to the first item
on the agenda.

CONSENT AGENDA

A. Approval of June 4, 2013 CDRA Minutes
Chairman Minster asked if there were any questions concerning the minutes, and seeing
none, he entertained a motion concerning the consent agenda.

Board Member Orr moved to approve the consent agenda, with a second from Board
Member Porter. Board Members Smith, Orr, Porter and Strate all voted aye.

The consent agenda was approved.

June 18, 2013 CDRA Board Meeting Page 1



47 Ill.  DISCUSSION/ACTION ITEMS

A. Consideration of CDRA Resolution 13-01 — Approving the CDRA FY2014 Budget
City Finance Director Liebersbach explained the CDRA budget was simple and
straightforward and had not changed since it was initially presented to the council. Most of
the activity in the budget had taken place in the Northwest Project Area. The collected tax
increment revenues were sufficient to cover the participation agreement the Board had
entered into. Mr. Liebersbach also noted the participation agreement within the Hinckley
Redevelopment Project had expired.
Board Member Strate asked concerning the monies left in the project area budget that was
coming to an end. Mr. Liebersbach said he was looking into whether the left over funds
could be used for road work or something similar within the project area; he was still
waiting to get an answer back.
There were no further questions concerning the CDRA budget, so Chairman Minster called
for a motion.

Board Member Smith moved to adopt Resolution 13-01, approving the CDRA FY2014
budget. Board Member Porter seconded the motion. Seeing no further discussion, the
Chair made a roll call vote.

Board Member Smith- Yes
Board Member Porter- Yes
Board Member Orr- Yes
Board Member Strate- Yes

The CDRA FY2014 budget was adopted.

Chairman Minster then called for a motion to adjourn.

ADJOURN

Board Member Smith moved to close the CDRA Meeting and resume as the South Ogden City
Council, with a second form Board Member Strate. In a voice vote, Board Members Strate, Smith,
Orr and Porter all voted aye.

The CDRA Board meeting was adjourned at 6:29 p.m.

| hereby certify that the forgoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City Community Development and
Renewal Agency Board Meeting held Tuesday, June 18, 2013.

@kabeta nov, égyd/Sea)réta ry

Date approved by the CDRA Board

June 18, 2013 CDRA Board Meeting Page 2



ORDINANCE NO. 13-25

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SOUTH OGDEN CITY, UTAH SETTING
THE MEETING SCHEDULE FOR THE CITY COUNCIL FOR CY2014 AND
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Section 1. Recitals:

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the City of South Ogden City (“City”) is a
municipal corporation and a city duly organized and existing under the laws of Utah; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that in conformance with UCA 8§10-3-717, the
governing body of the city may exercise all administrative powers by resolution; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that in conformance with UCA 8§10-3-702, the
governing body of the city may pass any ordinance to regulate, require, prohibit, govern, control
or supervise any activity, business, conduct or condition authorized by State law or any other
provision of law; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that in conformance with UCA 8§10-3-502, the
governing body of shall by ordinance prescribe the time and place for holding its regular
meeting which shall be held at least once each month; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the public convenience and necessity, public
safety, health and welfare is at issue and requires action by the City as noted above;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SOUTH
OGDEN CITY, UTAH that the following meeting schedule is established for South Ogden
City:

Body When Time
City Council 1% & 3" Tuesday of each month 6:00 p.m.

Section 2. Repealer of Conflicting Enactments:

All orders, ordinances and resolutions regarding the changes enacted and adopted which
have been adopted by the City, or parts, which are in conflict with this Ordinance, are, to the
extent of such conflict, repealed, except this repeal shall not be construed to revive any act, order
or resolution, or part, repealed.

Section 3. Prior Ordinances and Resolutions:

C:\Aa SOC\ORDINANC\Ordinance 13-25 - Set Meeting Schedule for CY2014 - 03 Dec 13.doc
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The body and substance of any and all prior Ordinances and Resolutions, with their
specific provisions, where not otherwise in conflict with this Ordinance, are reaffirmed and
readopted.

Section 4 - Savings Clause:

If any provision of this Ordinance shall be held or deemed or shall be invalid, inoperative
or unenforceable such reason shall not have the effect of rendering any other provision or
provisions invalid, inoperative or unenforceable to any extent whatever, this Ordinance being
deemed the separate independent and severable act of the City Council of South Ogden City.

Section 5. Date of Effect

This Ordinance shall be effective on the 3" day of December, 2013, and after publication
or posting as required by law.

PASSED, ADOPTED AND ORDERED POSTED by the City Council of South Ogden
City, Utah this 3" day of December, 2013.

SOUTH OGDEN CITY, a municipal corporation

by:

James F Minster
Mayor
Attested and recorded

Leesa Kapetanov
City Recorder
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Mr. Matt Dixon, City Manager November 13, 2013
South Ogden City Corporation

3950 South Adams Avenue

South Ogden City, Utah 84403

RE: South Ogden City, Storm Drain System Overview

Dear Mr. Dixon:

A municipal storm drain system typically consists of inlet structures, pipes and
detention/retention basins. Tt is intended to capture runoff resulting from storms, direct the water
away from homes and property and convey it toward natural drainages such as nearby rivers and
streams. With a properly designed storm drain system, property damage due to floading can be
reduced and personal safety can be improved.

Inlet structures and storm drain pipes are used to capture the water as in runs off properties
and directs it toward larger collector pipes and eventually to nearby rivers and streams. The size of
the pipe is determined by using a model that simulates the runoff from a “design storm™. In South
Ogden City. the design storm for sizing storm drain pipe is a 10 year, 3 hour storm. (A ten year
storm hasa | in 10.(10%) chance of being equaled or exceeded each year).

In northermn Utah, less frequent but more severe storms produce short bursts of intense rainfall
that cause runoff flow rates to increase dramaticully for a short period. The runoff resulting from
these types of storms can exceed the capacity of the storm drain pipes. In order to mitigate the
effects of periods of high munofY. storm drain detention basins are constructed. A properly designed
detention basin allows peak nmoft flows to back tip into the basin while still allowing a lesser
volume to flow down the pipe. Then as the rainfall subsides, the detention pond slowly empties.
Many of the detention ponds located in South Ogden City are privately owned and operated. These
ponds are designed 10 serve a single property or development. while others are owned and operated
by the City. City owned detention basins are 1 ypically larger in size and are designed (o
accommaodate flows from a 100 vear storm event. (A 100 year storm hasa 1 in 100 (1 %) chance of
being equaled or exceeded each vear), Discharge flows from city owned detention ponds are usually
limited 0.1 cubic feet per second (cfs) per acre.

Retention ponds perform a function similar to detention ponds except there is no outlet. The
runoft water flows into the pond and is held there until the water evaporates and/or percolates info
the ground.. This is a much slower process and can result in over-topping and flooding if multiple
storms exceed the holding capacity of the pond. Due to the problems typical of these types of hasins,
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Mr. Matt Dixon
November 13,2013
Page 2 of 2

South Ogden City does not allow them to be constructed within the City,

Al the southerly end of the South Ogden in the vicinity of the Wal Mart Neighborhood
Murket, there is arelatively small drainage basin where runoff water is directed to the south toward
Ulintah City. This basin consists of approximately 43 acres and is made up of property that is located
in South Ogden City as well as Weber County. The land use in the area consists of both residential,
commercial developments as well as developed streets, It is important to note that only 22 acres of
this drainage basin are located within the South Ogden City boundary. Storm water from the South
Ogden developments enter the City storm drain afier being discharged from private detention basins
on each site. Prior to the storm water leaving the City. the runoff water flows through a City owned
detention basin. Currently the maximum discharge flow that can exil this detention pond is set at
approximately 2.2 efs or 0).] efs/acre. The water then leaves the detention basin and empties into a
retention basin near Uintah City that is owned and operated by Weber County.

Based on the infrastructure and controls that have been installed, it is my opinion that South
Ogden City is adequately controlling the flow of storm waler as it is leaves it’s boundaries in this
aren, Any localized flooding due 1o the overtopping of the Weber County retention pond appears
to be related to the lack of an outlet and/or adequate holding capacity in the retention pond.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to call,
Smeerely,
WASATCH CIVIL CONSULTING ENGINEERING

O

Brad C. Jensen,
City Engineer
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Movember 7, 2013

South Ogden City Corporation
3950 Adams Avenue
South Ogden City, Utah 84403

Attention:  Mayor Jim Minster
Subject: Storm Drain Capital Facilities Plan and impact Fee Analysis
Mayor Minster,

We hereby transmit nine (9) copies of the “Storm Drain Capital Facilities Plan
and Impact Fee Analysis” (Draft) for South Ogden City. This study has prepared in
accordance with the Impact Fees Act (Title 11, Section 36a of the Utah Code) and
reflects recent changes in the Act. As you know, the Impact Fees Act allows cities to
project demands for services due to new development and then determine an impact
fee to assist the city in financing the required improvements,

As a result of this study, the highest recommended impact fee for a typical single
family residence in the City is $ 4,120.80. The highest recommended impact fee for
commercial or high density residential is $1.36 per square foot. The current impact fee
for a single family residence 15 $ 578.00 and for commercial or high density residential it
is $ 0.47 per square foot The Impact Fee Act indicates the City Council may not impose
an impact fee that is higher than the highest fee justified by this study however, the
Councll is free to enact a lower fee if It is deemed appropriate.

Sincerely,

Wasatch Civil Consulting Engineering, Inc.

rad C. Jensen, RE.
City Engineer
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SOUTH OGDEN CiTY CORPORATION

Storm Drain Capital Facilities Plan &

Impact Fee Analysis
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SECTION 1

INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND

The overall purpose of the storm drain capital facilities plan is to define areas with
drainage problems, identify needed drainage improvements, and to provide guidance for storm
drainage improvements associated with future residential and commercial development. The
storm drain capital facilities plan document should be used as a general guide rather than a
specific design for future improvements.

PURPOSE

The overall purpose of the Storm Drain Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) is to define areas
where the existing storm drain system does not have sufficient capacity, identify needed storm
drain improvements, to mitigate drainage problems and to plan future storm drain facilities with
sufficient capacity for potential development. Planning future storm drain locations and pipe
sizes are importan! {0 avoid costly replacement of undersized storm drain facilities.

The storm drain CFF is also intended 1o be the foundation of a storm drain Impact Fee
Facilities Plan (IFFF). The IFFP is then used to develop an Impact Fee Analysis (IFA). Under
impact fee regulations established by the State of Utah the IFFP and an IFA are reguired to
adopt, collect and expend Impac! fees.

The storm drain CFP should be used as a general guide rather than a specific design for
future improvements, Il is anticipated that planned land uses may be modified in the future,

and the actual future conditions may vary from those projected in this document. This
document should be updated periodically as these changes oceur.,

SCOPE OF WORK
The predominant tasks for this project are as follows:

Capital Facilities Plan

1. Define the South Ogden City storm drain system service area based upon
existing storm drainage facilities and established drainage areas.

2. Develop a storm drainage system model and apply the storm drainage criteria
for the evaluation and design of future storm drainage facilities.

3. Complete a hydrologic analysis to calculate design storm runoff hydrographs for
drainage subbasins and basins within defined Service Area for fully developed or
buildout conditions.

4. Igentify future storm drain capital facilities necessary 1o accommodate future

development in the Service Area .

11



B Graphically igentify fuure Capital Facilities for the defined Service Area.

B. Identify costs for tuture & existing storm drain system improvementis required to
accommodate the Service Area.

Impact Fee Facilities Plan

1. Define Service Standards.

2. Determine which public improvements required by the Capital Facilities Plan are
necessary for the next 10 years.

3. Determine estimated costs lor the 10 year projects.
Impact Fea Analysis
1; Evaluate the proportionate share of the costs of impacts on system

improvements that are reasonably related to the new development activity.

2. Calculate permissible Impact Fees.
3. Identify eauitable analysis methods for future determination and assessment of
Impact Fees
AUTHORIZATION

South Ogden City authorized Wasatch Civil Consulting Engineering 1o proceed with a
capital facilities plan, an impact fee facilities plan and an impact fee analysis

DEFINITIONS

10-year storm - The storm event which has a 10% chance of being equaled or
exceadad in any given year,

100-year storm - The storm event{ which has a 1% chance of being equaled or
exceedad in any given year,

Initial storm drainage sysiem - The drainage system which provides conveyance for
the storm runoff from miner storm events. The initial drainage system should be
designed to reduce street maintenance, control nuisance flooding, help create an
crderly urban system, and provide convenience to residents, while still meeting the
criteria of the EPA’s Storm Water Phase || mandate.

Major storm drainage system - The drainage system which provides protection from
floeding of homes during a major storm event.

Minor storm event - Storm aven! which is less (han or equal o the 10-year storm.

Major storm event - Genarally accepted as the 100-year storm, Typically homes
should be protected from Hlooding in storm events up to a 100-year event.
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Retention Basin - An impoundment structure designed to contain all of the runcft rom
a design storm event. Retention basins usually contain the runoff until it evaporates or
infiltrates inte the ground.

Detention Basin - An impoundment structure designed to reduce peak runoif flow rates
by retaining a portion of the runoff during pericds of peak flow and then releasing the
runoff at lower fiow rates.

Storm Frequency - A measure of the relative risk that the precipitation aepth for a
particular design storm will be equaled or exceeded in any given year. This risk is
usually expressed in years. For example, a storm with a 100-year frequency will have a
1% chance ol being equaled or exceeded in a given year.

Storm Duration - The length of ime that defines the rainfall depth or intensity for a
given lregueancy.

Design Rainstorm - A rainfall event, defined by storm frequency and storm duration,
that is used 10 design drainage structures or conveyance systems.

HEC HMS - The Fiood Hydrograph Package developed by the U.S. Army Corps of

Engineers.
ABBREVIATIONS
ac-ft acre-feet
CFP capital facilities plan
cis cubic feet per second
IFA Impac! fee analysis
IFFP impact fee facilities plan
SCS United States Soil Conservation Service (now known as the Natural
Resource Conservation Service)
MNRCS United States Matural Besource Conservation Searvice
yr year
NOAA MNational Oceanic and Atmosphenic Administration

1.3



SECTION 2

SERVICE AREA
TOPOGRAPHY AND CLIMATE

South Ogden City is located in southeastern Weber County. The City currently covers an
area of approximately 3.7 square miles. It was originally settied in 1848 and named Burch Creek
in honoer of Daniel Burch, one of the first settlers. Teday. itis aimost completely developed and is
surrounded by adjacent communities. To the east and south is Uintah Highlands. 1o the west is
Washington Terrace and Riverdale and to the north is Ogden City.

The topography In and around South Ogden City is typical of areas along the foothills of
Weber County. The ground has a significant slope from east to west. Aleng with the general
slope to the west. there are numerous localized areas that are steeper or flatter areas as well as
drainages and ravines. Soils along the base of the mountains are typically well drained granular
soils consisting of silts, sands and gravels. However in South Ogden, there area other areas that
consist of finer grained clays and silts. In some areas it has been observed where course grained
sediments are underlain by finer grained silts and clays. Frequently, this results in springs and
seeps where groundwarier is perched on the clay layers and emerge from a hillside wheare ever clay
intersects the surface. Consequently, groundwater depth can vary depending on the subsurface
soils.

POPULATION AND GROWTH

Future growth will be limited due 1o the fact that South Ogden is bordered by incorporated
communities on all sides and there is relatively little vacamt land. Consequently, much cf the
growth that does occur will likely be limited to “fil-in” developments and redevelopment of existing
properties. The population is not tied directly 1o storm water, but it is an indicator of development
and the censtruction of impervious surfaces such as concrete, asphall pavement and homas. The
current population of South Ogden City according to the U.S. Census Bureau 16,532 in the 2010
census. Eslimates regarding the population increase varies bul is estimated 10 be approximately
1.0%. This will continue to slow as the city approaches build out. In order to estimate future the
population as the growth rate slows, a growth rate of 0.6% was used. Population estimates are
included in Appandix A The population of the residential portion of the tributary area of Ogden City
will be assumed to be similar in nature to the residential area of South Ogden Cily.

