
 

BRIGHTON TOWN COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 
 

Tuesday, September 13th, 2022, at 6:30 pm 
 

 

NOTICE is hereby given that the Brighton Town Council will meet on Tuesday, September 13th, 2022 for 

it’s regular meeting at 6:30pm, in a hybrid format. In person at Fire Station 108, 6788 S Big Cottonwood 

Canyon Road, and electronically via Zoom. 

 

TO JOIN THE ZOOM MEETING 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82374671266?pwd=NVBwNndlQkhiMXNTM01DQm00aWsxQT09 

 

Meeting ID: 823 7467 1266 

Passcode: 021856 

One tap mobile 

(669)900-6833 

 

 

1.  CALL TO ORDER AT 6:30 PM.  

 

 

2. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 

 

3. PUBLIC INPUT You can email your comment to townclerk@brighton.utah.gova ahead of time to be 

read during the public input section. You may also use the raise hand feature to speak at this time. All 

comments during the meeting shall be held until section 8.  

 

 

4.  MINUTES  Approval of Town Council Minutes for August 9th, 2022; and Short-Term Rental 

Subcommittee Minutes for August 25th and September 7th, 2022.   

                          

 

5.  UPD  Cheryl Lenzer  

 

 

6.  UFA  Dusty Dern  

 

 

7.  SKI RESORTS 

Brighton 

Solitude   

 

 

 

8. BUSINESS 

a. Brighton Resort Mid Mountain Restaurant Concept for review. Presented by Mark Buday.  

b. Short-Term Rental Subcommittee Update. For discussion.  
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c. AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING TITLE 14, Chapter 14.04 - DEFINITIONS  

Chapter 14.08 - COUNTY HIGHWAYS; Chapter 14.12 - STANDARDS FOR ROADWAY DEVELOPMENT; Chapter 

14.16 – EXCAVATIONS; Chapter 14.17 - EXCAVATION PERMITS FOR MONUMENTS; Chapter 14.20 - 

ENCROACHMENTS AND OBSTRUCTIONS; Chapter 14.24 - POLES, POSTS AND FENCES; Chapter 14.28 - CANYON 

AND RURAL ROAD MAINTENANCE AND CLASSIFICATION; Chapter 14.32 - SIDEWALK USE AND MAINTENANCE; 

Chapter 14.36 – DRIVEWAYS; Chapter 14.40 - BRIDGES, DITCHES AND WATERWAYS; Chapter 14.44 - SHADE 

TREES; Chapter 14.48 - STREET VACATIONS;  and Chapter 14.52 - UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES AND LIABILITY FOR 

DAMAGES.  For discussion and possible action.  

 

 

9.  PUBLIC INPUT The chat box will reopen for written public comment. You may also use the raise hand 

feature to provide verbal input.  

 

 

10.  REPORTS 

a. Mayor’s Report 

b. Council Members’ Reports 

c. Emergency Management Report 

d. BCCA Report 

 

 

11.  PROPOSALS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

a. Consideration of an Agreement with CWC for Transportation. For discussion and possible action.  

b. Conversation with UFA Chief Burchett  

c. Discussion on hiring a Parking Enforcement Officer 

d. Public outreach about new parking laws that provide safety and passage for emergency vehicles 

 

 

 

12. ADJOURN 
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BRIGHTON TOWN COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
 

Tuesday, August 9th, 2022 at 6:30 pm 
 

 

ATTENDANCE 

Jeff Bossard, Carolyn Keigley, Keith Zuspan, Jenna Malone, Polly McLean, Kara John, Barbara Cameron, 

April Morse, Mike Doyle, Laura Briefer, Zinnia Wilson, Erika Kazi, Nicole Anacker, Abby Layton, Don 

Despain, Erin O’Kelley, Chad Smith, Lisa Englehart, Renae Olsen, Abraham Vanderspek, Katherine 

Anderson, Randy Doyle, 801-891-2000 

 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Jeff Bossard commented that he listened to the audio recording for the last meeting because of his 

absence. It was a poor quality recording because of audio issues and microphones not turned on. We 

will try to do a better job tonight of running a hybrid meeting.  

 

PUBLIC INPUT  

None 

 

MINUTES  

Carolyn Keigley moved to approve the minutes and Keith Zuspan seconded the motion. The minutes 

were approved as submitted for the Town Council meeting on July 12th, 2022. 

                          

UPD   

Chief Cheryl Lenzer was unavailable for the meeting, but she provided a written report:  

The Month of July was very busy for us in all the canyons.  I heard from Sgt. Hill, he had a great time in 

the Brighton Parade.  I had a fun time at the Wildflower Festival.   I shared the tent with UFA and we had 

lots of visitors to our tent.  I had goodies for the kids and handed out some good information to their 

parents. 

We had over 130 calls for UPD in the Town of Brighton.   There have been a few fewer vehicle burglaries 

in Big this month compared to last month.   We have seen a few more traffic accidents but the majority 

of them seem to be outside the road work going on.  

 We have had success with extra enforcement some of the officers are doing.   We have had an increase 

in Watershed citations with swimming at Lake Mary, more dogs have been found and parking issues 

addressed beyond what have been called in or found on proactive patrols.   Officers have either been 

staying over their normal shift or coming in early to focus on those issues that see an increase during the 

summer months.   Our motors unit did a traffic enforcement shift in the lower area of Big last week and 

saw 28 citations issued out. 

We have had a shift change a week ago.   We are fully staffed on the weekends for day shift.   We still 

have an open spot on the afternoons shift for the weekend crew.   We are hoping that spot is filled 

before the winter season is on us.   The officers who were out for surgeries should be back on the road 

very soon as well. 

As always if there are any questions or issues let me know through email or can ask Lt. April Morse who 

is here at the meeting.  



 

 

April Morse clarified that the 28 citations were captured by the motor unity on a secondary assignment. 

Once a month they travel to high volume citation areas to provide extra enforcement. 

 

UFA   

Dusty Dern was unavailable for the meeting but will report on promotions, retirements, construction, 

and fuels mitigation at the next meeting.  

 

SKI RESORTS 

Brighton 

Mike Doyle reported that they are still working on obtaining the permit for Snake Creek Lodge. It’s been 

a slow process that began in April and he’s hoping to have it this week to begin construction. They are 

putting night lights on this summer. They are also working on getting sewer and water to the new 

building. They are starting on a pump house but will likely not be able to finish it until next year because 

Rocky Mountain Power isn’t able to provide power there yet.  

 

Solitude 

Unavailable for the meeting. 

 

BUSINESS 

Introduction to Laura Briefer from SLCDPU 

The agenda order was rearranged to accommodate the presenter’s arrival at the meeting. This item was 

discussed second.  