SERVICE AREA

The South Ogden City Storm Drain Service Area (herein after referred to as the “service
area’) consists of portions of the six drainage basins that lie primarily within the current South
Ogden City Limits as well as a poriien of Qgden City located east of South Ogden and is presented
on Exhibit 2-1, As previously described, the potential for additional land being annexed into South
Ogden City is not likely due to being nearly surrounded by adjacent communities.

DRAINAGE PATTERNS AND EXISTING FACILITIES
Six saparate drainages basins were located within the service area and include; the Burch

Creek drainage; one drainage basins that discharge to Uintah City; two drainage basins that
discharge to Riverdale City; one drainage basin that discharges to Ogden City and one drainage
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that discharges into Weber County. All of the drainages identified in the Service Area make their
way to the Weber Biver. Maarly all of the residential and commarcial areas within the Cily have
curb and gutter as well as a devaloped storm drain system  This system consists of catch basins,
curb inlets, pipes, detention basins and diversion structures. The catch basins and pipes convey
runoff water to one of the drainages mentioned. The detention basins limit the runoff flow volume
to minimized flooding.

DRAINAGE PROBLEMS

In the past, the Service Area has experienced several significant flooding events. These
events are not only due to rainfall over the service area, but from areas located up-steam from the
City. When precipitation falls in the mountains and on the communities lecated along the foothills
east of the service area, runofl water is enters creeks and stream or is diveried into storm drain
systems. During high runoff evenis, runoff flow increases resulting in streams being at nearly a
bank-full condition. This condition leaves very liitle capacity for runoff water from the service area
and can resull is localized flooding.

The purpose for this study is to provide an analysis of the storm drainage issues within the
service area. It will not provide a study of drainages that pass through South Ogden City, A study
of the entire drainage basins would require a comprehensive study of the drainage basins involved
from the mountains and cities east of South Ogden City.

Areas where storm drainage problems have been observed during recent storm events are
described in Table 2-1,

Table 2-1 -Existing Drainage Problem Areas

p":,blem Locabon Description
0.
1 5775 West and Wasatch Storm drain pipe surcharges causing localized flooding in
Drive the intersection following storm events.
2 Willow Wood Lane and The lack ef a storm drain system causes localized floeding
5875 South during high runott events and resuits in ice build up during
the winer.
3 Glassman Way Between Storm drain pipe surcharges, lifts lids off manholes and
Chambers Street and causes localized fliooding tollowlng sterm eveants.
Burch Creek
4 36" Street Batween Storm drain pipe surcharges, [ifts fids off manholes and
Jefferson Avenue and 875 | causes localized floeding tollowing storm events.
East
5 40" Street and Washington | Starm drain pipe surcharges resulting in localized flooding.
Elvd. Ongeaing problem with sediment and debris in plpes.
6 43" Street and Adams Storm drain pipe surcharges causing localized fiooding In
Avenla the Intersection following storm events,
7 42" Street Between 675 Storm drain pipe surcharges causing localized flooding (n
East and Adams Ave. the intersection tollowing storm avents.

2.2




B Approximataly 900 East An existing storm drain pipe runs along back lot ines. Rools
Batween 4500 South and and debris routinely cause biockages. Pipe and [unction
850 East, boxes are deteriorating.
g 5700 Scuth Betwean 1050 | During storm events, runcfl water overtops the neorth side
East and the Racquet Club | curb. Waler cuses localized flooding at the bottom of the hill
hear the racoquet club.
10 Madison Ave. Between 45" | The lack of a storm drain system causes localized flooding

Street and Edgewood Drive

during high runoft events and results in ice build up during
the winter.

11

MNear Washington Bivd.
South of Crestwood Dnve
{1475 East]

Storm Drain outiets on both side of the road are causing
arosion and fieoding problems.

2.3
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SECTION 3

STORM WATER HYDROLOGY &
MODEL DEVELOPMENT

METHODOLOGY

The Army Corps of Engineer's HEC-HMS Flood Hydrograph Package was selected for
development of a storm drainage model for South Ogden City. The HEC-HMS package has also
been used by Weber County to model storm water flows across the County. Weber County has
encouraged all government entities in the County to adopt a consistent storm drainage design
methodology that will provide uniform flood pretection and facilitate preparation of regional drainage
plans.

The HEC-HMS medel allows use of both the Seil Conservation Service (SCS) curve number
and unit hydrograph method lor modeling natural or agriculiural watersheds, and the kinematic
wave modeling method for urban areas. The SCS curve number method was developed by the
Matural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS), which was formerly known as the Soil
Conservation Service. In this report, the methodology developed by the NRCS will be referred 10
as the SCS curve number method, and publications by the SCS prior to the name change will ba
referenced as SCS publications.

Various inputs and input sources used for the development of the HEC-HMS computer
model for South Ogden City include:

. South Ogden City Storm Drainage Master Plan (Jones and Associates, 1998)

. “Soll Survey, Davis - Weber Area, Utah” (SCS 1268)

. South Ogden City Aerial Mapping, (South Ogden City, 2010)

. Weber County Aerial Maps (Weber County, 1998)

. Isopluvial Precipitation Maps (NOAA Atlas 2, Volume &, 1973)

. SCS Curve Mumber Selection Procedures as presented in Urban Hydrology for

Small Watersheds (NRCS, 1986)
. Field Observation of Drainage Pattermns
" Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual (DRCG, 1920)

The storm drainage model was developed for future land use conditions. Results from the
model were then used to identify and complete a conceptual level design of future storm drainage
faciliies. Hydrolegic criteria. drainage basins, and land use conditions used in the development
of the storm drainage modal are described below.

HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA

Development of the storm drainage model and identification of future improvemenis were
accomplished using the hydrologic criteria recommended by Weber County. These criteria are
presented in Storm Drainage Hydrologic & Hydraulic Criteria Manual (Hansen, Allen & Luce,
2002}, herein after referred to as the Weber County Manual. The following discussion summarizes
the hydrologic criteria from the Weber County Manual.
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Drainage Design Frequency

Selecting the drainage design frequency is dependent upon dividing the storm
drainage facilities intc an initial siorm drainage collection sysiem and a major storm
drainage collection system. The Initial system and major system are described in the
Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual{Urban Drainage and Floed Control District, Denver,
Colorado, June 2001) as follows:

"Every urban area has twe separate and distinct drainage systems, whether or
nol they are actually planned for and designed. One Is the initial system, and the
other is the major system. To provide for an orderly urban growth. reduce cosis
to future generations. and cbviale loss of lite and major property damagse, both
systems must be planned and properly engineered.”

The initial storm drainage system is the facilities which previde protection against
regularly recurring damage from storm runoff. The components of the Initial drainage
system include the street curb and gutter or drainage swales, storm drain systems, and the
local detention basins. The initial system should be designed fo safely convey the 10-year
storm avent without significantly restricting pedestnan or vehicle traffic. Instreets with curb
and gutter, the design standard is that the curb is not overtopped by runoff from the10-year
storm event.

The major storm drainage system is the facilities that protect people and structures
during a major storm. Major storm drainage facilities may include streets (including
ovartopping of the curb onto the lawn area), large conduits, open channels, and regional
datention basins. The major system should generally be designed for the 100-year event
with the cbjective of preventing significant damage to homes and buildings and o prevent
loss of life. This does not mean that storm drains (which are considered pan of the initial
storm drainage system) should be designed for the 100-year svent. It means that the
combination of storm drains and channelized surface flow, which may include using part of
the grassed frontage area of a home as part of a 100-year channel, should be designed to
accommodate the 100-year event thereby preventing damage to homes. In the South
Cgden Storm Drain Service Area, the major storm drainage systam includes pipes,
drainage channels and ditches and detention basins.

Design Storm

In designing a storm drainage system, it is imporiant to determine the amount of
rainfall that can be expected from a storm event and how the rainfall will be distributed
through time. Critical runoff events from urban areas along the Wasatch Front are caused
by cloudburst type storms which are typified by shon periods of high intensity rainfall. The
Weber County Manual presents a 3-hour synthetic storm distribution that incorporates the
high intensity rainfall burst typical of Wasatch Front storms. The rainfall distribution
presented in the Weber County Manual was used for this study, Design storm precipitation
depths for this study were developed using the NOAA Allas methodology as recommended
in the Weber County Manual
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Table 3-1 - Design rainfall Depths For South Ogden City

Return Storm Duration
Period

(Yrs) 1 hr 2hr 3hr Ghr 24hr
2 0.55 0.70 0.80 1.08 1.71
5 0.75 0.91 1.00 1.30 204
10 0.93 1.10 1.19 1.50 2.31
25 1.23 1.43 1.49 1.81 2.69
50 1.1 1.72 1.78 2.07 2.98
100 1.85 2.08 213 2.36 3.28

Design rainfall depths given in Tables 5-1 are developed from the NOAA Atlas which
estimates ramnfall depths for vanous return periods using statistical procedures and the best
available rainfall records. In general, rainfall records in the western United States cover relatively
short time periods: Therefore, rainfall depths estimated with siatistical procedures become less
certain for the longer return periods. Recently recorded storm events seem to indicate that rainfall
amounts could be larger and occur more frequently than the rainfall depths estimated with the
NOAA methodology. However, the rainfall depth estimates using the NOAA data and methodolegy
are the mest credible estimates cumrently available, It is recommended that the design rainfall
depths be re-evaluated as bettar information and techniques become available in the future.

DRAINAGE BASINS

As previously stated, the service area has been divided into six drainage basins. For
evaluation purposes, these drainage basins are divided into reaches and subbasins according to
topography, land use, and locations of storm drainage facilities. A reach is a group of subbasins
that drain 10 a common peint.  The subbasins and reaches are represented, in Figure 3-1.
Directional arrows indicate the general direction of the existing drainage slope. The area contained
within each drainage subbasin varies with the existing ground topegraphy.

SUBBASIN CHARACTERISTICS

Hydrologic charactenstics necessary to calculate runoff velumes and How rates from each
subbasin include characteristics that are unigue to each subbasin and charactenstics that are
associated with land use.

Hydrologic charactenstics that are unique to each subbasin include subbasin area, soil
types, channel lengths, and channel slopes. Subbasin area, channel lengths, and channel slopes
were estimated using existing topographic mapping. Hydrologic soil groups were determined for
each subbasin using seil mapping and methodology developed by NRCS. NRCS has classified
soils into four general hyarologic soil groups based upon the rate of infiltration. The four hydrologic
soil groups in order of decreasing permeability and increasing runoff potential are groups A, B, C,
and D. The appropriate classifications of soils in the Service Area were delermined using the
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Davis-Weber Soil Survey (SCS, 1968) and criteria presented in the Urban Hydrology of Small
Watersheds, TR-55 (NRCS, 1986). Soils in the South Ogden City area were found to be group
A in all areas except the westerly portion of the service area near Riverdale City where the soils
are a mix of hydrologic soil group A and B. Hydrelogic soll groups were assigned 1o subbasins by
identifying the predominant soil groups within the subbasin.

Hydrologic characteristics that tend to remain relatively consistent with land use include the
percentage of impervious area and the initial overland flow paths and pattens. Using aerial
photographs, these characteristics were estimated for typical lots and subbasins within each major
zoning designation.

Generally, the most important hydrologic facter for determining runcff flow rates and
volumes in an urban drainage basin is the amount of impervious area. Impervious area is usually
expressed as a percentage of the total drainage area and can be further categorized as directly
connected impervious area and uncennected impervicus area. Directly contributing impervious
areas are those areas which are directly connected to the storm drainage system. The directly
contributing impervious area for a typical lotin the Service Area is assumed 1o include the frent hall
of the home and garage, the driveway, and half of the streel in front of the home (see typical lot
computations in Appendix B). It is assumed that the front half of a home and the driveway do not
flow over grassed areas prior to reaching the street. This is a consarvative assumption because
often a portion of the front of the home will drain to the lawn area rather than the driveway. Runoff
from unconnected impervious areas must flow across a permeable area, usually grassed areas,
before reaching the storm drainage system. Unconnected impervious area for a typical lot in the
Service Area Is assumed lo Include the back hall of the home and garage, the patio, and storage
shad The percentage of impervious area increases with increasing housing density. Commercial
and industrial areas also tend to have much higher percentages of impervious area.

Slope and lengths of overland drainage paths are important parameters for the kKinematic
wave modeling of urban areas. Generally, overland flow patterns lor subbasins of similar land use
do not vary significantly, Therefore, slopes and flow lengths were estimated for each zoning
category by abserving overland flow patterns at existing developments in the Service Area.

FUTURE LAND USE

As indicated previously, the relatively slow growth rate projected for the fulure for both
commercial and residential development is largely due to the lack of vacant land available for new
development, I is expected that growth within the Service Area will continue to slow as the City
approaches build-oul. It is anticipated that growth will mainly be due to "Hll-in” developments and
redevelopment activity, Due to this condition, the current developed acreage and the future
developed acreage are nearly the same. The future land use for the City is based on the current
zoning map represented by Exhibit 2-2.

Although changes in population may not be a direct indicator of an increase in impervious
area, it is a good indicator of and increase in residential development. Increases in impervious
area due to commercial development can be accomplished in the Service Area using mapping and
aerial photography.

3.4



Table 3-4 - Future Land Use

Drainage Basin Gross Area (Acres)

Future Land Use A B cC D E F
Medium Density Residential
(R-1-6 / R-1-8) 0 78 601 34 B4 4
Low Density Residential
(R-1-10) 0 122 139 { 49 a
Two family Residential (R-2) 0 100 104 42 6 55
Medium Density Multi Family (R-3 / B-4) 0 195 81 1 2 15
High Density Multi Family (R-5) 0 33 48 1 29 5
Commercial (C-1, C-2, C-3, CP-2) 20 28 59 2 2 185
institutional (Schools, Churches, etc.) o 0 33 0 0 7
City Parks/Open Space 4] 45 270 0 0 3
Potential Tributary Lands Outside City
Total Dralnage Basin Acreage 20 B0 1,310 79 152 274

FUTURE IMPERVIOUS AREAS

The volume of storm water runolf generated by a design storm event is directly related {o
the amount of impervious area constructed in relation to new development, The potential
impervious areas are calculated by analyzing the Subbasin Characteristics and the Future Land
Use. Impervious area estimates include half of the fronting roadway based upon the minimum
frontages required by current zoning ordinances, estimated driveways, roof areas, patios,
oulbuildings, barns, atc. that are representative of a minimum lot area within each potential future
land use designation. Further detail related to the estimated impervious area in each subbasin has
been tabulated and is shown in Appendix B.
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SECTION 4

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN ELEMENTS

A conceptual level drainage plan was developad for each drainage basin based upon the
following drainage plan slements:

. Conceptual designs of storm drainage improvements are based upon projected
peak runoff flow rates from the 10-year storm event and the 100-year storm avent.
Runoff hydrographs were calculated for the future buildout condition using a HEC-
HMS model developed for the South Ogden City storm drainage system.

. Local and regional detention basins are used to reduce peak flows to historical
runoff rates or less for major storm drainage facilities. Fulure detention basin
locations and capacities are projected based upon suitable topography and
requirements to limit peak downstream flow rates.

Design of Storm Drain Capital Projects

The HEC- HMS Flood Hydrograph Package was selected for development of a
storm drainage model for the South Ogden City service area. The HEC-HMS model used
the SCS curve number and unit hydrograph method for modeling storm drainage from
mountain watersheds, and the kinematic wave method was used for modeling storm
drainage from urban areas. The storm drainage model was developed using future
projected land uses as presented in Figure 3-1, Future Land Use in accordance with the
South Ogden City General Plan. Hydrologic characteristics for various land use categories
are described in Section 5 of this report.

Existing storm drainage conveyance facilities were evaluated and projected future
storm drainage convayance facllities were designed at a conceptual level using the 10-
year, 3-hour storm event and the 100-year, 3-hour storm event. Runoff hydrographs were
calculated for these design storms using the HEC-HMS model. The 10-year, 3-hour storm
event was selected as the design storm tor the initial storm drainage system, and the 100-
year, 3-hour storm event was selected as the design storm for the major storm drainage
system. Most storm drains were designed as a component of the initial storm drain
system, The combination of siorm drains and surface flow along roadways typically
comprise the major storm drain system. Storm drains were considered the sole component
of the major storm drain system at canal crossings, detention basins, and locations where
storm drain locations did not correspond 10 readways or other surface drainage facilities.

Under typical conditicns in City streets, pipe diameters larger than 48 inches are not
practical due to the restrictions impesed by the water table, topography, requirements for
detention, and conflicts with other utilities. The tiow line of a 48-inch diameter pipe with 2
feat of cover is at least 6 below the ground surface. Il a 48-inch diameter pipe is
discharging to a detention basin, then the bettom of the detention basin alsc needs to be
about 6 below the natural ground surface. At many locations detention basin depths
greater than & feet are undesirable. Detention basin locations are often selected to limit
required pipe diameters to 48-inches or less.
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Stormwater Detention

Developmentincreases runoff flow rates and therefore storm water detention basins
are constructed 10 detain flows which excead the down stream capacity of existing
infrastructure. Rainsicrms ofien produce short bursts of intense rainfall that cause runoff
flow rates to increase dramatically for a short period. Froperly designed detention basins
mitigate the effects of short intense rainfall burst and high peak runclt by filling during
periods of peak flow and then emptying as the runot! inflow rates decrease. Detention
basins are usually designed so that they are empty a few hours after the rainfall event has
ended.

Future storm drainage detention facilities can be local detention basins constructed
by individual developers to serve their own developments, or regional detention basins
constructed by the City 1o serve many developments within a region. The advantage of local
detention basins Is that they are funded and constructed entirely by developers. The
disadvaniage of local detention basins is that they are often small and more difficult to
maintain. Local detention basins can become nuisances and eyesores without proper
maintenance. Regional detention basins are typically better maintained than local detention
basins because they are often designed as mulliple use facilities. Regional detention
basins can be used as neighborhood parks, sporis fields, or similar recreational facilities.
Multiple use of regional detention basins enhances their benefit to offset their associated
maintenance liability and are perceived by the public as a benefit to their neighborhood.

Tha drainage plan for the Scuth Ogden Storm Drain Sarvice Area was developed
using a mix of local and regional detention. Currently both commercial, and residential
devalopment are required to construct local detention that will limit runeif to a maximum
rate of 0.2 cis per acre for the 100-year storm event. Regional detenticn is provided for
plder development thal may not have any detention ar to further limil the storm water flow
as il leaves the Service Area. The need for local detention at each new development
should be reviewed by the City Engineer on a case-by-case basis.

FUTURE CAPITAL PROJECTS

Table 4-1 provides descriptions of anticipated storm drainage capital projects within the
Service Area.  The projects are also presented on the Capital Facilities Plan, Figure 4-1, Detailed
cost estimates covering the future recommended improvements for each drainage area are
included in Appendix C. Construction costs were estimated using typical prices observed for recent
projects in the South Ogden City and Weber County areas. Construction cost estimates include all
labor and materials, plus a 20% contingency for engineering and unanticipated costs.
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Table 4-2 - Future Capltal Projects

Project
ldentitication

Description

Construction
Cost Estimate

P-1

Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" Street
between Crchard Avenue and Porter Avenue with 24" and
30" diameter storm drain pipes and construct a detention
pond and cutlet confrol structure.

$517.500.00

P-2

Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" Streat
betwean Nordin Avenue and Orchard Avenuea with 18"
and 24" diametar storm drain pipes.

$252.000.00

P-3

Replace the exisling storm drain system on Glassman
Way between Highway 89 and Burch Craek

$427,800.00

Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" street
between Adams Avenue and Washington Blvd. with a 24"
diameter storm drain pipes.

$169,200.00

Pro

Replace the existing storm drain system on 42™ street
between Liberty Avenue and Adams Avenue and on
Adams Avenue between 42 Street and 4350 South with
30" and 36" diameter storm drain pipes.

$779.100.00

P-6

Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" street
betwean Washington Bivd. and Burch Creek with 21" and
24" diameter storm drain pipes.

$298,800.00

P-7

Replace the existing storm drain system on 675 gast
between Bel Mar Drive and 36" Street and on 38" Street
between 675 East and Jefferson Avenue with 24" and 30"
storm drain pipes.

$255,000.00

P-8

Rebuild and existing storm drain struciure and consiruct a
new structure on the north and south sides of Highway 89
at approximately 1475 East.

$100,800.00

Furnish and Install a 15" diameter storm drain pipe in
Madison Avenue between Edgewoocd Drive and 4650
South Street

$243,000.00

P-10

Replace the exiEting_isturm drli':lin system on Monroe
Avenue between 42" and 45" Streets with 27" diameter
storm drain pipe.

$318,000.00
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Project Description Construction
L Identification Cost Estimate
P-11 Replace the existing storm drain system on Porter Avenue | $245,160.00
between 36" Street and 37" Street and on 36" Street
between Porter Avenue and Adams Avenue.
P-12 Replace the exiatingl storm drain system on Raymond $125,400.00
Avenue between 38 street and Bel Mar Avenue and on
Bel Mar Avenue between Raymond Avenue and Madison
Avenue with and 18" diameter storm drain pips.
P-13 Replace the existing storm drain system on Wasatch $360.600.00
Drive beiween 5750 East and 5975 east Streefs with 18",
30" and 36" Pipes
P-14 Furnish and Install a 15" diameter storm drain pipe in 45" $166,200.00
Streel betweaen 900 East and Monroe Blvd.
P-15 Furmnish and Install 3 15" diameter storm drain pipe in $111.000.00
5700 east between 1050 east and the Racquet Club.
P-16 Furnish and Install 15" Diameter storm drain pipe on $138,000.00
Village Way between Willow Weod Land and 5775 South
Street
Total Project Cost | $5,407,560.00
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SECTION 5

IMPLEMENTATION OF CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

ELEMENTS OF IMPLEMENTATION

In accordance with the recommendations of the Capital Facilities Plan, the proposed
projects must now be designed, consiructed, and maintained. The previous sections of the Capital
Facilities Plan have established a planning base, discussed existing and future drainage needs,
and defined proposed Improvements o address existing and future storm drain problems. This
section will discuss some of the considerations relative 1o implementing the Capital Facilities Plan.
Included are discussions on:

. Implementation Responsibility

v Priorities for Proposed Capital Facilities
v Maintenance

. Funding Alternatives

Compliance with Regulations
Review of Proposed Developments
Drainage Plan Updating

IMPLEMENTATION RESPONSIBILITY

A City's institutional responsibility for its citizens requires that some action be taken
regarding the nuisance and damage associated with flooding. Scuth Ogden City has the
responsibility to plan, build, and maintain needed improvemants and implement equitable charges
for those improvemeants.

PRIORITIES FOR PROPOSED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Prioritization of projects is important to obtain the greatest benefit from available financial
resources, The highest priority is given to those areas currently experiancing problems or where
the potential consequences of not making improvements are the most severe. Assigning priorities
is difficult because the need for many improvements depends upon future development pattemns
which are very difficult to predict. Project prionties have been tentatively proposed by the order
in which the capital improvement projects are listed for each drainage basin. The lower the
number the higher the priority for each basin.

MAINTENANCE

Proper maintenance of drainage faciliies will preserve design capacities by reducing
accumulations of sedimenis, weeds and debris. |f drainage facilities are not adequately
maintained, drainage facilities will not function as intended, and they will generally become a
hazard and a blight on the City's landscape. The construction of additional facilities in the future
increases the maintenance burden. It is necessary that sufficient maintenance labor and
equipment be made available 1o ensure proper function and community acceptance.
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FUNDING ALTERNATIVES

An integral compenent in the implementation of the storm drain capital facilities plan is a
sound method of financing construction and mainienance activities. Two principles should be
considered when developing a funding strategy:

. All properties benefit from the drainage sysiem:

All property cwners should pay their fair share of the costs to construct and maintain
the storm drainage system.

There are several approaches available 1o fund the construction and maintenance of a
storm drainage system. Funding sources include the City's general fund. impact fees, a storm
drainage utility charge, and funding from other entities.

General Fund

Some cities fund some or all of the storm drainage costs through the city’s general
fund. This approach is typically used to construct minor improvements and 1o maintain the
existing system. Major improvements are usually funded through other means,

Impact Fees

South Ogden City currently assesses an impact fee to construct master planned
storm drain improvemeants needed to facilitate impacts from new development. Fees for
new development should be based upon paying for an equitable porticn of the facilities
needed to control runeff and convey it from the development through adjacent and other
affected areas. Under impact fee regulations established by the State of Utah the following
steps are reguired 1o adopl and expend impacl faes:

1) Capital improvements to be financed with impac! fees must be identified in
a capital facilities plan and impact fee facilities plan. These improvements
must be reasonably relatad to growth.,

2) Impact fees mus! be calculated based on a proportionate share analysis.
This means that impact fees charged to new development cannot exceed
the proportionate share of the capital improvements necessitated by that
development.

3) Impact fee funds must be expended or other otherwise encumbered within
€ years from the date they are collected.

The fair and equitable establishment of impact fee assessments have become more
widely accepted by the development community. An Impact Fee Analysis related to the
assessment of impact fees is presented In Section 7 of this document in accordance with
the direction established by the Utah State Legislature,

Storm Draln Utility
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The City Council created and established the storm drain utility as part of the City's
ovearall storm sewer system for planning, designing. constructing. maintaining, administering
and operating the City's storm drain system. Essentially, the Storm Drain Utility permits the
charge of a monthly fee 1o be commonly charged for maintenance. administration, and for
needed capital improvements. These monthly fees are dependent on a formula which uses
impervious area calculations to estimate the runoff expected from individual properties.
Long-term debt financing 1s normally used o fund capital improvements with the
indebtedness being repaid with a portion of the collected fees. In the event that capital
improvements are constructed with Storm Drain Utility Funds, impact fees may be used to
reimburse Storm Drain Utility funds used 1o pay for those projects that facilitate new growth.

Funding from other Entities

UDOT owns and maintains several highways within South Ogden City. These
highways include Washington Boulevard. Harrison Boulevard and U.S. Highway 89.
Discussions with UDOT are recommended 1o better define responsibilities, coordinate
future storm drainage improvements, and seek UDOT's participation in funding the
construction of new facilities.  UDOT typically contributes to the funding of new facilities in
proportion to the runoft generated on their roadways as compared 1o the 1otal capacity of
the storm drainage facility.

COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL GUIDELINES

As required by current EPA, the State pf Uah Division of Warer Quality oversees the
implementation of a program designed to improve the quality of storm water discharges. This
program is called the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) In response to
these requirements, South Ogden City has developed and implemented a storm water
management plan (SWMP} . The intent of the SWMP is to provide local standards and guidelines
aimed at reducing environmental damage caused by reducing or eliminating barmful storm drain
discharges.

South Ogden City should continue to provide education to residents, Implement strategies
that will reduce of eliminate the pollution of runcil water, apply a combination of structural
improvements andfor non-structural best management practices (BMP's) appropriate for the
community, use ordinances, or other applicable regulatory mechanism to address post-construction
runcft from new development and redevelopment projects and ensure adequate long-term
operation and maintenance of controls that would minimize water quality impacts.

REVIEW OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENTS

The City should continue to require developers to submit drainage plans that demonstrate
their compliance with Sfederal, State and local reglations as well as this storm drain capital facilities
plan. City review of the developer's proposed drainage plans will help assure thal proposed
facilities are adequate for the long term needs of the development.

On-site drainage plans should include provisions for storm drainage collection and

conveyance using the minor storm (10-year event) to design lor nuisance flocding and the major
storm {100-year event) to show thal buildings are not impacted. The storm drain capital facilities
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plan was developed with the assumption that most commercial and residential development will
provide on-site detention to limit the peak runctl rate to 0.2 cfs per acre for the 100-year storm
event, Detention facilities should be designed to prevent overiopping except through a properly
designed spillway or identified emergency overfiow.

UPDATING THE STORM DRAIN CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

The South Ogden Storm Drain Capital Faciliies Plan is based upon many assumptions
concerning development patterns and future land use. The information used for the storm drain
capital tacilities plan represents the City's best effort at this point in time te project the future
development patterns and land use. However, planming is not a one time event. but rather an
ongeing process. Storm drainage needs may change due to changing growth patterns, new
regulatory requirements, the City's desire for a different level of service or amendments to the
Future Land Use element of the General FPlan. As the City undertakes certain planning
amendments, this document should be reviewed and updated accerdingly. Annual reviews of this
document with general updates every 5 years are recommended.
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SECTION 6

IMPACT FEE FACILITIES PLAN

DESCRIPTION

The Impact Fee Facilities Plan (IFFP) is included as part of this study. An IFFP is required
by the Impact Fee Act and forms a basis for calculating an impact fee. The IFFP differs from the
CFP in that the IFFP is concemed with a planning window that is more short term (6 - 10 years)
while the CFP looks at a much longer term. The CFP is used for long term planning while the IFFP
is used to calculate the impact fee. Both the IFFP and the CFP described herein represent the
City's best effort at this point in time to project the need for new sewer facilities. However, facilities
planning is not a one time event, but rather an ongeing process. Projected capital facilities may
change in the future due to changing growth patterns, new regulatory requirements, or
unanticipated needs. Asthe City prepares further planning, this document should be reviewed and
updated accordingly.

EXISTING FACILITIES

Unless they are located within a private development, the existing storm drain system
improvements within Service Area are owned by South Ogden City Corporation. The ariginal
system was not installed all at one time but has steadily increased in size as areas of the City have
developed, Many storm drain pipes, manholes and catch basins were installed in order to serve
individual residential developments. Many of the original trunk lines have remained largely
unchanged since they were installed. Even though in more recent years, new grewth within the
Service Area has slowed, Storm Drain Improvements will need to be planned and upgraded 10
accommodate the additional demands caused by growth,

SERVICE STANDARDS

The current standards for the storm drain system requires that runcft discharges from
developed land are no higher than pre-developed levels. Due fo variations in elevation,
topography, scil permeability, vegetation, etc. Discharge rates are limited to 0.2 cfs/acre. Insome
cases, the flow is further restricted to 0.1 cisfacre. This is accomplished through smaller private
detention basins located inside of developments as well as larger regional detention basins that are
maintained and cperated by South Ogden City.

PROJECTED IMPACTS FROM NEW DEVELOPMENT

Expansion of the storm drain system has occurred in the past and will continue o be
required as a direct impact from population growth and development, However, new development
will also increase storm drain runoff. As development ocours. some existing facilities are expected
o become inadequate and will need to be replaced or up-graded. It is anticipated that major
capital facilities projects for the storm drain system will be constructed as indicated on Exhibit 4-1.
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

Several improvemenis are necessary 1o help minimize future impact on existing siorm drain
faciliies. The projects listed below are the ones the City anticipates will be required within the next
10 years.

Table 6 -1 10 Year Projects

Project Description Construction
identification Cost Estimate
P-1 Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" Street $517.500.00

between Orchard Avenue and Porter Avenue with 24" and
30" diameter storm drain pipes and construct a detention
pond and outlet control structure.

p-2 Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" Street $252,000.00
batwean Mordin Avenue and Orchard Avenue with 18"
and 24" diameter storm drain pipes.

P-3 Replace the existing storm drain system on Glassman $427,800.00
Way between Highway 89 and Burch Creek

P-4 Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" street $169,200.00
betwean Adams Avenue and Washington Blvd. with a 24"
diameter storm drain pipes.

P-5 Replace the existing storm drain system on 42™ street $779.100.00
between Liberty Avenue and Adams Avenue and on
Adams Avenue between 42™ Street and 4350 South with
30" and 36" diameter storm drain pipes.

P-6 Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" street $298,800.00
between Washington Blvd. and Burch Creek with 21 and
24" diameter storm drain pipes.

P-7 Replace the existing storm drain system on 675 east $255,000.00
between Bel Mar Drive and 36" Street and on 36" Street
batwean 675 East and Jafferson Avenue with 24" and 30"
storm drain pipes.

Total Project Cost | $2,699,400.00

Improvements and construction costs are identified to address existing and future storm
drain requiremants. Construction costs were estimated using fypical prices observed for recent
projects in South Ogden City and the Weber County areas and are presented in current dollars.
Recen! price and economic trends indicate that future costs are difficult to predict with certainty.
Engineering cost estimates given in this study should be regarded as conceptual and appropriate
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for use as a planning guide. Only during final design can a definitive and more accurate estimate
be expected. Construction cost estimates include all labor and materials. plus a 20% contingency
for engineering and unanticipated costs. Individual cost estimates are included in the Appendix C.