 

Laura Briefer from Salt Lake City Department of Public Utilities introduced herself as the Department 

Director for the Public Utilities Department. They manage the water supply for 360,000 people within 

Salt Lake City and outside the corporate boundaries. They are also the sanitary sewer provider, storm 

water and flood control provider, and they manage streetlights. They have 450 employees with a budget 

of $400M that includes capital improvement projects such as aging water infrastructure and upgrades to 

meet EPA and State requirements. There is a long history of relationships and collaboration with the 

residents and businesses in Big Cottonwood Canyon since the watershed is one of the main sources of 

drinking water in SLC. This is possible because of the water treatment facility at the mouth of the 

canyon. They have a long history of management obligations with other canyon jurisdictions such as the 

US Forest Service, Salt Lake County, and the Municipal Services District regarding planning and zoning 

elements. They also work with individual residents on issues in addition to collaboration with the ski 

areas, Brighton and Solitude. Current SLCPU discussions regard drought and water supply and how it 

impacts the watershed we live in. They are also making science-based updates to their watershed 

management plan as required under federal and state law to prevent water source pollution. It’s been 

developed through an extensive public process.  

 

Laura addressed drought, water supply, and climate conditions. Drought remained static during July with 

77% of the state in extreme drought. SLC and SL county reported the hottest July on record at 4 to 6 

degrees above normal with the average high at 99.7 degrees Fahrenheit. In July, 18 days were above 100 

degrees. SLCDPU reviews drought and climate projections provided by collaborations with various 



 

 

federal agencies. The next three months expect precipitation to be above average in August but below 

average through October. Temperatures are expected to be above average through October, but it 

shows improvement in drought conditions through the end of October and may be due to increased soil 

moisture. It is better than we’ve seen in the last few years with this recent monsoon season, however 

we are still experiencing drought and expect that to last. By looking at El Nino and La Nina for 

atmospheric patterns they can indicate a trend which is showing a dryer climate. Laura would love to 

see a great snow year. It will take a few good snow years in a row to improve conditions. As far as water 

supply is concerned within the service area, water supply is adequate to meet demand but that is due to 

long term planning and management. They use some ground water resources, but it takes longer to 

replenish ground water aquifers. One of the biggest things that helps SLC is the access to stored water in 

Deer Creek reservoir which is because of two federal projects, the Provo River Project and Central Utah 

Project.  Through these, they’ve allowed allocation from water storage to shareholders. SLCPU practiced 

water conservation last year allowing access to 100% of our share if needed. They have a mix of water 

sources and reservoirs to make sure to get us through multiple years of drought. They make sure not to 

cycle down to a level that makes it difficult to fill reserves. Part of management is managing water 

demand. Laura tracks demand by reviewing a daily report of water usage. To evaluate conservation 

needs, she also monitors how many gallons of water are delivered to their system. The rates are 

compared to levels in the year 2000 for a long term look as well as to the last three years for a short-

term view of conservation performance.  From April 1st through the end of last week, all water users 

saved more than 2 billion gallons of water for the last three years on average. This is a 17 % reduction of 

usage. The service area is growing as population grows but they are still able to save. Peak demand is 

the outdoor irrigation season with the highest water delivery between October 1st and April 1st. Peak 

demand puts the greatest stress on the resources and system. They reduced it by 10% this year over the 

last 3 year average. In 2019-2021 the peak demand was 156 million gallons, but this year was down to 

140 million gallons. The service area is 141 square miles and 365,000 people with a mix of residential, 

commercial, institutional, and industrial uses. Residents are stepping up and doing a wonderful job of 

conserving. It is paramount to manage water during drought and be resilient with water resources.  

 

Jenna Malone asked if Laura has heard from local lawmakers after the New York Times podcast 

regarding the impending disaster. Laura announced the state legislature had 33 pieces of legislation 

statewide relating to water. A good portion of that was related to the Great Salt Lake because of the 

significance and severity of the situation with the shrinking lake. Most of the legislation did not pass 

including a proposed $40M to increase the flows to the GSL from the contributing watersheds such as 

the Jordan River (which BCC Creek feeds into), Bear River watershed, and the Weber River. The issue is 

large and diverse with various counties, land uses, and stakeholders involved with differing interests 

associated with water use in the GSL. She wished there was more media coverage on all the hard work 

going on to address it, although it has been important and pivotal to bring recognition to wider audience 

and highlight impacts of climate change that hadn’t been addressed before. Jeff Bossard found it quite 

surprising and thinks it’s great that the legislature put the money where it was needed. Laura recognized 

representatives Tim Hawks and Joel Ferry for their good leadership on legislation for this issue. Brad 

Wilson did a great job over the last few years and with the Great Salt Lake Summit in March 2022 to 

raise awareness on the issue.  



 

 

 

Jeff Bossard asked what we can do as a town to better support SLCPU or anything as a municipality to 

start or continue doing. Laura suggested the town to continue watershed and source water protection 

against pollution. The concern that gets amplified during drought is losing a source of our drinking water 

due to contamination. The Watershed Management Plan update is taking a scientific look at potential 

fire impacts and vulnerabilities of pollution from run off after fire. In 1999 this canyon was nicknamed 

the asbestos canyon because it was thought it would never burn but we are seeing fire behavior be less 

predictable and fire risk increase. She asked for feedback when the draft plan is out for review.  

Laura acknowledged Mayor Knopp as a great collaborator in the stakeholders’ meetings. There may be 

ideas for partnership coming from that group for things that would provide mutual benefit. Carolyn 

Keigley thanked Laura for bringing up fire mitigation and noted the many fallen trees that need to be 

removed. Laura mentioned a pilot project in parleys canyon for a forest thinning plan which could set 

the stage for what to do in the future. There is a human factor that contributes to watershed risk 

including sanitation, erosion, and development pressures. Keith Zuspan noted the fire mitigation efforts 

are well planned thanks to the contributing efforts of SLCDPU, Forest Service, the town, and neighboring 

communities, as well as Rocky Mountain Power’s efforts to bury power lines.  

 

 

Consideration of an Agreement with the USFS for Ranger Services 

Zinnia Wilson from the US Forest Service presented on the service options for staffing a ranger in the 

Cardiff area. In addition to infrastructure, bathrooms, trails, visitor use, and managing impacts, they also 

provide educational interpretive services, and enforcement for forest protection regulations. Currently, 

they partner with SLC Department of Public Utilities and the Town of Alta for the ranger that manages 

Albion Basin, Cecret Lake, and general roaming in the watershed.  The Town of Brighton could couple for 

a ranger that would be largely focused in the Cardiff Meadows since it is an area that can have negative 

impacts by visitor use if it’s not managed. It frequently sees new visitors, so outreach early on can 

improve behavior as users return. A uniformed employee on the ground can provide user education and 

write citations as necessary. The USFS can customize a position based on how much we want to 

contribute. The factors to be considered are which areas, how many employees, whether it’s only 

staffed seasonally, and if more than weekends, which run from Friday through Monday, are needed. Our 

agreement supplements the Forest Service contributions and an existing agreement with SLCPU.  

 

For comparison, in Alta the ranger focuses on keeping people on the trail and photos to be taken on 

specific platforms to preserve the wildflower zones within Albian Basin and Cecret Lake. They are also 

looking for dogs, people getting in the water, and proactive education about natural resources and 

watershed function. It’s a shorter season there since the road doesn’t open until July 1st. It doesn’t go 

through the fall foliage season, which is busy. It is one full time position operating on four ten-hour days 

from Friday through Monday. Next year they will have two employees.  

 

In the Cardiff meadows, they will have a pop-up tent with a table to welcome people to stop. The ranger 

will also wander to visit with people that don’t choose to stop. Carolyn Keigley recommended staffing 7 

days a week, but priority is Friday through Monday in the afternoons through sunset when weddings or 



 

 

large gatherings occur. A secondary ranger could give coverage the full week with the overlap on a 

weekend day. Jenna Malone commented that this is the project she is the most excited about using 

town funds in partnership with the Forest Service. She prefers focusing efforts in the Cardiff and Donut 

Falls area, but with boots on the ground some occasional attention could be given to the Willow Heights 

area. From a scheduling standpoint, she is satisfied with two rangers Friday through Sunday for most of 

the summer and limiting it to one ranger on Saturday and Sunday in the winter. Coverage for seven days 

is a great goal and can be looked at if needed, but the primary concern is for weekends. Jeff Bossard 

agreed that is a worthy use of funds. Keith Zuspan commented that the direct cost to the town in the 

current contract is $35,000 for a full time GS5 employee for half of the year. The FS and SLCPU 

partnership will contribute funds because of the joint interest in this project bringing the project total to 

$55,279.96 in this draft of the contract.  Zinnia explained that any money for this project goes directly to 

the employees on the ground. There is no overhead for these kinds of agreements. This contract was 

written for a calendar year to begin in 2023 because they can’t hire someone new at this point in the 

season. However, there is interest in starting this as soon as possible, so Zinnia can have an existing 

employee begin here around Labor Day when their summer contract ends.  

Zinnia will rework the contract and return it to the town to with options not to exceed $70,000.  

Jenna Malone made a motion to authorize the mayor pro tem to enter into an agreement with the US 

Forest Service for ranger services in an amount not to exceed $70,000 annually. Carolyn Keigley 

seconded the motion.  

Jeff Bossard: yes 

Carolyn Keigley: yes 

Jenna Malone: yes 

Keith Zuspan: yes 

 

 

Environmental Sustainability Plan 

Erika Kazi from Kazi Sustainability Consulting, along with her partners Nicole Anacker, and Abby Layton 

presented a sustainability plan for Brighton. The full slides were added to the meeting packet.  

The areas of concerns they highlighted were Transportation Within Canyon; Ski Traffic; Waste issues; 

Recycling contamination;  Short-term rentals; Water & Drought; Forest Health & Wildfires; and Sourcing 

Renewable Electricity. They would develop a community forum for residents to voice their concerns to 

help dictate the climate action plan. The sustainability proposal would focus on waste, water, 

transportation, and electricity. It would outline various programs for how to calculate your town 

footprint, how to reduce emissions,  various funding available to support the programs, an overview of 

the next steps, and links to tax credits, grant programs, and rebates.  

 

Regarding waste, there are currently two waste streams that are not being captured on a large scale in 

the Town of Brighton: Glass and Food Waste. Expanding glass and food waste recycling to the residential 

community as initial pilot programs would ensure that the town gets the service that it needs. A typical 

household produces 52 wet kg of food waste per year, which equates to 13,520 wet kg of food waste 

per year for the town, equating to 25,688 kg of CO2 emissions per year. Offering community education 

surrounding recycling will ensure that these programs are understood and utilized will be crucial.  



 

 

Regarding water, they would identify main areas of residential concern surrounding water and its use in 

the canyon. This would ensure clean drinking water for valley residents, while also protecting areas for 

canyon residents and users. They will highlight impacts that prolonged drought will have on the 

community.  

 

Heating solutions could give alternatives to wood stoves, alternatives to propane/natural gas, increased 

insulation, programs that incentivize insulation/electric heating, Wattsmart and Thermwise programs 

offered by Rocky Mountain Power and Dominion Energy.  

 

Transportation solutions could involve Installing electric vehicle chargers in high traffic areas in the 

canyon i.e. Silver Fork, Reynolds Flats, Spruces, etc. Outreach to the community about public 

transportation along with carpooling and the benefits surrounding it. Incentives at the resorts for those 

who do work with UTA to see if the current transportation system can be expanded. Also, statewide 

advocacy and resort communication.  

 

Energy solutions would look into climate buyback programs; renewable energy credits (RECs) are ways 

to fund projects that will help offset CO2; emissions released by the community; installing motion 

sensors into the street lights along the roadways; installing LED lights or doing a community buyback; 

community sponsors for LED retrofitting; solar powering local infrastructure; Power Purchase 

Agreements (PPAs); and “Black out events”.  

 

Climate change risk factors include wildfires, drought, low snowfall, the future of skiing, forest and 

vegetation health, and wildlife health.  

 

Keith asked about feedback on how the WFWRD pilot program is working on food waste removal. It has 

shown to be effective and can compost meat and dairy, which is more than backyard composts can do. 

They use a biodigester and add bacteria to help decompose the material into usable methane gas to be 

purchased by Dominion Energy for electricity or heating homes in the Salt Lake Valley.  Alternatively, a 

biodigester could be purchased for $75,000 to be placed permanently in our community to generate 

usable soil that can be distributed in the environment or sold at farmers markets.  

 

A challenge in our community is the small roadways and heavy snow loads in the summer that could 

make collection challenging. It was suggested that 4 pods that hold 64 gallons each could be located 

near the regular trash bins to simplify pick up. The entire pod would be removed and replaced with a 

clean one. 

 

Jenna Malone would like to see if there is some overlap in our General Plan but there could be room for 

complimentary input. She is glad we are working with resorts since they have the largest impact in the 

canyon.  

It is estimated that the General Plan will be presented at the next town meeting. We can consider an 

agreement after that. Erika quoted a $6,000 project cost. The procurement policy allows the mayor to 



 

 

enter into a contract if the amount is less than $5,000. In this case, the town will put out a request for 

proposal to allow for competing bids before selecting a consultant.  

  

General Plan Update  

Erin O’Kelley from the Municipal Services District presented an update on the General Plan process. The 

Steering Committee reviewed the final document in July. It can be viewed on the hub page: Brighton 

Long Range Planning (arcgis.com) . The webpage also shows survey results as well as the various drafts 

that were worked on monthly over the last year. The public engagement portal shows a map with 

comment pin points that were received in the public workshops. The plan covers chapters on public 

engagement, land use, transportation, housing, natural resources, and resilience and infrastructure.  

The anticipated adoption is schedule. The final draft will be reviewed by the Steering Committee next 

Wednesday then will move to the adoption phase. The Planning Commission will hold a public hearing in 

the September meeting and can adopt the plan at the same time.   

They aimed to draft in a way that gives the community enough leverage to implement changes they 

want to see over time based off community derived goals and objectives. The document is an outline of 

what we want to preserve, what we don’t like and want to change, and what we want to fix over time.  

 

Consideration of an Agreement with CWC for Transportation  

Polly McLean provided a preview of the document although the formal agreement is still in progress. 

Polly spoke with Blake and Shane Topham. The current document highlights how the RFP will look and 

what we’re getting for our money as well as how the distribution will work.  

 

Report on SLVLESA workshop  

Carolyn Keigley reported on the Salt Lake Valley Law Enforcemnt Service Area SLVLESA workshop. They 

are the taxing district that collects money from our property taxes in order to pay UPD. The member 

communities are all townships and unincorporated areas in SL County and they don’t have taxing 

authority like Brighton does as a town. Kennecott provides 40% of the SLVLESA budget although they 

don’t receive 40% of services. Brighton’s level of service depends on them.  