UPDATING THE STORM DRAIN IMPACT FEE FACILITIES PLAN

Like the Capital Facilities Plan. Impact Fee Facilities Plan Is based upon many assumptions
concerning development patterns and future land use. The information used for the plan
represents the City's best effort at this point in time 1o project the future development patterns and
land use. However, planning Is not a one time event, but rather an ongeing process. Storm drain
flows and drainage patterns may change due to changing growth patterns. new regulatory
requirements. However. as previously discussed. new growth in the service area is limited due to
the lack of vacant lana. The IFFP should be reviewed annually with the CFP. It is recommended
that updates to the plan should be completed at a minimum interval of 5 years.

CERTIFICATION

I cenify that the impact lee analysis presented herein includes only the costs of public
facilities that are allowed under the Impaci Fee Act, actually incurred, or projected 1o be incurred
or encumbered within & years after the day on which each impact fee is paid. It does not include
the following: (1) costs of operation and maintenance of the public facilities; {2) costs for qualifying
public facilities that will raise the level of service for the facilities, through impact fees, above the
level of service that is supported by existing residents; (3) an expense for overhead, unless the
expense is calculated pursuani 1o a methodology that is consistent with generally accepted cost
accounting practices and methodoelogical standards set forth by the Federal Office of Management
and Budget for federal grant reimbursement; {(4) offsets costs with grants or other alternate sources
of payment; and (5) complies in each and every relevant respect with the Impact Fee Act.

Brad C. Jensen P.E.
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SECTION 7

IMPACT FEE ANALYSIS
DESCRIPTION

The purpose of the Impact Fee Analysis is to identify capital facilities improvements that are
1o be financed completely, or in part by impact fees and to calculate an appropriate impact fee
amount. Development impact fees are a cne-time charge on new development for the purpose of
lunding new or expanded public faciliies necessitated by that development. In 1985, the Utah
State Legislature passed the Impact Fee Act (Section 11-36 of the Utah Code Ann.). This act has
been regularly updated and regulates how impact fees can be calculated, implemented, and
challenged. Discussions in this document relating to impact tees are imended to provide the basis
for planning and provide justification as required by the Impact Fees Act. A copy of the current
Impact Fee Act is included with this study in Appendix D.

METHODOLOGY
As outlined in the Impact Fees Act. the lollowing steps are taken to calculate the impact fee:
1. Identify the impact on the existing system required by the development activity

2. Demonstrate how those impacts on the system improvemants are reasonably
related to the new development activity

3. Estimate the proportionate share of the costs of impacts on system improvements
that are reasonably related to the new development

4. Based on the above steps and the requirements of the Utah Code, Title 11 Chapter
36, identify how the impact fee is calculated.

DETERMINATION OF EQUIVALENT BASIS FOR ANALYSIS

As discussed in previous sections, the most common equivalent base used of analysis,
design and planning for future growth in a storm water system is square footage of impervious area
(hard surface). |mpervious area is estimated based on zoning density requiremenis and
restrictions. The anticipated runoff from a typical square foot of impervious area located within the
Service Area is then used to apportion the cost of future projects. Presented below are calculations
that estimate the future additional impervious area as it Is related to the increase in population.

Current Population (2013) = 16,831 people
Population at 10 years (2023) = 17,869 people
Population Increase 1,038 people

It is assumed that 30% of the population growth will be associated with single family homes,
while 70% be associated with commarcial {multi-family].

Assume single family has 3.5 people/home and multi family (residential) has 2.5 people/unit.

Estimate Impervious area for single family residential growth. Assume growth is all in the
R-1-8 zone® and has 38% impervious area, (Appendix B),
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1,038 people x 0.30 = 311.4 people

311.4 people « 3.5 pecple/home = 8B.97 homes
88.97 homes x 8,000 ft*/home = 711,760 ft°
711,780 #° x 0.38 = 270,468 h” of impervious area

* The R-1-8 zone will be used in this study as a typical single family residential development, This
is due to the fact that nearly all of the single family devalopment that will take place in the Servica
Area will be filkin® developments. It is expected that smalier iots represented by the F-1-8 zonaeg
will be typical of the “fill-in” developmeants.

Estimate impervious area for commercial / mulii-family residential (20 units/acre). Assume
impervious area has 80% impervious area, (Appendix B},

1,038 people x 0.70 = 726.6 people

726.6 people = 2.5 people/unit = 220.6 units

290.6 units = 20 units/acre = 14.53 acres

14.53 acre x 0.80 = 11.52 acres of impervious area

11.62 acres x 43,560 fi7/acre = 506,167 ft” of impervious area

Total Impervious Area Increase 270,468 ft° + 506,167 #' = 776,635 #

PROPORTIONATE SHARE ANALYSIS

It is important that both existing residents and future development pay their proportionate
share of the costs for improvements to the sewer system. An impact fee calculated by
proporionate share analysis is necessary to achieve an equitable sharing of costs. The amount
of the impact fee is calculated by using a proportionate share analysis that considers only the costs
of future capital improvements. The impact fee calculation contained in this document does not
include recoupment of costs for the investment by current residents in existing facilities. Some
recoupment amount may be justified for existing system facilities, Howevaer, detailed studies would
be required to provide justification for any potential recoupment fee. The approach detailed in this
document gives a lower, but easily defendable, impact fee. The steps completed for the
proporticnate share analysis are outlined below.

1) Estimate Costs for Future Capital Improvements - As indicated in Table 6-1. The total
estimated construction cost for all proposed improvements identified in the Impact Fee
Facilities Plan is $ 2,699,400.00. However, not all of the costs are eligible 10 be funded
from impacl fees. Some improvements may be constructed by existing residents, by
developers, by UDOT, by Scuth Ogden City, and so on. Table 6-1 is lecated on the
following page is a summary of each of the estimated cost of anticipated capital projects
and a recommendation as to how much of the project cost should be funded from impact
fees.
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Table 7-1 Cost Allocation Summary

Pr:'l:ci Description Existing System System Improvement Total Estimated
= Upgrade {Impact Fee Eligible) Project Cost
—————————— e

1 Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" Street between
Orchard Avenue and Porter Avenue with 247 and 307 diamatar
storm drain pipes and construct a detention pond and outlet S 9962,250.00 adhlh (st
control structure.

2 Replace tha existing storm drain system on 40" Street between
Nordin Avenue and Orchard Avenue with 187 and 247 diameter §75,600.00 £176.400.00 £262,000.00
storm drain pipes.

3 Heplace lhe existing storm drain system on Glassman Way
betwean Highway B9 and Burch Creek lana SRR AL ikl

4 Replace the existing stonm drain system on 40" street between
Adams Avenue and Washington Blvd, with a 24" diameter storm £139,320.00 529.880.00 5169,200.00
drain pipes.

5 Replace the existing storm drain system on 42 street between
Liberty Avenue and Adams Avenue and on Adams Avenue
between 42" Street and 4350 South with 30" and 36" diameter $823:260.00 $195,820.00 §779,100:00
storm drain pipes.

B Replace the existing storm drain system on 40" street between
Washington Elvd. and Burch Creek with 21" and 24" diameter S268.920.00 £29,880.00 3298 800.00
storm drain pipes.

i Heplace the existing storm drain system on 675 east between Hel
Mar Drive and 36" Streat and on 36" Street between 675 East and §255.000.00 $0.00 §255,000.00
Jefterson Avenua with 24" and 30" storm drain pipes..

Totals $1,645,710.00 $1,053,690.00 i $2,699,400.00 I
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2)

Apportion Costs to the Projected Service Base - There are two options available for
assessing the impact fee that is proportionate and reasonably related to the costs outlined
in the IFFP and in Table 7-1 above. Both options are presented as follows:

Method 1
Although a portion of the estimated cost of the proposed storm drain improvements are
required due to projected growth, they will also serve existing residents. Since all residents

of the City will share the benefil from the improvemenis the entire anticipated impervious
area at 10 years from the date of this study is used as the service base.

Estimated total impervious area: 43,262,921 f" {Appendix B

Estimated Cost of Eligible Capital Faciliies Projects = $ 1,053,620.00

_ $1,053.690.00 z
Impact Fee = 43262921 ff. ~ $0.024 / ft" of Impervious Area

Using Method 1, The Impact fee Is c:ak:.ulated by multiplying the impervious area of the
proposed dEl"-"EIOmeII‘Il by $ 0.024/ e, Sample calculations as follows:

Single Family Residential

3,030 ft’ Impervious Area” / Residence x $ 0.024 / ft* = Impact Fee
Example Calculation
3,030 ff* x $0.024 / 1 = §$ 72.72

Square Footage of Impervious Area x § 0.024 / H* = Impact Fee

* 3030t of Impervious Area is typical of a home in'a R-1-8 zone (ses Appendix B).

Method 2
Using this method. the estimated costs of eligible capital improvements are divided by the
impervicus area related to growth only. Using this fee. the individuals or activities who
develop properties within the study area would pay lor the growth related capital
improvements.

Estimated increase in impervious area in 10 years: 826,459 #°

Estimated Cost of Eligible Capital Facilities Projects = $ 1,053,690.00
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- 1?323532{]“9“ = $1.36/ 1 of Impervious Area

Using Method 2. The Impact fee Is calculated by multiplying the impervious area of the
proposed development by $ 1.36/ ft°. Sample calculations as follows:

Impact Fee =

Single Family Residential

3,030 i Impervicus Area” / Residence x $ 1.36/ it = Impac! Fee
Example Calculation
3,030 x$ 136/ = $4,120.80

Commercial / Multi-Family

Square Footage of Impervious Area x $ 136/ ft* = Impact Fee

* 3030 ft" of Impervicus Area is typical of a home in a R-1-8 zona (sea Appendix B).

RECOMMENDED IMPACT FEE

As indicated above, the maximum impact fee per ERU that could be Imposed is
$ 136 / #. For a single family home this resulls in an Impact fee of § 4.120.80. We

recommend imposing the full amount. However, it should be understood that this is a
recommendation only, The City Council is free to adopt a lesser amount if they choose.

ADMINISTRATION OF IMPACT FEE FUNDS

When Impact fee funds are collected, they should be held in a separate account.
Accounting records should provide a clear audit trail which can demonstrate that impact fee funds
were used only for the capital improvements for which they were collected and must be utilized
within the time required by the Impact Fee Act.

CERTIFICATION

| certify that the impact tee analysis presented herein includes only the costs of public
facilities that are allowed under the Impact Fee Act, actually incurred, or projected to be incurred
or encumbered within & years after the day on which each impact fee is paid. It does not include
the tollowing: (1) costs of operation and maintenance ot the public facilities; (2) costs for gualifying
public facilities that will raise the level of service for the facilities, through impact fees, above the
level of service that is supported by existing residents; (3) an expense for overhead. unless the
expense is calculated pursuant to a methodology that is consistent with generally accepted cost
accounting practices and methedelogical standards set forth by the Federal Office of Management
and Budget for federal grant reimbursement; (4] offsets costs with granis or other alternate sources
of payment; and (5) compiies in each and every relevant respect with the Impact Fee Act.
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APPENDIX A
POPULATION ESTIMATES



Sewin Cgdan Sty Population

Pecpia pat Home e
2000 Cansus Popuiation 14,337
2014 Cansus Poputation 16,532
Annual Avg Rate of Changs = 0.80%
South Cgden City
Year Population Eatimate
2010 18532
2001 16,831
2012 16,731
2013 15831
2014 18 932
2048 17.034
2018 17,136
2017 17,238
2018 17.342
208 17448
2020 17,551
2021 17.858
022 17,7162
W02 17.885
2024 17,978
028 18,084 <= Bullg Out
2028 18,183
2027 18,302
2028 B4
2029 18,522
2030 18,633
203 12748
2032 18,857
2033 15,871
2034 12,084
2035 18,189
2038 19,314
2037 18,430
2038 10,545
. 2039 10,684
2040 18 762
2044 12,900
2042 20,020
2043 20,150
2044 20,264
214 20,387
2046 20,505
2047 20628
2048 20,751
2048 20,878

2050 21,001
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APPENDIX B
SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS AREA



DRAINAGE BASIN A

Drainage ?;Ef;gl;' Total
Future Potential Land Use G?-::;nnfea Connected Imp:rr:iauua
(Acres) Impervious (Acres)
Areas
Medium Density Hesidential (R-1-6 / H-1-8) 0 45% 0.00
Low Density Residential (R-1-10) 0 32% 0.00
Two Family Residential (R-2) 0 35% 0.00
Medium Density Multiple Family o
Residential (R-3 /R-4) C posic .00
High Density Multiple Family (R-5) 0 37% 0.00
Total Residential Impervious Area (Acres) 0.00
Commercial and Planned Commercial (C-
1, C-2, C-3, CP-2) 20 80% 16.00
Institutional {schools. Churches,
government) e 10% 0.00
City Parks / Open Space 0 0% 0.00
Potential Tributary Lands Outside City .
Eimita 4] 10% 0.00
Total Commercial, Open Space & Institutional Impervious Area (Acres) 16.00




DRAINAGE BASIN B

Directly &
Dralr.'age Indkrechzly Total
Future Potential Land Use G?c?:;nﬁi;ea Connected Imp :rwnus
(Acres) Impervious (A -y
Areas gy

Medium Density Residential (R-1-6 / R-1-8) 78 45% 35.10
Low Dansity Residential (R-1-10) 122 32% 39.04
Two Family Residential (R-2) 100 35% 35.00
Medium Density Multiple Family
Residential (-3 / B-4) 193 L 81.90
High Density Multiple Famlly (R-5) 33 37% 12.21
Total Residential Impervious Area (Acres) 201.35
Commercial and Planned Commercial (C- o
{.C-2, C-3 CP-2) 28 B0% 22.40
Institutional (schools. Churches,
government) 0 10% 0.00
City Parks / Open Space 45 0% 0.00
Polential Tributary Lands Qutside City -
Limite 0 10% 0.00
Total Commercial, Open Space & Institutional Impervious Area (Acres) 22.40

i B R

R el - - DR



A EHEAEEEEERBEEREEEEE==Z=ERB
- -

DRAINAGE BASINC

Directly &

Drainage Total
: Indirectly y
Future Potential Land Use G?j:;nnfea Connected Imp:::;“”‘"
(Acres) impervious (Acres)
Areas
Medium Density Residential (R-1-6 / R-1-8) 601 45% 270.45
Low Density Residential (R-1-10) 139 32% 44 .48
Two Family Residential (R-2) 104 35% 36.40
Medium Density Multiple Family
Residential (R-3 / R-4) L At 94.02
High Density Multiple Family (H-5) 48 37% 17.76
Total Residential Impervious Area (Acres) 403.11
Commercial and Planned Commercial (C-
{,C-2, C-3, CP-2) 59 BO% 47.20
Institutional {schools. Churches, &
government) i — S
City Parks / Open Space 70 0% 0.00
Em@nhat Tributary Lands Qutside City 175 10% 17.50
imits

Total Commercial, Open Space & Institutional Impervious Area (Acres) E8.00




DRAINAGE BASIN D

Drainage m;ﬂgﬁ Total
. Basin D Impervious
Future Potential Land Use Hlinaa Niad I('..‘unne?lad s
(Acres) MpEFvIous (Acres)
Areas

Medium Density Residential (R-1-6 / R-1-8) 34.0 45% 15.30
Low Density Residential (R-1-10) 0.0 32% 0.00
Two Family Residentlal (R-2) 42.0 35% 14.70
Medium Density Multiple Family
Residential (R-3 / B-4) 10 2% e
High Density Multiple Family (R-5) 05 37% 0.19
Total Residential Impervious Area (Acres) 30.61
Commercial and Planned Commereial (C-
1. C-2, .3, CP-2) 15 80% 1.20
Institutional (schools. Churches, o
government) 0.0 ok R
City Parks / Open Space 0.0 0% 0.00
Potential Tributary Lands Qutside City
Limits 0.0 10% 0.00
Total Commercial, Open Space & Institutional Impervious Area (Acres) 1.20
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DRAINAGE BASIN E

Drainage I;‘:;?f;:;l? Total
Future Potential Land Use GE: :S'HAEH Connected Imp:::;aus
Impervious