 

This workshop was driven by the state legislature’s desire to cap on what SLVLESA can collect on 

property taxes. This will result in a deficit in their budget as the cap is met and inflation and wage wars 

rise. Keith, Dan, Nate and Carolyn were present along with the other board members and their financial 

groups or city managers. The meeting discussed financial projections, revenue needs, options for 

revenue sources, options for member governing boards, needed legislative changes, state statutes for 

what we can and can’t do to bring in funding. They also reviewed what other municipalities are doing. In 

addition to SLVLESA staff, there was representation from the sheriff, Zion’s public finance consultants, 

and lobbyists to tell the outlook of the current legislative body at this point. Options are to ask the 

lobbyists to raise the tax cap. User fees were looked at but are not an option since they are based on 

each time a call is made and it wouldn’t be affordable. The final option is either property taxes and, or a 

municipal energy sales and use tax which includes telecommunication taxes. The questions is how that 

will affect the businesses and residents in Brighton.  



 

 

The state legislature gave authority for the townships to use the taxation system. They can use it for 

projects other than policing, but it has to be a unanimous decision. They will continue to meet and 

determine a recommendation that Carolyn will bring back to the town council for a vote before the final 

vote is made at the board meeting.  

 

Formal vote appointing Jane Martain in the position of Emergency Manager  

Reviewing past minutes, a formal vote was not made for this appointment. Jeff Bossard moved to 

formally approve Jane Martain in the position of Emergency Manager and Keith Zuspan seconded it.  

Bossard: yes 

Carolyn Keigley: yes 

Jenna Malone: yes 

Keith Zuspan: yes 

 

PUBLIC INPUT  

CHAT BOX COMMENTS 

None 

 

REPORTS 

Mayor’s Report 

As mayor pro temp, Jeff Bossard reported that the Mosquito Abetment meeting acknowledged that 

there are a few cases of West Nile Virus. There have not been any in Brighton.  

He’s received phone calls regarding the construction traffic lights when the appear to be holding traffic 

unevenly. Carolyn will continue to be the contact person to get in touch with the contractors. Yesterday 

was the first day with double stop lights but traffic has continued to flow.  

 

Council Members’ Reports 

Keith Zuspan established a Public Treasures Investment Fund, PTIF account. We can use it to deposit 

excess funds here to collect interest rather than using a non-interest bearing bank account. Our 

revenues have grown over two years so we were able to move $1,950,000 to the PTIF. In two weeks 

we’ve earned $1,000 in interest. We received a second set of ARPA funds so we know have $32,191 for 

approved projects.  

The MSD just completed the FY budget and is now working on the calendar year budget. Last week there 

were presentations from animal services, justice court, and public works for items that will be going into 

the budget. The plan will included $275,000 for Brighton roads. Tomorrow’s board meeting will hear 

another presentation from SLVLESA.  

The Cardiff recycle and trash area have been treated better. He is working with Dave Carlson to get 

doors replaced at the compactor before winter hits. The No Parking signs on the north side of the road 

are all in and the process is complete. The Welcome to Brighton sign is up. We can expect the money 

coming from the MSD for services to be the same as last year. There are no significant changes in our 

budget or their ability to provide us services. Keith was nominated and selected as vice chair.  

 



 

 

Carolyn Keigley added to the construction light topic. She has an email chain for when special events 

and extra cars are expected in the canyon so they can adjust the timers. There is a camera pointed 

towards the ground, another camera pointed at the first car in the line and another camera pointed 

towards the end of the traffic que. 

There had been suspicions from the county council, county mayor, and individuals in the SL valley about 

taxes being collected by county general funds and using those for canyon patrol which would equate to 

double taxation. Jeff Silverstein formed a committee to meet every Friday to discuss how county funds 

are used for policing and remove the misinformation.  

 

Jenna Malone 

Had to leave before report.  

 

Emergency Management Report 

Jane Martain out of town.  

 

BCCA Report 

Barbara Cameron thanked the town of Brighton for supporting BCCA with $5,000. $2,500 goes to adopt 

a trail program in Butler Fork, and a portion goes to the Grafiti Busters. UPD has been grateful for them 

removing gang tags. The rest goes to the 4th of July festivities.  

The BCCA meeting saw an overview of the Environmental Dashboard which will be a great resource to 

support.  

Jane conducted the most organized Chipper Days effort ever.  

For the Fuels Reduction Project, UFA was able to get to most participating homeowners in Brighton and 

Forest Glen. They will be back next year to work in the other communities for families who signed 

up. The Fuels Reduction Project is funded by TOB in an effort to maintain defensible space for wildfire 

mitigation.  

The Brighton Institute gets some town support as well. They requested $2,000 for Brighton Days 

celebration in cooperation with the Cottonwood Canyons Foundation Wildflower Festival.  One third of 

the funding comes from the town and the rest are from donation. Both the BI and BCCA have been 

avenues of public outreach and stewardship and encourage residents to be proud of the place they live.  

 

 

PROPOSALS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

a. After general plan: hiring a meter maid for parking tickets 

b. Public outreach about new parking laws want to enforce and provide safety and for our 

emergency vehicles 

c. STR report  

 

ADJOURN 

Keith Zuspan moved to adjourn the meeting at 9:01pm.  

 

 



 

 

____________________________ 

Submitted by Kara John, Town Clerk 



 

 

BRIGHTON SHORT TERM RENTAL SUB COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

Thursday, August 25th, 2022 at 4:00pm 

 

ATTENDANCE 

Jeff Bossard (meeting chair), Carolyn Keigley, Jenna Malone, Barbara Cameron, Carole McCalla, 

Cameron Platt, Dan Knopp, Kara John, B Tucker, Ben Bennett, Cheryl Lenzer, William Farrell, 

Edylyn Salas, Tom Ward, M. Stewart, Ash, Jim Nakamura, Soroush, Erin O’Kelley, Wendy Gurr, 

Brian Reynolds, Chad Smith, Patricia M., Renae Olsen, Ulrich Brunhart, Wayne Dial 

 

PUBLIC INPUT  

1) The comment was delivered verbally and received by email.  
My name is Ben Bennett.   

 

My wife and I are part time residents of the Town of Brighton.  Our home is located in the Pine 

Tree neighborhood at 6270 Rivers End Road.  I appreciate the STR committee providing a few 

minutes for public input.   

 

In addition to enjoying time in the canyon throughout the year, I also volunteer a considerable 

amount of my personal time working with two different water companies in the canyon (one of 

the largest and one of the smallest) to ensure that residents in those areas continue to enjoy 

reliable, clean drinking water.   

 

The most rewarding part of this volunteer work has been getting to know many residents on a 

personal basis… I now consider some of them to be some of my closest friends.  We are very 

committed to Big Cottonwood Canyon.   

 

For the record, I appreciate (and in fact support) the Town of Brighton’s intent to address 

concerns raised by full time residents regarding short term rentals.  While I don’t agree with all 

aspects of Brighton’s current short term rental ordinance, I do agree with and support the 

intent of the ordinance.  

 

I also find it encouraging that the STR committee started this meeting reviewing actual facts 

about short term rentals including the number of actual complaints.   

 

In an effort to better understand the facts myself, earlier this year, I submitted a GRAMA 

request to the MSD for all STR complaints between March 2021 to March 2022.   

 

I received the following data:  

1. There were a total of 12 complaints during that 12 month period (this doesn’t include a 

test complaint)  

2. Of the 12 complaints, more than half of them, 7 in total, appear to have come from one 

property located in the Brighton loop. 



 

 

3. 1 of the complaints came from Silver Fork 

4. 0 complaints came from the Pine Tree neighborhood  

 

I also took the time to read each and every complaint that was submitted.  For the record, I 

don’t condone or excuse any of the behavior by any STR host that resulted in the complaint.  In 

fact, I’m in full support of the Town’s efforts to follow up and resolve these complaints.  We all 

need to be good neighbors.   

 

At the same time, I would strongly caution all of us from assuming that the negative things that 

have happened with very few short term rentals is or will happen with all short term rentals.   

 

In light of the facts, I find it premature to be discussing limitations on short term rentals by 

neighborhood and /or from a licensing stand point.  

 

When the Town Council put the STR ordinance in place, the intent that I heard was to make 

STRs a permitted use, to streamline the application process and reduce the cost.   

 

At no time did I ever hear that the council’s intent was to limit the number of STRs.  And, I 

would argue that the data does not support limiting the number of STRs (at least not at this 

time).   

 

Allowing some residents to offset the high cost of ownership of their property via STR while 

restricting others from doing the same ultimately turns into the Town Council picking winners 

and losers (no matter what you call it).   

 

I’d strongly encourage the Town Council to rely on the data and the facts to guide any further 

action.  I’d encourage the Town Council to focus energy on responding to and addressing 

complaints and issues with the ordinances and systems in place.   

 

Instead of taking an ordinance or regulatory based approach, I’d encourage the STR committee 

to work closely with individuals who care both about the community as well as property 

rights.  If my work with the two different water companies has taught me anything, it is that the 

best solutions have come from sitting down, listening and understanding differing viewpoints 

and then working together to develop solutions that are acceptable to everyone (note that I 

used the word acceptable vs. perfect).   

 

I appreciate your service on behalf of all of us as members of the Town Council and thank you 

for an opportunity to provide input on this important topic.   

 

Thank you  

  

 

2) Soroush Zaryoun echoed the sentiments of Ben Bennet. He’s lived in Utah for 24 years and 

has seen the canyon become increasingly busy. He purchased a property in Pine Tree two 



 

 

and a half years ago for a future retirement home, but in the meantime enjoys it part time 

and would like to rent it out short-term part of the time. He also serves as a member of the 

Pine Tree water company and he appreciates how precious our canyon and its resources 

are. He noted the variety of individuals and the different uses of the canyon.  The bad 

reputation associated with short term rentals are only because of a few bad names. He 

appreciates the opportunity to provide input. He would like to see us keep the canyon 

pristine and continue to enjoy the natural resources that the canyon gives us year-round; 

and, we should be able to share this place  with others that will do so in a responsible way. 

The owners are the ones to set the expectations with the neighbors and with the renters. 

When he rented his property, it was left clean, and the renters were cordial. It was because 

of the expectations he set. A few bad incidents should not dictate what the rest of the 

property owners are allowed to do.  

 

3) Chad Smith is against a density restriction that would allow some homes to rent an 

unlimited 365 days a year while preventing others with a cap who may only want to rent a 

few weeks a year such as a house swap. It seems fundamentally unfair both in lifestyle and 

in finances. It sets up contention in neighborhoods. It sets up the wrong incentives. We 

want people to keep their property rights, have some short-term rentals, and have a canyon 

that is livable. He plans to eventually have his primary residence in the canyon. He 

explained the reason there might not be more people against this. There are three sides to 

this, one are the people who are grandfathered in with a valid license and wouldn’t 

complain about a cap because it would eliminate further competition. Second are those 

who don’t ever plan to do short-term rentals and are desperate for a solution. Third are a 

small group of people that are resisting a cap because they have future intentions to rent 

but aren’t prepared to do so today. Over time this will become the largest group because 

their neighbors will be renting 365 days a year and may be an absentee landlord with no 

skin in the game as far as the neighborhood quality of living. Even though the council 

decided against it, a limit to the number of days a place can be rented may be a more 

appropriate way to limit density. The mayor was concerned about enforcement, but it’s 

been successful in other communities. Losing a license indefinitely could help to encourage 

compliance. We need to align the rules with our goals. Owners that use their properties will 

ensure good renters opposed to absentee owners that look at their property as a cash cow.  

 

 

Written Public Comment 

Dear Council Staff, 

 

I own the lot on 6261 S Greens Basin road and plan to build my primary residence there very 

soon! 

 

The following are my comments regarding the discussion on short term rental density 

restrictions by neighborhood in the town of Brighton. 

 



 

 

The restrictions and regulations set in place in ordinance 5.19 SHORT-TERM RENTALS are 

adequate and offer a good balance for everyone to enjoy their own private property rights.  I 

think the current policies are fair and not over intrusive on private property rights so long as 

they are enforced properly.   

 

However, any discussion or action to limit the use of a property as a short term rental property 

is a direct violation of those rights. The fact is that Brighton is a recreation and resort town.  It is 

not only part of the town's economy.  It IS the town's economy.   

 

From what I understand there is discussion to limit the number of people who can use their 

property as desired based on the proximity to ski resorts.  Ski resorts are not the only 

recreational activity that is offered by the town of Brighton and its 

surrounding resources.  Mountain biking, hiking, climbing, and trail running, just to name a few, 

are all very much a part of what makes this town awesome in addition to what the resorts 

offer. To limit the amount of people that desire to use their property to capitalize on these 

additional recreational activities is not only wrong, it's criminal!  

 

I believe strongly in being able to use your property for the highest and best use possible 

without infringing on the property rights and property values of neighbors.  This is why I think 

that the current regulations are fair.  I do not see how a restriction like this would accomplish 

anything more than what would already be accomplished if the current regulations are 

enforced properly.   

 

Under the current regulations the properties are required to be held up to certain standards.  I 

think this is best for the property owners, the guests, and the neighbors in our town. There will 

always be guests, owners, and property managers going in and out of these properties.  I find 

these to be way less of a liability than seasonal cabins that are left vacant for months or years 

on end that become dilapidated or damaged when something breaks or gets left on and isn't 

quickly caught.  These seasonal properties are more of a detriment to property values and 

neighboring properties.  They can become unsightly and they pose fire risks due to lack of 

maintaining defensible spaces and sometimes waste water and other resources when things 

get left on. That all being said, that right to use that property in that way has been preserved 

for those property owners, as it should. 

 

Do NOT limit the number of properties that can be used as a short term rental in any area of 

Brighton! Doing so would limit private property rights and would in turn limit the highest and 

best use of each person's property and would affect the overall value of the property for 

property owners.   

 

Thanks for your time and consideration! 