(Acres) Wrisam {Acres)
Medium Density Residential (R-1-6 / R-1-8) 54 468%, 28.80
Low Density Residential (R-1-10) 0 32% 0.00
Two Family Residential (R-2) 49 35% 17.15
Medium Density Multiple Family ”
Residential (-3 / R-4) 8 T ame
High Density Multiple Family (R-5) 2 37% 0.74
Total Residential Impervious Area (Acres) 49.21
Commercial and Planned Commercial (C- y
1,C-2, C-3, CP-2) - XN R
Institutional (schools. Churches, 2 10% 0.20
government)
City Parks / Open Space 0 0% 0.00
Po!gmnal Tributary Lands Qutside City 0 10% 0.00
Limits
Total Commercial, Open Space & Institutional Impervious Area (Acres) 23.40




DRAINAGE BASIN F
Drainage Dlsre_--::tw o Total
. Basin F indirectly Impervious
Future Potential Land Use Geozn Avss Iﬁfga":r‘iﬁids Area
{Acres) Areas (Acres)
Medium Density Residential (R-1-6 / R-1-8) 4 45% 1.80
Low Density Residential (R-1-10) 0 32% 0.00
Two Family Residential (R-2) 55 5% 19.25
Medium Density Mulliple Family
Residential (R-3 / R-4) L sk 6:30
High Density Multiple Family (R-5) 5 37% 1.85
Total Residential Impervious Area (Acres) 29.20
Commereigl and Planned Commercial (C- "
1,0-2, C-3, GP-2) 185 80% 148.00
Institutional {(schoals. Churches, 4
government) . — i
City Parks / Open Space 3 0% 0.00
Potential Tributary Lands Qutside City -
Limits: 0 10% 0.00
Total Commercial, Open Space & Institutional Impervious Area (Acres) 148,70




IMPERVIOUS AREA ESTIMATE

R-1-6 (Lot Size 6,000 #%)
R-2 Single
R-3 Single

Building* 35'x24' =810
Driveway 18' % 30' = 540 f°
Sidewalk 4'x80 = 240 ft°
Fronting Road 80' x 17" = 1440 i
Total 3030 i

* Connected impervious area only
Impervious Area percentage 3.030 ft*/,6,000 #* = 0.505 (use 50%)
R-1-8 (Lot Size 8,000 #7)
Building®  35'x24'= 810 #’
Driveway 18" x 30" = 540 ﬁ:i
Sidewalk 4' %80 = 240
Fronting Road 80' x 17" = 1440 f*
Total 3030 ft°
* Connected impearvious area only
Impervious Area percentage 3,030 /8,000 fi* = 0.378 (use 38%)
R-1-10 (Lot Size 10,000 1)
Building®  38' x 24' = 988 f*
Driveway 20' x 30' = 600 ft°
Sidewalk  4'x80' = 240 ')
Fronting Road 80" x 17" = 1440 ft
Total 3268 fi°
* Connected impervious area only

Impervious Area percentage 3,268 f* / 10,000 1* = 0.327 (use 33%)
R-2 Duplex

Building” 35' x 24' = 810 ft°
Driveway 18' x 30’ = 540 1
Sidewalk 4 %80 = 240 W
Fronting Road 80' x 17" = 1440 H°
Total 3030 1

" Connected impervious area only

Impervious Area percentage 3,030 #°/ 8,500 ft’ = 0.356 (use 36%)



Other percentages based on actual impervious area measurementis

R-3 Duplex 52%
R-4 35%
R-5 37%
R-3zc 52%
Commercial C-1, C-2, C-3, CP-2 90%
Institutional 10%

Parks / Open Space 0%
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PROJECT COST ESTIMATES



SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Cost Estimate
Project No. 1

Location: On 40h Stroet Betwenn Soohard Avemoe ond Fotter Aven e Avemom

Deacriptiand Ropiace Existing Starm Drain Syaiem with Now 24" and 307 Dismetor Storm Orain
Plpas, Comatruet Detontion Pomd and Constract Oulie Strusturn

[tem Description Quantity Uinit Price Tatal
1 Fumishand inatall 24" Hameter RCP Stoom Drain Pipe 1,200 LF. $65.00 $78,000.00
2 Fumish snd Install 30° Cigmeter RGP Storm Drain Fipe 500 LF, $85.00 $42.500.00
3 Furrdsh and Install 4" Dfameier Manhole w' Ring, Cover and Concreta Coltar 2 Each 54, 500.00 £8,000.00
4  Fumish and natall 5" Diameter Manhole w' Ring. Cover and Concrete Collar 4 Each $5.000.00 £20 000.00
5§ Furnish and Instai Injet Box 8 Each £2,000.00 $16,000.00
€ Consbucl Inlet Struscium 1 Each $10,000.00 $10,000.00
T bmport Fil Materisl For Embankments 3,000 C.Y 51200 336,000.00
# Fough and Fine Grading 20,000 S.F. 31.50 £30.000.00
8 Landecaping and Sgrinkler Replacemant 3500 SF §2.50 £8,750.00
10 Connest i Exigling Storm Diala Pipe 4 Each $1,000.00 £4.000.00
11 Fumish and tnsiall 3° Mirus Granular Bacokfill 4,000 Tans 51500 $60.000.00
12 Furnish and Inst2il Asphalt Trench Patoh 1,100 Tons $50.00 599,000 00
13 Remove ana Dispose of Exisling Pipe and Catch Basins 1,200 LF, 515.00 $18,000.00
Subtotal £431,250.00
20% Contingancy £86,250.00
Total Constroction Cost $517,500.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

ost Estimate
roject Na. 2

athiar: O 480 Stroet between Mook Svenoe and Ocehard Avoonom

surigilan; Roplace Exigting Stomm Draln Byatem with Mo 18 and 247 Diamoter Storm Drain

I

It Description Quantity Unit Price Todal
1 Funish and insiall 18" Qiameter RCP Storm Drabn Fipe S00°LF £50.00 $25,000.00
2 Furmigh and nstall 24" Dlameter RGP Stam Drain Pipe ant LF 365.00 $52.000.00
3 Fuenish and ngsall 4° Diarmeter Manhele wi Ring, Cover gnd Concrate Collar 3 Each £4,500,00 $13,500.00
4 Furnish and install 5 Diameter Manhole w/ Ring, Cover and Concrate Coliar 4 Each 55000000 520.000.00
5  Fiwnigh and Install Inled Box 10 Each 52,000,00 S20,000.00
g8 Connsct to Existing Storm Drain Pips 3 Each $1,000.00 §3.000.00
7 Fumish and (netall 3° Minus Granular Backfili 2,300 Tans 515.00 334 600,00
8  Furmish-and |nstall Asphall Trench Patch 250 Tons 590,00 $22.500.00
g Remove and Dispose of Extsling Pipe and Catch Basins 1,300 LF. £15.00 £19,500.00
Subtotal 5$210,000.00
20% Contingency $4.2.000.00
Total Construction Cost §2582,000.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Cost Estimate
Project Mo 3

Locatbon: On Glassman Way Betwaen Highway 88 and Burch Crack
Duesrerlion: Replace Exlntbog Starm Deabin with Meay 28" Dlamater Stanm Draln Plpe

It Description Quantity Unit Price Tatal
1 Fumnish and Install 36" Digmeter RGP Storm Drain Pipa 1,200 LLF, §95.00 $114,000.00
2 Furmish and Install 48" Diameter RGP Storm Dran Pipe 300 LF. $120.00 536,000.00
3  Fumish and Instali 6 Diametar Manhole wf Ring, Cover and Concrate Collar B8 Each £6,500.00 52 000.00
4 Furnish and Install 6 © @' Concrete Vaull wi Ring. Cover and Concrete Callar 2 Each $6,500.00 $17.000.00
5  Fumdsh and Install Inel Bex 18 Each §2.000.00 $35,000.00
6 Comnect io Exisiing Storm Drain Flpe 1 Each $1,000.00 §1,000.00
7 Furmish and Install 3" Minus Granutar Backfil 3.400 Tons §$18.00 351,000 00
8  Fumish and Install Asghall Tranch Palch 300 Tons £40.00 £27.000.00
8 Remows and Dispose of Existing Storm Drain Fips 2nd Tsich Basing 1,500 LF. $15.00 $22.500.00
Subtotat $3586,500.00
20%; Contingancy 571,300.00
Total Construction Cost £427.800.00




[SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Cost Estimate

Project No. 4

Lacatbon: On #1h Street Belwosn Adams Avomes ond Washington Bivd,

Deserption: Replace Exialing Storm Dralin Systom swith Kow 247 Bdamater Starm Draln Mpe

ltem Description Quantity Unit Prica Total
1 Furnish and Install 21 Diameter RGP Storm Drain Pipe 80D L.F $70.00 $68,000.00
2 Fumish and Instail 4' Diarmeter Manhole wi Ring, Cover and Concrete Coltar 2 Each §4,600.00 §9,000,00
¥ Fumush and Install §' Diameter Manhole w! Ring, Cover and Concrete Collar £ Each 55,000.00 $10,000,00
4 Fumish and Instal nlet Box B Each 532.000.00 E16.000.00
5 Connecl fo Exisling Sterm Dialn Pipe 2 Each $1,000.00 $2.000.00
& Fumish and Install 3° Minus Granutsr Backil 1,350 Tons +15.00 $20,250.00
T Furnish and Inatall Asphall Trench Pateh 176 Tans 290.00 £15,750.00
& Hemove and Oispose of Exisling Siorm Drain Pipe and Caich Basins 800 L.F $15.00 §12.000.00

Subtotal

20% Contingency
Total Canstruction Cost

£141,000.00
$28,200.00
$169,200.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION
Cost Estimate
Project No. 5

Location: On 42nd Streot Botweon LiBorty Avewve and Adams Avenue and on Adarmm Averue
1B utween 42nd Streel ond 4260 Soulh

Dascriptian: Aeplece Exlatiing Starm Dradin Syatim with 30* snd 367 Darmtes St Doanin
Fipea

tam Dascription Guantity Unit Frica Tatal
1 Fumish and Install 277 Diameter RCP Starm Drain Pipe 450 LF 57500 £33 750.00
1 Fumish and Install 30% amater RCP Starm Drain Pipa i,100 LLF £a5.00 $593.500.00
2 Furnish and instafl 36" Diarmiter RCP Starm Draln Plps 1,850 LF $95.00 $175,750.00
3 Furmsh and Inetall §' Dismeler Manhole w' Ring, Cover and Concrete Collar 5 Each $4,500.00 $27.000.00
4 Furnish and Instali 8 Diameter Manhole w! Ring, Cover and Concrate Collar 5 Each $5,000.00 $25.000.00
&  Firnish and Inatall inlat Box 24 Each £2 000040 248 000.00
B Connest to Exsting Storm Drain Pipe 10 Each £1,000.00 $10,000.00
T Furnish and install 2™ Mifes Grandbsr Backisl. 8,800 Tans 15.00 $133.000.00
8 Furmish and tnsiall Asphalt Trench Patch 625 Tons SH0.00 §56,250.00
5 Remove and Dispose of Exisling Storm Dain Pipa and Catch Baosins 3.200 LF 1500 $48,000.00
Subtolal $5649,250.00
20% Contingency $129,850.00
Total Construction Cost $779,100.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Cuost Estimate
Project Mo. B

Lacation: On 40th Straot Betwoean Washington Bivd, snd Burch Crook
Deseriplion: Replace Exinting Starm Draln Systom witl Maw 247 Diametor S8arm Orain Pips

Itami Description Quantity Unit Price Tatal

1 Fumish and Inetall 21" Diameter RGP Storm Drain Pipa 500 L.F §55.00 §27.500.00
2 Furnisn and Insrall 24" Diameter RCP Storm Drain Pipe 900 L.F. §65.00 £5B 500.00
3 Fumish and Install 4’ Diameter Manhole w Ring, Cover and Concrate Colkar 5 Each 4. 50000 £22 500.00
4 Furntsh and Install 5 Diameter Manhole w' Ring, Caver and Conorete Collar I Each £5,000.00 $35,000.00
5  Furmnish and Insiall Intel Box 12 Each 52,000.00 $24,000.00
§ Connect lo Exisling Storm Brain Pigs & Each $1,000.00 $2.000.00
T Furmian and fnstall 3° Minus Granular Backfill 2,400 Tons §15.00 $36,000.00
8 Fumish and [nslall Asphail Trench Patch 250 Tans £60.00 £22 500.00
9 Remove and Dispose of Exisling Storm Drain Pipe and Calch Basins 1,400 LF. #1500 £21,000.00
Subtotal $248,000.00

20% Contingenoy 249 200.00

Total Canstruction Cost

£298,800.00




[SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Cost Estimate
Project No. 7

Locabtlon: On 675 Eant Belwesn Bal Mar Drive and 361h Strast and on 36t Sieet Botwean 674
East and Jullmnon Ayanis

Dencription: Haplace Existing Storm Drain Syetem with Kew 247 and 30" Dinmetor Pipes

ttarm Description Cuantity Unit Price Total
1  Furnish and install 247 Diameater RCP Siorm Dealn Pipe 850 LLF. £65.00 £42 250.00
2 Fumish and Instali 30" Diamatar RGP Storm Drain Pos B0 LF, £85.00 £51,000.00
3 Fumish and Install 4' Diameter Manhole wf Ring, Cover and Canerete Collar 4 Eagh £4,500.00 $18,000.00
& Furnlsh ahd Install 8 Dizmeter Manhole w’ Ring, Cover and Concrate Collar 3 Each 55,000.00 $15,000.00
5 Fumish and Insiall infer Box 8 Each §2,000.00 $16.000.00
& - Connecl to Existing Storm Drain Plpe 2 Each £1.000.00 £2 .000.00
7 Furnish and Iestal 3° Minos Grandtar Backiisl! 2,100 Tons £15.00 £31.500.00
& Fumish.and Install Asphalt Trench Palsh 200 Tone $90.00 $18,000.00
8 Remove and Ompose of Exieting Storm Drain Fipe end Calch Basins 1.250 LF. 315.00 $18.750.00
Subtotal £212,500.00
20% Contingency £42,500.00
Total Construction Cast £255,000.00




[SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION
Cost Estimate

Projoct Na., &

Lacation: O Hghway 8% st Appraxmately 147§ Easi

criplion: Hebulld Existing Struature on he North Side of the Higiveay aod Conairmot an
Imbot Sinpcture on tha South Sido of the Highway

ltem Description Quantity Linit Price Total

1 Reconstruct Inbat Structure on the Nodh Side of e Highway | Each $8.000.00 $8,000.00
2 Copsiruct a Mew Inlel Structure on the Soulh Shde of the Highwiy I Each 512,000.00 $12,000.00
3 Fumnish and Ingtall 18" Dignreter Storm Drain Pipe 200 L.F §50.00 $10,000.00
4 Furnish and install & Diamater Manhola 4 Each $5,000.00 520,000.00
5 Connect to Existing Starm Drain Pipe <. Each £1.000.00 §2.000.00
& Furnisk and Instadl 3° Minus. Granular Backfil 500 Tons §15.00 §7,500.00
7 Fumish and Install Asphait Trench Patch 250 Tons £30.00 §$22,500.00
8 Remove and Dispose of Exelmg Concrete Structure iL5 £2,000.00 §2,000.00
Subtotal $84,000.00

20% Contingency $16,800.00

Tatal Canstruction Cost

£100,800.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

than: O Madisogn Avemes Bobwoen Edgewood Orive and 4868 Sonth Stroet

sorption: Furnish and Install Mew 15" Storm Drein Plpe snd Connecl o Existing Stomm
wim Syatany on Madinon Avsmse

ltom Description Quantity Unit Price Total

1 Fumish and Install 15" Diameter ROP Storm vain Pipe 1675 LF. 40,00 £67.000.00
2 Fumish and Install £ Diemeter Manhole wi Ring, Cover and Concrate Collar 4 Each $4,6500.00 $16,000.00
3 Fumiah and Ingiall 5 Diameter Manhole wi Ring, Cover and Concrete Cajlar 5 Each $5.000.00 £25,000.00
4 Furniah and lnstall Inlet Bex 1B Each §2 000.00 $38,000.00
5 Connect o Existing Storm Drasdn Pipa 1 Each $1,000.00 §1,000.00
6 Furnish and Install 3° Minus Granutar Backfill 2,200 Tons $¥15.00 $33.000.00
7 Fuomiah and Install Asphalt Trench Pateh 200 Tons $90.00 $18.000.00
B Ramove and Dispose of Exishng Pipe and Catch Basmns 300 LF. F15.00 $4.500.00
Subtotal £202,500.00

20% Contingancy £40,500.00

Total Constriction Cost

§243,000.00




[SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPQORATION

Cost Estimate
Project No. 10

Lecation: On Mopros Avenue Between 4208 Stroet pndd 460h Street
Dpmoripticn: Rogdnce Existing Stomm Draln Syabom with New 30° Diamusted Slarm Dealn Plpe

Item Oescrimion Quantity unit Price Tatal
1 Fumesh and Install 27" Diameter RCP Stormn Drain Pipe 1,500 LF $75.00 $112,500.00
2 Fimnish and Install 4' Diametsr Manhoks w' Ring, Cover and Concret? Coflar 4 Each $4,500,00 $18,000.00
3 Fumish and Inetall & Clameter Manhoke w Ring, Cover and Concrale Colar i Each 55,000.00 S20,000.00
&4  Furmish and Install Inket Box 12 Esch 2,000,040 $24,000.00
5 Conmect to Existing Storm Deain Pipa 2 Each £1.000.00 $2 000.00
8  Fumizh and Ingtall 3" Minus Granular Backfill 3,200 Tens £15.00 £48,000.00
T Fumish-and Insiall Asphal Trench Patch 200 Tens £60.00 $18,000.00
B Remove and Dispose of Extsting Pipe and Catch Basins 1.500 LF $15.00 $22 500.00
Subtotal £265,000.00
20% Contingancy £53,000.00
Total Construction Cost $318,000.00




[SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Cost Estimate
Prajoct No. 11

Location: On Portor &venws Babwasn J60h Sireet and 17ih Stroes and pp 36th Streat Begaman
Porter Avenus and Adams Avenus

Dascription: Replats Existing Storm Draln System with New 18" apd 21" Diamalor Stanm Dradn

Plpan
fterm Dascription Quantity Unit Price Total

1 Furnsh and Install 18° Diamatar RCP Siorm Drain Plpe 700 LF S50.00 $35,000.00
2  Fumish and Install 21" Diameler RGP Stomm Drain Pipe 500 LF S60.00 $30.00:0.00
3 Fuenish and Inatall 4" Diarmotar Manhola w! Ring, Cover and Concrate Collar 3 Each §4,500.00 $13,500.00
4  Fumish and Insiall 5 Diamster Manhale w! Ring, Cover and Concrela Collar & Each $56,000.00 $25.000.00
§ Fumish and Install Infet Box 12 Each $2,000.00 24 000,00
6 Connect to Existing Storm Drain Pipe 3 Each £1,000.00 $3,000.00
T Fumish and Instafl 3" Minus Granular Backfll 2.520 Tons £15.00 $37.800.00
8 Furnish arg Install Asphall Trench Patch 200 Tons $90.00 $18,000.00
9  Remove antd Dispese of Existing Pipe and Inket Boxas 1.200 LF #1800 218,000.00
Subitotal $204,300.00

2% Contingency 540.580.00

Total Construction Cost £245.160.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION
Cost Estimate
Profect No. 12

Lagniton: O Haymond Avoniee Batwosn 18t Straot ond Bal Mar Avenue and On Bl Mar
Avenue Batwoon Raymond Avenus and Madlson Avenus

Deserijption: Replace Exlating Stonm Drain Systerm with Neaw 18° ametur Samm Oeiin Plpe

Item Description Quantity Unll Prico Total
1 Fommish and Install 187 Diametar RCP Storm Dirain Plpe ToD LF. $30.00 $35,000.00
2 Fumsh and |nstall 4' Dameter Manhols w' Hing, Cover and Concrata Collar 2 Each 54, 50:0.00 59.000.00
3 Furnish and Install 5° Diameter Manhola wi' Ring, Cover and Conzrete Collar 3 Each $6.000.00 515,000.00
4 Fumish and Insfall Inled Bex & Each 52.000.00 $12.000.00
5 Connac o Exsting Storm Drain Pipe 2 Each §1,000.00 $2.000.00
6 Furnish and Instail 3" Mims Granilar Backfl 80D Tons $15.00 $12,000.00
7 Fumish and Inatall Asphai Trench Patch 100 Tons §50.00 §3,000.00
B Remove and Disposa of Existing Pipe and Inlel Boxes TOO LF $15.00 510 500.00
Subtotal $104,500.00
20% Contingency $20,900.00
Total Construction Cost 512540000




[SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Cost Estimate
Project No. 13

Locktion: On Wassich Drive Botweon EYS0 Easl and 5976 Epal Stroots

Dessriptlon: Raplace Existing Sterem Deakn with 187, 27 and 20" Dianmier Stann Dk Plpes

Ibem Description Cuantity Unit Price Toatal
1 Fumish acd nslal 18° Dlameter RCP Stom Drain Pipe 550 L.F; 350.00 $47,500.00
£ Furmah and tnstall 30 Diameter RCP Storm Drain Pige YOO LF, F75.00 $52,500.00
3 Fumish and nstall 36" Diametet RCP Storm Drain Plpe 300 LF. £85.00 £25 500.00
4  Fumish and lnstal 4' Diameter Manhols wi Ring, Gover and Concrete Coliar 5 Each £4,500.00 £22 500.00
&  Fumnish and Install 5 Diameler Manhols wi Ring, Cover and Concrate Coflar 4 Each £5,000.00 $15.000.00
&  Furmish and Install & Diametar Manhobe w' Ring, Cover and Concrete Coitar 2 Each £48,000.00 $16,000.00
7 Fumish and Install iniet Box 8 Each §2,000,00 $1B.000.00
8 Conpecl to Existing Storm Drain Pipe 4 Each §1.000.00 £4,000.00
&  Furmigh and Install 3* Minus Granutar Backiill 4,500 Tons $15.00 $67,300.00
10 Fumish and Insiall Asphall Tranch Palch 300 Tons 550.00 S27.000.00
11 Ramove and Dispose of Existing Stomm Drain Fipe 1,800 L.F $15.00 $27,000.00
Subtetal §300.500.00
20% Contingency $60,100.00
Total Construction Cosi $360,600.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION
Cost Estimate

Project Mo, 14

Locathen: O 45th Streal Bobween B0 East and Manma Blwl,

Deacrplion: Conmest (o Existiag Slarm Dradn and Divert Flow Ceeeen 45th Street in @ 187
Diimimator Sdaawn Dradn Plaps

e Description Quantity Unit Price Total
1 Fumish and Install 15" Diametar RGP Storm Drain Pipe 850 LF. £20.00 $38.000.00
2 Fumish and Instsli 4° Diameter Manhels w Ring, Covar and Goncrate Collar 2 Each &4, 500.00 5900000
3 Fumish and Install 5° Dismetar Manhole wi Ring, Cover and Concrede Callar 3 Each 35,000.00 $15,000.00
4 Fumish apd Install Inist Box 14 Each $2.000.00 $28.000.00
5 Copnoect to Extsling Storm Drain Pipa & Each 31,000.00 55,000.00
6  Furmah and Install 3" Minug Granular Backiil 1.600 Tons $15.00 £24.000.00
T Fumish and Install Asphalt Trench Patch I75 Tons 90,00 $15,750.00
8 Removs and Dispose of Existing Storm Orain Pipe 250 LF $15.00 $3,750.00
Subtetai £138,500.00
20% Conlingency §27.700.00
Total Construction Cost £168,200.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Coslt Estimate
Praject No. 16

Location: On 5700 Easl Betaewn VG680 Euut and the Racgued Club

Dpucription: Funiish and nstall New 15 Storm Draln Connect te Exlsting Sterm Draln and
Diwert Fliaw Down d61h Stront

Itwm Description Cruantity Unit Price Total
1 Fumish and Install 157 Digmaeter RCP Storm Drain Fipe 750 LF 540,00 $20,000.00
2 Famish and Install 4' Diameter Manhole w' Ring, Cover and Conoreté Collar 4 Each $4.500.00 $18,000.00
3 Furmsh and Install & Diameter Manhode w' Ring, Cover and Concrete Collar 1 Each $5.000.00 B5.000.00
4 Furmnish and Install Inlet Box B Each £2.000.00 S16,000.00
5 Caonnest lo Exisling Storm Deain Pipe 1 Each §1,000.00 $1.000.00
& Furnish and |rstall 3° Minvs Granutar Backfl| 900 Tons £15.00 $13.500.00
7 Fumish and iretal Asphall Tiench Patch 1060 Toms £90.00 $9.000.00
Subtotal $32 500.00
20% Contingency $18,500,00
Total Construction Cost $111,000.00




SOUTH OGDEN CITY CORPORATION

Cost Estimate
|Project Mo, 16

Location: O Vibosge Way Bobwosn Willow Woed Lane pnd 57TE Sowh Stroet
Dascrigtion: Furish snd Inatsll How 158" Dametor Storm Drain Pipe

Item Description Quantity Unit Price Total

1 Fumnish and |nstall 15" Diamatar RCP Stoim Deain Plge B850 LF $40.00 £24,000.00
2 Furnish and Install 4' Dlamatar Manhoke wi Ring, Cover and Cancrete Collaf 4 Each $4.500.00 $18,000.00
3 Fomish and Instell 5 Diameter Manhabe w/ Ring, Cover and Concrate Collar 1 Each 9,000,040 £5.000.00
4. Fumn:sh and Install intel Box 12 Esch §2.000.00 $24.000.00
5 Connecl o Existing Starm Drain Pipa 1 Each §1.000.00 $1,000.00
§ Fumish and Install 3" Minus Granlar Backiii; 1,300 Tons $15.00 $18,500.00
T Fumish and |lnstall Asphait Trench Patch 160 Tones £90.00 $13,5600.00
Subtotal £115.000.00

20% Contingency $23,000.00

Total Canstruction Cost

$138,000.00
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APPENDIX D
IMPACT FEE ACT



11-36a-101 Title,
Tus chapter 1s Known as the "lmpact Fees Act.”

11-36a-102, Definitions.

As used in this chapter:

(1) (a) "Affected entity” means each county, municipality, local district under Title 178,
Limited Purpose Local Government Entities - Local Districts, special service district under Title
17D, Chapter 1, Special Service District A¢t, school district, interlocal cooperation entity
established under Chapter |3, Interlocal Cooperation Act, and specified public utility:

(i) whose sérvices or facililies are likely o require expansion or significant modification
because of the facilities proposed in the proposed impact fee facilities plan; or

(ii) that has filed with the local political subdivision or private entity a copy of the
general or long-range plan of the county, municipality, local district, special service district,
school distriet, interlocal cooperation entity, or specified public utility.

(b) "Affected entity" does not include the local political subdivision or private entity that
15 required under Section 11-36a-501 to provide notice.

(2) "Charter school” includes:

(a) an operating charter school;

(b) an applicant for a charter school whose application has been approved by a chartering
entity as provided in Title 53A, Chapter 1a, Part 5, The Utah Charter Schools Act; and

(c) an entity that is working on behalf of a charter school or approved charter applicant 1o
develop or construet a charter school building,

(3) "Development activity" means any construction or expansion of a building, structure,
or use, any change in use of a building or structure, or any changes in the use of land that creates
additional demand and need for public facilities.

(4) "Development approval” means:

(a) except as provided in Subsection (4)(h), any written authorization from a local
political subdivision that authorizes the commencement of development activity;

(b) development activity, for a public entity that may develop without written
authorization from a local political subdivision;

(c) awritten authorization from a public water supplier, as defined in Section 73-1-4, ora
private water company:

(i) to reserve or provide:

(A) awater nght;

(B) a system capacity; or

(C) adistnbution [acility; or

(i) to deliver for a development activity:

(A) culinary water; or

(B) urrigation water; or

(d) a written authorization from a sanitary sewer authority, as defined in Section
10-9a-103:

(i) to reserve or provide:

(A} sewer collection capacity; or

(B) treatment capacity; or

(ii) to provide sewer service for a development activity.



{5) "Enactment" means:

(a) a municipal ordinance, for a municipality;

(b) a county ardinance, for a county; and

(c) a governing board resolution, for a local district, special service district, or private
entity.

(6) "Encumber" means;

(a) a pledge to retire a debt; or

(b) an allocation to a current purchase order or contract,

(7) "Hookup fee" means a fee for the installation and inspection of any pipe, line, meter,
or appurtenance to connect to a gas, waler, sewer, storm water, power, or other utility system of a
municipality, county, local district, special service district, or private entity.

(8) (a) "Impact fec" means a payment of money imposed upon new development activity
as a condition of development approval to mitigate the impaet of the new development on public
inlrastruciure,

(b) "Impact fee" does not mean a tax, a special assessment, a building permil fee, a
hookup fee, a fee for project improvemenis, or other reasonable permit or application fee.

(9) "Impact fee analysis" means the written analysis of each impact fee required by
Section 11-36a-303.

(10) "Impact fee facilities plan” means the plan required by Section 11-36a-301.

(11)(a) "lLocal political subdivision" means a county, a munieipality, a local district
under Title 178, Limited Purpose Local Government Entities - Local Districts, or a special
service district under Title 17D, Chapter 1, Special Service District Act.

(b) "Local political subdivision" does not mean a school district, whose impact fee
activity is governed by Section 53A-20-100.5.

(12) "Private entity" means an entity with private ownership that provides culinary water
that is required to be used as a condition of development.

(13) (a) "Project improvements" means site improvements and facilities that ave:

(i) planned and designed to provide service for development resulting from a
development activity;

(ii) necessary for the use and convenience of the occupants or users of development
resulting from a development activity; and

(iii) not identified or reimbursed as a system improvement.

(b) "Project improvements" does nol mean system improvements.

(14) "Proportionate share” means the cost of public facility improvements thal are
roughly proportionate and reasonably related to the service demands and needs of any
development activity.

(15) "Public facilities" means only the following impact fee facilities that have a life
expectancy of 10 or more years and are owned or operated by or on behalf of a local political
subdivision or private entity:

(a) water rights and water supply. treatment, and distribution facilities;

(b) wastewater collection and treatment facilities;

(c) storm water, drainage, and flood control facilities;

() municipal power lacilities;

{e) roadway facilities;

(f) parks, recreation facilities, open space, and trails;



(2) public salety facilities; or

(h) environmental mitigation as provided in Section 11-36a-205.

(16) (a) "Public safety facility” means:

(i} a building constructed or leased to house police, fire, or olher public safety entities; or

(ii) a fire suppression vehicle costing in excess of $300,000.

(b) "Public safety facility" does not mean a jail, prison, or other place of involuntary
mcarceration.

(17) () "Roadway facilities" means a street or road that has been designated on an
officially adopted subdivision plat, roadway plan, or general plan of a political subdivision,
together with all necessary appurtenances.

(b) "Roadway facilities" includes associated improvements to a federal or state roadway
only when the associated improvements:

(i) are necessitated by the new development; and

(ii) are not funded by the state or federal government,

(¢) "Roadway facilities" does not mean federal or state roadways.

(18) (n) "Service area" means a geographic area designated by a local political
subdivision on the basis of sound planning or engineering principles in which a defined set of
public facilities provides service within the areu.

(b) "Service area" may include the entire local political subdivision;

(19) “Specified public agency" means:

(a) the state;

(b) a school district; or

() a charter school,

(207 (a) "System improvements" means:

(i) existing public facilities that are:

(A) identified in the impact fee analysis under Section 11-36a-304; and

(B) designed to provide services to service areas within the community at large; and

(i) future public facilities identified in the impact fee analysis under Section 11-36a-304
that are intended to provide services to service areas within the community at large.

(b) "System improvements” does not mean project improvements,



11-36a-201. Impact lees.

(1) A local political subdivision or private entity shall ensure that any imposed impact
fees comply with the requirements of this chapter,

(2) A local political subdivision and privale entity may establish impact fees only for
those public facilities defined in Section 11-36a-102.