Brian Summers 

 

 

BUSINESS 



 

 

Report on STR permit numbers 

Kara John reported that a count of the MSD’s list of Business Licenses shows 158 total short-term rental 

licenses. Of those, Brighton has 16, Pine Tree has 1, Silver Fork has 10, Solitude has 131 and a couple of 

those are in Giles Flat.  

There are 16 total pending business license applications in the MSD system. That breaks down by 

neighborhood with Brighton having 5, Forest Glen with 1, Pine Tree with 2, Silver Fork with 5, and 

Solitude with 3.  

Jeff commented that some of the pending applications are more than a year old and questioned why it 

takes so long. Erin O’Kelley from the MSD explained that the land use permit is required before the 

business license. The time it takes to approve can vary depending on several factors. There can be a 

delay while waiting on an agency for inspection. Another hold up is if it’s an aging structure that requires 

the owner to make changes or updates before approval.  

 

MSD staff report on STR complaints and enforcement 

There have been 4 complaints in the last six months. Three were in Granicus and a separate 

complaint directly to the MSD problem reporter. Code enforcement has sent letters to the 

owners of these complaints educating them that they need to come into compliance. No fines 

have been levied at this point for illegal short-term rentals. Erin O’Kelley further explained that 

there is a certain amount of time after a notice of noncompliance is issued to allow the 

property owner to respond or remedy the issue before a citation is sent. Evidence is needed to 

issue a citation. Cameron Platt clarified that a review may not be enough to issue a citation, but 

it would lead to confronting the owner. The burden of proof is dependent on the 

preponderance of evidence at 51%. If a neighbor talks to a renter who says they are renting the 

property, that is evidence. Dan Knopp noted that the overall goal is to change behavior and get 

everyone to rent properly. There may be people who still figure out how to skirt the law and 

rent illegally. Enforcement and penalties need to be successful to dissuade people from renting 

illegally. He brought to attention a recent incident where a renter at an illegal STR had two 

service dogs and children that were trespassing on a resident’s property with a very sick family 

member home. The parent became confrontational when the resident demanded the kids 

leave. In this case, it was a weekend evening and for immediate enforcement for dogs in the 

watershed and to deescalate tempers, a call to UPD would have been appropriate. Jim 

Nakamura explained that this rental property began the permit process a few years ago when it 

was still a conditional use permit. When the process changed to permitted use, they refunded 

his Planning Commission Fee. They sent him fire and building comments during the review but 

he had not resolved the issues. After a period of time, the MSD reached out and the ownera 

explained he had a serious family health issues and he needed to postpone the application . 

After several more months MSD reached out again, and he had since hired a property manager 

who was able to return some of the comments for the review. It is still incomplete, but Jim 

notified the property manager that it is illegal to rent until he has his business license.  

Dan noted that this is a typical situation where applicants begin the process and don’t follow 

through but continue renting. Cameron Platt supported that we should pursue enforcement on 

pending applications that rent because we’ve already extended the grace period more than 



 

 

once and it’s been quite a while. In addition to the newly adopted town ordinance on STRs, 

there are state and county laws preventing a business from operating without a license. It was 

agreed that enough warnings have been given and direction to the MSD is to enforce anyone 

renting without a current business license, regardless of a pending application. It was 

recommended for Cameron to look at this case to see if we can enforce this incident. The town 

can fill out a violation notice and give it to the MSD to send out.  

Cameron identified Title 12 in the code as the section that lays out enforcement and appeals. 

The fee schedule is set at $650/day for operating without a license, $650/day for renting less 

than 2 nights, and $650 for holding a special event.  

Jenna Malone echoed that attention should be given to enforcement before we discuss setting 

a cap on number of permits. Most of our rentals are not primary residences so it would not be 

reasonable to require only STRs at primary residences. She would be interested in discussing a 

cap on the number of nights that can be rented to encourage owners to still use their 

properties and have a presence in the community.  

Barbara mentioned the Mill D north complaint. It was clarified that the owner was allowing a 

potential buyer to stay on the property but not as a rental.  

For typical complaints, Kara recommended the Granicus hotline because there is an 

opportunity to speak to a live person 24-7 and to follow the issue until resolution. The caller can 

indicate if they want to receive a call back. They can also choose to remain anonymous. 

Immediately upon a complaint, the hotline sends an email that goes to the town, and the MSD. 

The MSD copies all complaints into their problem reporter system. Kara will add UPD emails for 

these notices.  

 

Penalties for renting without a finalized permit 

There had been a disconnect between the Town Council and the MSD’s code enforcement 

team about whether to enforce short term rental activity on properties that had a pending 

business license and land use permit. There was an initial grace period that was eventually 

extended to allow current rental properties to come into compliance with proper licensing and 

permitting. It was clarified that the intention of the Town Council is to prohibit renting without 

a finalized permit. Applications can sit in the system for months due to many reasons, but 

having to wait to rent would incentivize owners to complete their applications with more 

urgency. Cameron Platt explained that the system could be organized to allow a conditional use 

permit to be issued while waiting on a minor hold up for the finalized permit. All of the pending 

applications in the system are awaiting land use approval rather than the business license side. 

A few months ago, the Town Council adopted an expiration date of 6 months on all land use 

applications. It was clarified that this applies to STR permits that were initiated prior to the 

expiration coming into effect. The fine for renting without a permit is $650 per day. State 

statute prohibits enforcement for listing or advertising a short term rental. There must be 

evidence that a property is being rented such as guest reviews proving a rental exchange.  Dan 

Knopp commented that ULCT are meeting with the legislature too look at the law preventing 

enforcement from a listing. Sally Anderson from MSD code enforcement sent out letters last 

week to all pending applications letting them know they can not rent until their permit is 

finalized.  

 



 

 

Discussion on density by neighborhood  

This item was tabled until the current ordinance can be more thoroughly enforced. Carolyn 

Keigley mentioned that density needs to be discussed because if there are no limitations and 

the STR numbers continue to grow, we will lose our sense of community and neighbors helping 

one another. Dan Knopp confirmed that something will be done about density. Investment 

property prices can price out single families making it harder for people to be full time 

residents. If something is not done to set limits then short-term rentals could make up to 90% 

of our community even if it takes twenty years.  

 

Discussion on business license moratorium  

This item was tabled until the current ordinance can be more thoroughly enforced.  
 

 

PUBLIC INPUT 

VERBAL INPUT:  

1) Wendy Smith from Silver Lake Estates commented. She appreciates the attention and focus on 

this issue and agrees that focusing on enforcement before density is critical. She shares Chad 

and Jenna’s concerns about density and that it will take a way community, as Carolyn 

mentioned. It is making those properties investment properties. We want to encourage renting 

to be with first and second home ownership. If a fine is issued, you need to shut them down if it 

is not paid. Density brings a can of worms when it comes to enforcement. Fewer rules but strict 

enforcement. You don’t have to catch everyone but when you do catch someone the fine needs 

to be stiff.  

2) Ulrich Brunhart recognized it’s a difficult problem to figure out. He shares Carolyn’s concern of 

preserving the fabric of the community. He has 4 short term rentals in his vicinity. There have 

been problems with blocked roads and noise. For the most part it is not intrusive. He thinks it 

should be limited by the number of days per year to maintain the community and why we live 

here. The Planning Commission have not officially met on the STR topic but they have had one 

on one conversations about whether a moratorium would be a good idea.  Since the council is 

talking about doing something to limit density of short-term rentals then people interested in 

investment properties as short term rentals will make sure they go through the steps to be 

grandfathered in with a permit. Carolyn added that towns throughout the state are putting 

limits on density because investors are purchasing 10 to 20 houses. In South Lake Tahoe there is 

only allowance for one property per family to be a short-term rental.  