(3) Nothing in this chapter may be construed to repeal or otherwise eliminale an impact
fee in effect on the effective date of this chapter that is pledged as a source of revenues to pay
bonded indebtedness that was incwrred before the effective date of this chapter,



11-36a-202. Prohibitions on impact fees.

(1) A local political subdivision or privale entity may not;

(a) impose an impact fee to;

(i) cure deficiencies ina public facility serving existing development;

(i1} raise the established level ol service of a public facility serving existing development;

(iii) recoup more than the local palitical subdivision's or private entity's costs actually
incurred for excess capacity in an existing system improvement; or

(iv) include an expense for overhead, unless the expense is calculated pursuant to a
methodology that is consistent with:

(A) generally accepted cost accounting practices; and

(B) the methodological standards set forth by the federal Office of Management and
Budget for federal grant reimbursement;

(b) delay the construction of a school or charter school because of a dispute with the
school or charter school over impact fees; or

(¢) impose or charge any other [ees as a condition of development approval unless those
ftees are a reasonable charge for the service provided,

(2) (a) Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, 4 political subdivision or
private entity may not impose an impact fee:

(i) on residential components of development to pay for a public safety facility that is a
fire suppression vehicle;

(ii) on a school district or charter school for a park, recreation [aeility, open space, or
trail;

(1ii) on a school district or charter school unless:

(A) the development resulting from the school distriet's or charter school's development
activity directly results in a need for additional system improvements for which the lmpact fee is
imposed; and

(B) the impact fee is calculated to cover only the school district’s or ¢harter school's
proportionate share of the cost of those additional system improvements; or

(iv) to the extent that the impact fee includes a component for a law enforcement faeility,
on development activity for:

(A) the Utah National Guard;

(B) the Utah Highway Patrol; or

(C) astate institution of higher education that has its own police force.

(b) (i) Motwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, a politcal subdivision ar
private entity may not impose an impact fee on development activity that consists of the
construction of a school, whether by a school district or a charter school, if;

(A) the school is intended to replace another school, whether on the same or a different
parcel;

(B) the new school creates no greater demand or need for public facilities than the schoal
or school facilities, including any portable or modular classrooms that are on the site of the
replaced school at the time that the new school is proposed; and

(C) the new school and the school being replaced are both within the boundary of the
local political subdivision or the jurisdiction of the private entity.

(i) If the imposition of an impact fee on a new school is not prohibited under Subsection
(2)(b)(i) because the new school creates a greater demand or need for public facilities than the



school being replaced, the impact Tee shall be based only on the demand or need that the new
school creates for public facilities that exceeds the demand or need that the school being replaced
creates for those public facilities.

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, a political subdivision or private
entity may impose an impact fee for a road facility on the state only il and 1o the extent that:

(i) the state's development causes an impact on the road facility; and

(ii) the portion of the road facility related to an impaet fee is not funded by the state or by
the federal government,

(3) Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, a local political subdivision may
impose and collect impact fees on behalfl of a school district if authorized by Section
53A-20-100.5,



11-36a-203. Private entity assessment of impact fees -—- Charges for water rights,
physical infrastructure — Notice - Audit.

(1) A private entity:

(a) shall comply with the requirements of this chapier before imposing an impact fee: and

(b} except as otherwise specified in this chapter, is subject to the same requirements of
this chapter as a local political subdivision.

(2) A privale entity may only impose a charge for water rights or physical infrastructure
necessary to provide water or sewer facilities by imposing an impact fee.

(3) Where notice and hearing requirements are specified, a private entity shall comply
with the notice and hearing requirements for local districts.

(4) A private entity thal assesses an impact lee under this chapter is subject to the audit
requirements of Title 51, Chapter 2a, Accounting Reports from Political Subdivisions, Interlocal
Organizations, and Other Local Entities Act.



11-36a-204. Other names for impact fees,
(1) A fee that meets the definition of impact [ee under Section 11-36a-102 is an impact
fee subject to this chapter, regardless of whal term the local political subdivision or private entity

uses to refer to the fee.
(2) A local political subdivision or private entity may not avoid application of this
chapter to a fee that meets the detinition of an impact fee under Section 11-36a-102 by referring

to the fee by another nume.



11-36a-205. Environmental mitigation impact fees.

Notwithstanding the requirements and prohibitions of this chapter, a local political
subidivision may impose and assess an impact lee for environmental mitigation when:

{1) the local political subdivision has formally agreed to fund a Habitat Conservation
Plan to resolve conflicts with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, 16 LLS.C. Sec. 1531, et seq.
or olher state or federal environmental law or regulation;

(2) the impact fee bears a reasonable relationship o the environmental mitigation
required by the Habitat Conservation Plan; and

(3) the legislative body of the local political subdivision adopts an ordinance or
resolution:

{a) declaring that an impact fee is required to finance the Habitat Conservation Plan;

(b) establishing periodic sunset dates for the impact fee; and

(¢) requiring the legislative body to:

(1) review the impact fee on those sunset dates;

(i) determine whether or not the impact fee is still required to finance the Habitat
Conservalion Plan; and

(iit) affirmatively reauthorize the impact fee if the legislative body finds that the impact
fee must remain in effect.



11-36a-301. Impact lee facilities plan.

(1) Before imposing an impact lee, each local political subdivision or private entity shall,
except as provided in Subsection (3), prepare an impact fee facilities plan to determine the public
facilities required to serve development resalting from new development activity.

(2) A municipalily or county need not prepare a separate impact fee facilities plan if’ the
general plan required by Section 10-9a-401 or 17-27a-401, respectively, contains the elements
required by Section 11-36a-302,

(3) (a) A local political subdivision with a population, ar serving a population, of less
than 5,000 as of the last federal census need not comply with the impact fee facilities plan
requirements of this part, but shall ensure that;

(1) the impact [ees that the local political subdivision imposes are based upon a
reasonable plan; and

(ii) each applicable notice required by this chapter is given,

(b} Subsection (3)(a) does not apply to a private entity.



11-36a-302, Impact Tee facilities plan requirements — Limitations — School distriet
or charter school.

(1) Animpact fee facilities plan shall identify:

(a) demands placed upon existing public facilities by new development activity; and

(b) the proposed means by which the local political subdivision will meet those demands.

(2) In preparing an impael fee facilities plan, each local political subdivision shall
generally consider all revenue sources, including impact fees and anticipated dedication of
system improvements, to finance the impacts-on system improvements,

(3) A local political subdivision or private entity may only impose impact fees on
development activities when the local political subdivision's or private entity's plan for financing
system improvements establishes that impact fees are necessary (o achieve an equitable
alloeation to the costs borne in the past and to be borne in the future, in comparison to the
benefits already received and yet to be received.

(4) (a) Subject to Subsection (4)(c), the umpact lee facilities plan shall include a public
facility for which an impact fee may be charged or required for a school district or charter school
if the local political subdivision is aware of the planned location of the school district facility or
charter school:

(i) through the planning process; or

(i1} after recerving a written request from a school district or charter school that the
public lacility be included in the impact fee facilities plan.

(b} If necessary, a local political subdivision or private entity shall amend the impact fee
facilities plan to reflect a public facility described in Subsection (4)(a).

(c) (i) In accordance with Subsections 10-9a-305(4) and 17-27a-305(4), a local political
subdivision may not require a school district or charter school to participate in the cost of any
roadway or sidewalk.

(i) Notwithstanding Subsection (4)(c)(i), if a school district or charter school agrees to
build & roadway or sidewalk, the roadway or sidewalk shall be included in the impact fee
facilities plan if the local jurisdiction has an impact fee facilities plan for roads and sidewalks.



11-36a-303, Impact fee analysis,

(1) Subjeet to the notice requirements of Section | 1-36a-504, each local political
subdivision or private entity intending to impose an impact fee shall prepare a wrilten analysis of
each impact lee.

(2) Each local political subdivision or private entity that prepares an impact fee analysis
under Subsection (1) shall also prepare a summary of the impact lee analysis designed to be
understood hy a lay person,



11-36a-304. Impact fee analysis reguirements,

(1) An impaet fee analysis shall:

(a) identify the anticipated impact on or consumplion of any existing capacity of 4 public
facility by the anticipated development activity;

(b) identify the anticipated impact on system improvements required by the anticipated
developiment activity to maintain the established level of service for each public Facility;

(c) subject to Subseetion (2), demonstrate how the anticipated impacts deseribed in
Subsections (1)(a) and (b} are reasonably related to the anticipated development activity;

(d) estimate the proportionate share of:

(i) the costs for existing capacity that will be recouped; and

(i) the costs of impacts on system improvements that are reasonably related (o the new
development activity; and

(e) based on the requirements of this chapter, identify how the impact fee was calculated.

(2} In unalyzing whether or not the propartionate share of the costs of public facilities are
reasonably related to the new development activity, the local political subdivision or private
entity, as the case may be, shall identify, if applicable:

(2) the cost of each existing public facility that has excess capacity to serve the
anticipated development resulting from the new development activity;

(b) the cost of system improvements for each public facility;

(¢) other than impact fees, the manner of financing for each public facility, such as user
charges, special assessments, bonded indebtedness, general taxes, or federal grants;

(d) the relative extent to which development activity will contribute to financing the
excess capacity of and system improvements for each existing public facility, by such means as
user charges, special assessments, or payment from the proceeds of general taxes;

(e) the relative extent to which development activity will contribute to the cost of
existing public facilities and system improvements in the future;

(f) the extent to which the development activity is entitled to a credit against impact fees
because the development activity will dedicate svstem improvements or public facilities that will
offset the demand for system improvements, inside or outside the proposed development:

(g) extraordinary costs, if any, in servicing the newly developed properties; and

{(h) the time-price differential inherent in fair comparisons of amounts paid at different
times.



11-362-305, Cualcolating impact fees,

(1) Incaleulating an impact fee, a local political subdivision or private entity may
include:

(a) the construction contract price;

(b) the cost of acquiring land, improvements, materials, and fixtures;

(¢) the cost for planning, surveying, and engineering lees for services provided for and
directly related to the construction of the system improvements; and

{(d) for a political subdivision, debt service charges, if the political subdivision might use
impacl fees as a revenue stream to pay the principal and interest on bons, notes, or other
obligations issued to finance the costs of the system improvements.

(2) In calculating an impact fee, each local political subdivision or private entity shall
base amounts calculated under Subsection (1) on realistic estimates, and the assumptions
underlying those estimates shall be disclosed in the impact fee analysis.



11-36a-306. Certifieation of impact fee analysis.

(1) Animpact fee facilities plan shall include a written certification from the person or
entity that prepares the impact fee facilities plan that states the following:
" certify that the attached impact fee facilities plan:
l. includes only the costs of public facilities that are:

a. allowed under the Impact Fees Act; and

b. actually incurred; or

¢. projected to be incurred or encumbered within six years after the day on which each
impact fee is paid;
2. does not include:

a. costs of operation and maintenance of public facilities;

b. costs for qualifying public facilities that will raise the level of service for the facilities,
through impact fees, above the level of service that is supported by existing residents;

¢. an expense for overhead, unless the expense is calenlated pursuant to a methodology
that is consistent with generally accepted cost accounting practices and the methodological
standards set forth by the federal Office of Management and Budget for federal grant
reimbursement; and
3. complies in each and every relevant respect with the Impact Fees Act."

(2} An impact fee analysis shall include a written certification from the person or entity
that prepares the impact fee analysis which states as follows:
"I certify that the attached impact fee analysis:
|, includes only the costs of public facilities that are:

a. allowed under the Impact Fees Act; and

b. actually incurred; or

¢. projected to be incurmred or encumbered within six years after the day on which each
impact fee is paid;
2. does not include:

a. costs of operation and maintenance of public facilities;

b. costs for qualifying public facilities that will raise the level of service for the facilities,
through impact fees, above the level of service that is supported by existing residents;

¢. an expense for overhead, unless the expense is calculated pursuant to a methodology
that is consistent with generally accepted cost accounting practices and the methodological
standards set forth by the federal Office of Management and Budget for federal grant
reirmbursement;
3. ofisets costs with grants or other allernate sources of payment; and
4. complies in each and every relevant respect with the lmpact Fees Aet."



11-36a-401. Impact fee enactment.

(1) (a) A local political subdivision or private entity wishing to impose impact fees shall
pass an impact fee enactment in accordance with Section | 1-36a-402.

(b) Animpact fee imposed by an impact fee enactment may not exceed the highest fee
justified by the impact fee analysis.

(2) Animpact fee enactment may not take effect until 90 days after the day on which the
impact fee enactment is approved.



11-36a-402. Required provisions of impact fee enactment.

(1) A loeal pohitical subdivision or privale entity shall ensure, in addition to the
requirements deseribed in Subsections (2) and (3), that an impact fee enactment contains:

(a) a provision establishing one or more service areas within which the local political
subdivision or private entity calculates and imposes impact fees for various land use categories;

(b} (1) aschedule of impact fees for each type ol development aclivily that specifies the
amount ol the impact fee to be imposed for each type of system improvement; or

(ii) the formula that the local political subdivision or private entity, as the case may be,
will use to calculate each impact fee;

(¢) a provision authorizing the local political subdivision or private entity, as the case
may be, to adjust the standard impact fee at the time the fee is charged to:

(1) respond to:

(A) unusual cireumstances in specific cases; or

(B) arequest for a prompt and individualized impact fee review for the development
activity of the state, a school distriet, or a charter school and an offset or credit for a public
facility For which an impact fee has been or will be collected; and

(ii) ensure that the impact fees are imposed [airly; and

(d) a provision governing calculation of the amount of the impact fee to be imposed on a
particular development that permits adjustment of the amount of the impact fee based upon
studies and data submitted by the developer,

(2) A local political subdivision or private entity shall ensure that an impact fee
enactment allows a developer, including a school district or a charter school, lo receive a credit
against or proportionate reimbursement of an impact fee if the developer:

(a) dedicates land for a system improvement;

(b) builds and dedicates some or all of a system improvement; or

(c) dedicates a public facility that the local political subdivision or private entity and the
developer agree will reduce the need for a system improvement,

(3) A local political subdivision or private entity shall include a provision in an impact
fee enactment that requires a credit against impact fees for any dedication of land for,
improvement to, or new construction of, any system improvements provided by the developer if
the facilities:

(a) are system improvements; or

(b) (i) are dedicated to the public; and

(i) offset the need for an identified system improvement.



11-36a-403. Other provisions of impact fee enactment.

(1) Aloeal political subdivision or private entity may include a provision in an impact
fee enactment [hat:

(a) provides an impact lee exemption for;

(i) development activity attributable to;

(A) low income housing;

(B) the state;

(C) subject to Subsection (2), a school district; or

(D) subject to Subsection (2), a charter school; or

(ii) other development activity with a broad public purpose; and

(b) except for an exemption under Subsection (1)(a)(()(A), establishes one or maore
sources of funds other than impact fees to pay for that development activity.

(2) Animpact fee enactment that provides an impact fee exemption for development
activity attributable to a school district or charter school shall allow either a school district or a
charter school w qualify for the exemption on the same basis.

(3) An impact fee enactment that repeals or suspends the collection of impact fees is
exempt from the notice requirements of Section 11-36a-504,



11-36a-501. Notice of intent to prepare an impact fee facilities plan.

(1) Before preparing or amending an impact lee facilities plan, a local political
subdivisian or private entity shall provide written notice ol its intent to prepare or amend an
impact fee facilities plan,

(2) A notice required under Subsection (1) shall:

(a) indicate that the local political subdivision or private entity intends to prepare or
amend an impact fee facilities plan;

(b) describe or provide a map of the geographic area where the proposed impact fee
facilities will be located; and

(c) subject to Subsection (3), be posted on the Utah Public Notice Website created under
Section 63F-1-701.

(3) For a private entity required (o post notice on the Utah Public Notice Websile under
Subsection (2)(c):

(a) the private entity shall give notice to the general purpose local government in which
the private entify's private business office is located: and

(b) the general purpose local government described in Subsection (3)(a) shall post the
notice on the Utah Public Notice Website.



11-36a-502. Notice to adopt or amend an impact fee facilities plan.

(1) 1fa local political subdivision chooses 1o prepare an independent impact fee facilities
plan rather than include an impact fee lacilitics element in the general plan in accordance with
Section 11-36a-301, the local political subdivision shall, before adopting or amending the impact
fee facilities plan:

(a) give public notice, in accordance with Subsection (2), of the plan or amendment st
least 10 days before the day on which the public hearing described in Subsection (1)(d) is
scheduled;

(b) make a copy of the plan or amendment, together with 2 summary designed to be
understood by a lay person, available to the public;

(c) place a copy of the plan or amendment and summary in each public library within the
local political subdivision; and

(d) hold a public hearing to hear public comment on the plan or amendment.

(2) With respect to the public notice required under Subsection (1)(a):

(a) each municipality shall comply with the notice and hearing requirements of, and,
except as provided in Subsection 11-36a-701(3)(b)(ii), receive the protections of Sections
10-92-205 and 10-9a-801 and Subsection 10-9a-502(2);

(b) each county shall comply with the notice and hearing requirements of, and, except as
provided in Subsection |1-36a-701(3)(b)(ii), receive the protections of Sections 17-27a-205 and
17-27a-801 and Subsection 17-27a-502(2); and

(e) each local district, special service disirict, and private entity shall comply with the
notice and hearing requirements of, and receive the protections of, Section 17B-1-111.

(3) Naothing contained in this section or Section | 1-36a-303 may be construed to require
involvement by a planning commission in the impact fee facilities planning process.



11-36a-503. Notice of preparation of an impaet fee analysis.

(1) Before preparing or contracling o prepare an impact lee analysis, cach local political
subdivision or, subject lo Subsection (2), private enlity shall post a public notice on the Utah
Public Natice Website created under Section 63F-1-701.

(2) For a private entity required to post notice on the Utah Public Notice Website under
Subsection (1):

(a) the privale entity shall give notice to the general purpose local government in which
the private entity's primary business is located; and _

(b) the general purpose local government described in Subsection (2)(a) shall post the
notice on the Utah Public Notice Website.



11-36a-504. Notice of intent to adopt impact fee enactment — Hearing —
Protections,

(1) Before adopting an impact fee enactment:

(a) amunicipality legistative body shall:

(i) comply with the notice requirements of Section 10-9a-205 as if the impact fee
enactment were a land use ordinance;

(i) hold & hearing in accordance with Section 10-9a-502 as if the impact fee enactment
were a lamd use ordinance; and

(iii) except as provided in Subsection 11-36a-701(3)}(b)(ii), receive the protections of
Section [0-9a-801 as if the impact fee were a land use ordinance;

(b) a county legislative body shall:

(1) comply with the notice requirements of Section 17-27a-2035 as il the impaci fee
enactment were a land use ordinance;

(ii) hold a hearing in aceordance with Section 17-27a-302 as if the impact fee enactment
were a land use ordinance; and

(iil) except as provided in Subsection 11-36a-701(3)(b)(ii), receive the profections of
Section 17-27a-801 as if the impact fee were a land use ordinance;

(c) alocal district or special service district shall:

(1) comply with the notice and hearmg requirements of Section 17B-1-111; and

(ii) receive the protections of Section |7B-1-111;

(d) alocal political subdivision shall at least 10 days before the day on which a public
hearing is scheduled in accordance with this section:

(i) make a copy of the impact fee enactment available to the public; and

(i) post notice of the local political subdivision's intent to enact or modify the impact
fee, specifying the type of impact fee being enacted or modified, on the Utah Public Notice
Website created under Section 63F-1-701; and

(¢} a local political subdivision shall submit a copy of the impact fee analysis and a copy
of the summary of the impaect fee analysis prepared in accordance with Section 11-36a-303 on its
website or to each public library within the local political subdivision.

(2) Subsection (1)(a) or (b) may not be construed to require involvement by a planning
commission in the impact fee enactment process.



I1-36a-601. Accounting of impact fees,

A local political subdivision that collects an impact lee shall:

(1) establish a separate interest bearing ledger account for each type of public facility for
which an impact fee is collected;

(2) deposit a receipt for an impaet fee in the appropriate ledger account established under
Subsection (1);

(3) retain the interest earned on each fund or ledger account in the fund or ledger
account;

(4) at the end of each fiscal vear, prepare a report on each fund or ledger account
showing:

(1) the source and amount of all money collected, eamed, and received by the fund or
ledger account; and

(b) each expenditure from the fund or ledger account; and

(5) produce a report that:

(a) identifies impact fee funds by the year in which they were received, the project from
which the funds were collected, the impact fee projects for which the funds were budgeted, and
the projected schedule for expenditure;

(b) isin a format developed by the state auditor;

(¢) is certified by the local political subdivision's chief financial officer; and

(d) is transmitted annually to the state auditor,



11-36a-602. Expenditure of impact fees.

(1) A local political subdivision may expend impact lees only for a system improvement:

(1) identified in the impact fee {acilities plan; and

(b} for the specific public facility type for which the fee was collected.

(2) (a) Except as provided in Subsection (2)b), a local political subdivision shall expend
or encumber the impact fees for a permissible use within six years of their receipt.

(h) A local palitical subdivision may hold the fees for longer than six years if it
identifies, in writing:

(i) an extraordinary and compelling reason why the fees should be held longer than six
years: and

(ii) an absolute date by which the lees will be expended.



11-36a-003. Refumds.

A local political subdivision shall refund any impact fee paid by a developer, plus interest
emrned, when:

(1) the developer does not proceed with the development activity and has filed a written
request for a refund;

(2) the fee has not been spent or encumbered; and

(3) no impact has resulted.



11-36a=-701. lmpact Tee challenge.

(1) A person or an entity residing in or owning property within a service area, or an
organization, association, or a corporation representing the inferests of persons or entities owning
property within a service area, has standing to file a declaratory judgment action challenging the
validity of an impact fee,

(2) (a) A persom or anentity required w pay an impact fee who believes the impact fee
does not meel the requirements of law may file a written request for information with the local
political subdivision who established the impact fee.

(b) Within two weeks after the receipt of the request for information under Subsection
(2)(n), the local political subdivision shall provide the person or entity with the impact fec
analysis, the impact fee facilities plan, and any other relevant information relating 10 the impact
fee.

(3] (a) Subject to the time limitations described in Section 11-36a-702 and procedures set
forth in Section 11-36a-703, a person or an entity that has paid an impact fee that was imposed
by a local political subdivision may challenge:

(i) if the impact fee enactment was adopted on or after July 1, 2000;

(A) subject to Subsection (3)(b)(1) and except as provided in Subsection (3)(b)(ii),
whether the local political subdivision complied with the notice requirements of this chapter with
respect to the imposition of the impact fee; and

(B) whether the local political subdivision complied with other procedural requirements
of this chapter for imposing the impact fee; and

(ii) except as limited by Subsection (3)(c), the impact fee.

(b) (i) The sole remedy for a challenge under Subsection (3)(a)(i)(A) is the equitable
remedy of requiring the local political subdivision to correct the defective notice and repeat the
process.

(ii) The protections given to a municipality under Section 10-9a-801 and to & county
under Section 17-27a-801 do not apply in a challenge under Subsection (3)(a)(i)(A).

(c) The sole remedy for a challenge under Subsection (3)(a)(ii) is a refund of the
difterence between what the person or entity paid as an impact fee and the amount the impact fee
should have been if it had been correctly caleulated.

(4) (a) Subject to Subsection (4)(d), if an impact fee that is the subject of an advisory
opinion under Section 13-43-205 is listed as a cause of action in litigation, and that cause of
action is ligated on the same facts and circumstances and is resolved consistent with the
advisory opinion:

(i) the substantially prevailing party on that cause of action:

(A) may collect reasonable attomey fees and court costs pertaining to the development of
that cause of action from the date of the delivery of the advisory opinion to the date of the court's
resolution: and

(B) shall be refunded an impact fee held to be in violation of this chapler, based on the
difference between the impact fee paid and what the impact fee should have been if the
government entity had correctly calculated the impact fee; and

(ii) in accordance with Section 13-43-206, a government entity shall refund an impact fee
held to be in violation of this chapter to the person who was in record title of the property on the
day on which the impact fee for the property was paid if:

(A) the impact fee was paid on or after the day on which the advisory opinion on the



impact fee was issued bul belore the day on which the final court ruling on the impact fee is
1ssted; and -

(B} the person described in Subsection (3)(a)(i) requests the impact fee refund from the
government entity within 30 days after the day on which the court issued the final ruling on the
impact fee,

(b)Y A government entity subject to Subsection (3)(a)(ii) shall refund the impact fee based
on the difference between the impact fee paid and what the impact fee should have been if the
government entity had correctly calculated the impact fee.

(¢) Subsection (4) mav not be construed to create a new cause of action under land use

loaw,
(d) Subsection (3)(a) does not apply unless the resolution described in Subsection (3)(a)

is final.



11-36a-702. Time limitations.

(1) A person or an entity that initiates a challenge under Subsection |1-36a-701(3)(a)
may not initiate that challenge unless it is initiated within:

(a) fora challenge unier Subsection 1 1-26a-701(3)(a)(i)(A), 30 days after the day on
which the person or entity pays the impact fee;

(b) for a challenge under Subsection 11-36a-701(3)(a)(i)(B), 180 days after the day on
which the person or entity pays the impact fee; or

(¢) forachallenge under Subsection 11-36a-701(3)(a)(ii), one vear after the day on
which the person or entity pays the impact fee.

(2) The deadline to file an action in district court is tolled from the date that a challenge
is filed using an administrative appeals procedure described in Section 11-36a-703 unti| 30 days
after the day on which a final decision is rendered in the administrative appeals procedure.



11-36a-703, Procedures for challenging an impact fee.

(1) (a) A local political subdivision may establish, by ordinance or resolution, an
administrative appeals procedure o consider and decide a challenge to an impact fee.

(b) [fthe local political subdivision establishes an administrative appeals procedure, the
local political subdivision shall ensure that the procedure includes a requirement that the local
political subdivision make its decision no later than 30 days afer the day on which the challenge
to the impact fee is filed,

(2) A challenge under Subsection 11-36a-701(3)(a) is initiated by filing:

(a) if the local political subdivision has established an administrative appeals procedure
under Subsection (1), the necessary document, under the administeative appeals procedure, for
initiating the administraiive appeal;

(b) arequest for arbitration as provided in Section 11-36a-705; or

(c) an action in district court.

(3) The sole remedy lor a successful challenge under Subsection |1-36a-701(1), which
determines that an impact [ee process was invalid, or an impact fee is in excess of the fee allowed
under this act, is a declaration that, until the local political subdivision or private entity enacts a
new impact fee study, from the date of the decision forward, the entity may charge an impact fee
only as the court has determined would have been appraopriate if it had been properly enacted.

(4) Subsections (2), (3), 11-36a-701(3), and 11-362-702(1) may not be construed as
requiring a person or an entity to exhaust administrative remedies with the local political
subdivision before filing an action in district court under Subsections (2), (3), 11-36a-701(3). and
11-36a-702(1).

(5) The judge may award reasonable attorney fees and costs to the prevailing party in an
action brought under this section,

(6) This chapter may not be construed as restricting or limiting any rights to challenge
impact fees that were paid before the effective date of this chapter.



L1-36a-704, Mediation,

(1) In addition to the methods of challenging an impact fee under Section 11-36a-701, a
specified public agency may require a local political subdivision or private entity to participale in
mediation of any applicable impact fee.

(2) To require mediation, the specified public agency shall submil a written request for
mediation to the local political subdivision or private entity.

(3) The specified public agency may submit a request for mediation under this section at
any time, but no later than 30 days after the day on which an Impact fee is paid,

(4) Upon the submission of a request for mediation under this section, the local political
subdivision or private entity shall:

(a) cooperate with the specified public agency to select a mediator; and

(b) participate in the mediation process.



L1-36a-T05. Arbitration.

(1) A person or entity intending 1o challenge an impact fee under Section 11-36a-703
shall file a written request for arbitration with the local political subdivision within the time
limitation described in Section 11-36a-702 for the applicable type of challenge,

(2} IF'a person or an entity files a written request for arhitration under Subsection (1), an
arbitrator or arbitcation panel shall be selected as follows:

(a) the local political subdivision and the person or entity filing the request may agree on
a single arbitrator within 10 days after the day on which the request for arbitration is filed: or

(b} if a single arbitrator is not agreed to in accordance with Subsection (2)(a), an
arbi{ration panel shall be created with the following members:

(i) each party shall select an arbitrator within 20 days after the date the request is filed;
and

(ii) the arbitrators selected under Subsection (2)(b)(i) shall select a third arbitrator.

(3) The arbitration panel shall hold a hearing on the challenge no later than 30 days after
the day on which:

(a) the single arbitrator is agreed on under Subsection (2)(a); or

(b) the two arbitrators are selected under Subsection (2)(b)(i).

(4) The arbitrator or arbitration panel shall issue a decision in writing no later than 10
days after the day on which the hearing described in Subsection (3) is completed.

(5) Except as provided in this section, each arbitration shall be governed by Title 78B,
Chapter 11, Utah Uniform Arbitration Act.

(6) The parties may agree to:

(a) binding arbitration;

(b) formal, nonbinding arbitration; or

(¢) informal, nonbinding arbitration.

(7) Ifthe parties agree in writing to binding arbitration:

(a) the arbitration shall be binding;

(b) the decision of the arbitration panel shall be final;

(c) neither party may appeal the decision of the arbitration panel; and

(d) notwithstanding Subsection (10), the person or entity challenging the im pact fee may
nol also challenge the impact fee under Subsection 11-36a-701(1) or Subsection
1 1-36a-703(2)(a) or (2)(c).

(8) (a) Except as provided in Subsection (8)(b), if the parties agree to formal, nonbinding
arbitration. the arbitration shall be governed by the provisions of Title 63G, Chapter 4,
Administrative Procedures Act,

(b) For purposes of applying Title 63G, Chapter 4, Administrative Procedures Act, to a
formal, nonbinding arbitration under this section, notwithstanding Section 63G-4-502, "agency"
means a local political subdivision.

(9) (a) Anappeal from a decision in an informal, nonbinding arbitration may be filed
with the district court in which the local political subdivision is located.

(b) Anappeal under Subsection (9)(a) shall be filed within 30 days after the day on
which the arbitration panel issues a decision under Subsection (4).

() The district court shall consider de novo each appeal filed under this Subsection (9).

(d) Notwithstanding Subsection (10), a person or entity that files an appeal under this
Subsection (9) may not also challenge the impact fee under Subsection 11-36a-701(1) or



Subsection 11-36a-703(2)(a) or (2)(c).

(10} (a) Except as provided in Subsections (7)(d) and (9)(d), this section may not be
construed to prohibil a person or entity from challenging an impact fee as provided in Subsection
11-36a-701(1) or Subsection |1-36a-703(2)(a) or (2)(c).

(b) The filing of 3 written request for arbitration within the required time in accordance
with Subsection (1) tolls all time limitations under Section 11-36a-702 until the day on which the
arbitration panel issues a decision,

(11) The person or entity filing a request for arbitration and the local political subdivision
shall equally share all costs of an arbitration proceeding under this section,



City Council Staff Report

Subject: Storm Water Capital Facilities and
Impact Fee Study

Author: Jon Andersen

Department: Public Works

Date: December 3, 2013

Recommendation

City Staff recommends the approval of Ordinance 13-22 Adopting the Storm Water Capital
Facilities Plan an Impact Fee study.

Background
The current storm water capital facilities plan was completed in January 1998. Due to the

age of the plan, City staff wanted needed to have a current plan to utilize. The Purpose of
the storm drain capital facilities plan is to define areas with drainage problems, identify
needed drainage improvements, and to provide guidance for storm drain improvements
associated with future residential and commercial development.

Analysis

The current impact for a single family residence is $578.00 and for commercial or high
density residential is $0.47 per square foot. As a result of the study the recommended
impact fee for single family residence is $4120.80 and the highest recommended fee for
commercial or high density residential is $1.36 per square foot. The Impact Fee Act
indicates the City Council may not impose an impact fee that is higher than the highest fee
justified by this study however, the City Council is free to enact a lower fee if it is deemed
appropriate.

Significant Impacts
Impact fees will be collected and added to the Strom water fund. Impact fees collected will

be utilized on current or future storm drain projects.

Attachments
See Storm Dain Capital Facilities Plan & Impact Fee Analysis included in the packet.
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