 

CHAT BOX COMMENTS:  

00:23:43 Ben Bennett: That is me (I live up there full time part of the year) and care about the 

place deeply.   Well said Soroush and Chad. 

 

00:24:13 jim: hi yes this is jim nakamura i cannot talk  

00:24:21 jim: my mic is not working 

00:26:07 Kara John: MSD’s list of Business Licenses shows: 158 total 

LICENSED STRS 

Brighton: 16 

Pine Tree: 1 

Silver Fork: 10 

Solitude: 131 



 

 

Giles Flat: 

00:27:42 Kara John: Pending: 16 totalBrighton: 5 

Forest Glen: 1 

Pine Tree: 2 

Silver Fork: 5 

Solitude: 3 

00:27:59 jim: so i will check on the george application 

00:29:35 Ben Bennett: There are a few updates that could be made to the instructions that will 

make it faster for people to get through the process. 

01:37:19 Chad Smith: Love that rule. One rental per family is a no brainer. 

 

Barbara Cameron moved to adjourn the meeting and Carolyn Keigley seconded it.  

 

 

 

 

_______________________________ 

Submitted by Kara John, Town Clerk 



 

 

BRIGHTON SHORT TERM RENTAL SUB COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

Wednesday, September 7th, 2022 at 3:00pm 

 

ATTENDANCE 

Jenna Malone (meeting chair), Carolyn Keigley, Barbara Cameron, Jeff Bossard, Carole McCalla, 
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John, Ulrich Brunhart, Doug Fry, Abraham Vanderspek, Mike, Wayne Dial, Cheryl Lenzer, Mark, 

801-833-2493, 385-222-0405 

 

 

PUBLIC INPUT  

 Ben Bennet provided a written and verbal comment.   
My name is Ben Bennett.  My family and I are part time residents of the Town of Brighton at 6270 Rivers 

End Road.  I have two points to share:  
 

1. First, on enforcement. I applaud the council’s efforts to enforce existing 

regulations.   During the last meeting, the Mayor related an egregious interaction between 

a full time resident and a short term renter.  Carolyn, mentioned that she thought all hosts 

would agree that what happened was not acceptable. I agree that there is NO excuse for 

the type of behavior that was described.  As unacceptable as that situation was, I also think 

that facts are important.  The situation described was an exception and not the rule (thank 

goodness); The facts are that during a recent 12 month period, the town received 12 

complaints via the Granicus system…that is 1 complaint per month!  More than half of these 

complaints originated from a single host!  The vast majority of hosts are law abiding, 

responsible individuals who care about their neighbors and who care about the 

community.  I encourage the committee avoid actions that punish all hosts  based on the 

failures of 1 to 2 individuals.   

 

2. Second, I want to talk about problems and solutions.  During the last meeting, Mayor Dan 

asked about how to contact the property owner of  an unlicensed short term rental.   MSD 

suggested some ideas about levying a fine for the owner of record.  Another member of the 

public rightly commented that ‘a fine that the owner doesn’t pay until they sell their 

property is unlikely to bring about the immediate behavior change desired.’  Did you know 

that there’s another way to proactively address issues like this with no costs to the Town?  I 

realize and appreciate that we can suggestions during our 2 minute allotment.  As someone 

who wants to be part of the solution, it would be helpful to know a) the specific set of 

problems the committee wishes to solve and then b) a means by which specific suggestions 

to address these issues should be shared (as 2 minutes may not be enough time to share 

the solution).  I also realize that everyone’s time is valuable so it would be helpful to know if 

the committee is genuinely open to suggestions and ideas.  During the last meeting, Mayor 

Dan noted that he doesn’t want to pit neighbor against neighbor.  He mentioned that he 



 

 

doesn’t want a family with small kids to have short term rentals all around them.  We 

personally have two small children who love to spend time in the mountains.  I want them 

to feel safe regardless of who their neighbors are. There is no need to pit neighbor against 

neighbor as solutions exist.  There are people on this call who desperately want to work 

together with this group to find solutions that are balanced and fair for everyone 

involved.  Please help us understand how best to do that.   

 

Thank you.   

 

 Chad Smith is thankful for the continued discussion, transparency, and public 

involvement. He appreciates fostering a community feel but he doesn’t think density 

limitations are the best option. It opposes a livable cohesive community if one neighbor 

can rent 100% of the time and another cannot depending on the luck of timing or a 

lottery. It will cause resentment and contention. He hopes we don’t misalign our 

neighbors’ goals.  He suggested limiting the days per year as the best solution to limiting 

density. He realizes its difficult to enforce, but it has been done successfully in other 

communities because the fines are strict enough or losing a license would encourage 

people to stay honest. He encourages us to use the tools we have to enforce the 

restrictions we have. He encourages us to expand awareness and focus on the bad 

actors rather than make restrictions that would prevent potential good actors from 

participating in the future.  

 

 Kara John commented in response to an email question. A Granicus complaints hotline 

chart pdf was uploaded to the notice. It describes the path a caller can take depending 

whether they want to stay anonymous or receive a call back, etc. There was also a 

question about how the system identifies rentals with licenses vs no licenses. The MSD 

provides a monthly list of STR licenses which are then passed on to Granicus to mark as 

compliant in their system. They obtain data by crawling around 60 rental platforms and 

gathering data on those listings to then identify the addresses.  

 

 Wendy Smith is from Silver Lake Estates #8. She thanked the committee for taking the 

approach of using the tools we have to handle enforcement. Density does not seem like 

the way to achieve the community we want. There should be a stiff fine the first time 

and maybe the second time they lose their ability to rent. Silver Lake Estates are ski-in 

properties, and it doesn’t make sense to only allow a few of the homes to be able to 

rent in this area.  

 

 Soroush Zaryoun is a part time resident at 6252 S Greens Basin Rd. He appreciates the 

openness and transparency that the committee is putting out for the residents. He 

doesn’t think Solitude should be treated differently if we try to address density. Solitude 

should not be excluded from the density discussion since they contribute to the traffic in 

the canyon as well as share in the resources, trash collection, etc. It may be a different 

population that stays at the resort vs the experience you get from staying in the 

neighborhood.  



 

 

 

BUSINESS 

Code Enforcement update presented by the MSD.  

Sally Anderson, from the MSD (Municipal Serivces District) Code Enforcement Team, reported that 

although she was unable to attend the last meeting, it has been communicated to her that they will 

enforce all applicants who are in the process and who continue to rent. She asked for guidance as to 

whether she should be retroactively enforcing anyone who rented illegally since February or to start 

enforcing now and continue moving forward. Alternatively, she could charge a onetime fee of $650 to 

anyone who has rented and then $650 per day from now on.  

 

Sally reported on the various letters that she sent out. In November, three kinds of letters went out to 

828 property owners. The first were to non-compliant short-term rentals about how to apply for land 

use and a business license. The second letter went to Solitude owners for how to get a business license 

since they aren’t required to go through the land use process. The third letter was a general information 

letter to all property owners to educate them on short term rental regulations. 

The final letters went to those that were expected to be renting without a license and it explained the 

$650 fine per day for continuing to rent. This letter did not go to anyone who had started the business 

license process.  

 

Cameron Platt explained that the requirements and the fee schedule were published in the town code 

so even if a resident didn’t receive the final warning letter because they were in process, they could be 

fined. We can either charge everyone a single $650 fee to encourage them to get permitted and add 

daily fees if they don’t comply or, we can go back and count reviews for anytime someone stayed since 

the amnesty period ended. That price could be reduced if they come into compliance. The initiative all 

along was for people to comply rather than collect fines.  

 

Jeff Bossard pointed out that people have had a year to come into compliance, so it would be fair to fine 

a $650 onetime fee for all violators. Since compliance has been our goal all along, we could be extremely 

generous and set a time frame of December 1st to comply before a daily rental fee of $650 accrues.  

 

Carolyn Keigley agreed with this.  

 

Barbara Cameron had a call from someone who had been renting without a permit because she’d 

gotten feedback from others that no one cares if people rent without a permit. After speaking with this 

resident, Barbara thinks that it would be better to start enforcement now or by the December 1st date 

rather than implement retroactive fines since we haven’t been enforcing all along.  

 

Carole McCalla agreed with Barbara because she’s been through the process multiple times for the 

properties she manages. She thinks people have been trying to get through the process, and in her 

experience, it isn’t as smooth as it could be.   

 

There are between 14 and 16 that are pending land use approval, and about 5 that have not started the 

process at all, which is a big improvement from where we started. Sally has visited these homes and has 

not yet caught renters at any of these properties. Sally sent emails to the pending applicants on August 

17th asking people to reach out to the MSD to learn what steps they need to follow to complete the 

process and that there will be enforcement for renting without a permit. They will be using reviews to 

go after the people who have not started the process at all.  

 



 

 

 

Carolyn mentioned that we have given a lot of time to come into compliance and ignorance isn’t an 

excuse to continuing to rent.  

 

The difference between the previously used conditional use process vs the current permitted use 

process were discussed. Jim Nakamura from the MSD explained that the conditional use required the 

applicant to get on the Planning Commission agenda which could take several months, so without that 

step the current process is faster to move through. Some of the delays with the permitted use process 

can be because a property does not meet building and fire code requirements. Jim clarified there is not 

an inspection in the land use process. Plan submittals are how they review properties. If plans don’t 

have the required information, then the MSD sends it back to the owner to make the needed changes.  

Once an application gets land use approval, the business license is relatively quick if they can complete a 

building and fire inspection. Brian Tucker added that the biggest cause of delays is that owners don’t 

resubmit their plans when things need to be corrected. In some cases, they need a remodel permit 

before they can move forward with the land use permit. If they don’t have water or sewer connections 

their applications aren’t accepted.  

 

 

Discussion on ordinance prohibiting Fractional Shareholders from renting short-term 

Cameron Platt has not yet identified how to prohibit fractional ownership, but he thinks with more 

research he may be able to identify the solution. Jenna thinks that the community is aligned on not 

wanting big investment corporations to come in to purchase homes to be turned into short term rentals. 

It was clarified that this is not to prevent the properties that are owned by several family members. 

Many of the properties up here have been in the family for multiple generations. Sometimes they 

choose to rent to offset expenses when they aren’t using it themselves.  

Alternatively, what is happening in other resort communities is the sale of a house to many different 

families who may then opt to use their portion commercially as an STR for investment purposes. The 

issue is that it sets the stage for absentee landlords with no investment in the community. What we’re 

trying to protect is affordable housing and the character of the community. It could be complicated to 

regulate the amount, or percentage of ownership because of property rights.  

 

 

Discussion on ordinance limiting one short term rental per owner.  

Cameron and Polly will do more research to determine how to legally enforce this kind of ordinance. 

Counter to Cameron’s understanding, Jim Nakamura provided information that permitted use is like 

conditional use in that the permission stays with the property even if it is sold. If the use is abandoned 

with a year lapse without activity, then they must go back and reestablish the use. The business license 

is not transferable and needs to be reapplied for under new ownership. Barbara Cameron would like to 

exclude Solitude from the rule that an owner can have only one short-term rental. The idea is for this to 

apply in our residential communities, and it doesn’t need to extend to businesses.  

 

Discussion on what limiting STRs by density might look like.  

Jenna Malone introduced the topic and commented that Solitude is in the Mountain Resort Zone (MRZ) 

which is different from the rest of the community. They are set up for lodging and have invested in extra 

law enforcement, trash pickup, and they handle their own snow removal. As a commercial zone they 

have a totally different feel than a neighborhood such as Forest Glen. Solitude is a great place for short-

term rentals. She is curious to hear how the community around the Brighton Resort feels about short 

term rentals and it may be similar to Solitude. Jeff and Carolyn shared an article from Steamboat Springs 



 

 

where they had created a map with color coated, stoplight zones. Green is commercial with no density 

restrictions; yellow areas would be for residential with some density restrictions, and red where STRs 

are not permitted. In considering density, Jenna finds it unfair that those with permits would be 

grandfathered in. She reminded that three violations in six months results in a suspended permit.  

 

Carolyn explained that the communities that have worked on zones, such as South Lake Tahoe, have 

selected neighborhoods near the resorts and casinos to have no limits for STRs. Areas farther away are 

protected as residential zones. This was first put in place by the town and then by the county so that it 

will remain that way. Other towns have come up with requirements with so many feet between STRs so 

that one resident isn’t surrounded. When a street becomes a row of rentals it’s more like a commercial 

motel strip rather than a residential zone.  

 

Jeff described a tier system that Tom Ward, from the Planning Commission, suggested. The first tier is 

for someone renting out a single room in their house which would be unlimited. The next tier is for 

renting out an entire house but of a small size of three bedrooms or less. Homes that have more than 4 

bedrooms would have a bigger impact and would be limited further.  

 

Carole agreed that Brighton and Solitude are different areas. The main complaints come from Silver Fork 

and are more of an issue of bad hosting than an issue with rentals themselves.  

 

Barbara likes the idea of stoplight zones as well as looking again at limiting the number of nights a place 

can be rented. Our last deliberations were close at 180 day maximum. She also thought of limiting 

rentals based on road grade. Properties on a 12% grade could be prohibited from renting.  

 

 

PUBLIC INPUT 

Mark Brinton appreciates the hard work the committee is doing. He has also been reading about the 

solutions in Steamboat Springs and Tahoe in the news and he recognizes these are challenging 

questions. As someone who is permitted, he acknowledged it takes a bit of time and effort, but people 

should be through the process by now. In future deliberations, he encouraged the subcommittee to take 

into consideration the perspective of those legally renting under the current laws and how these 

changes will affect them.  

 

Cameron Platt asked for direction on how the committee would recommend limiting density. He also 

confirmed that we can’t retroactively change things for people who are compliant. Regarding 

enforcement for limiting the number of days that can be rented in a year, it will be labor intensive to 

enforce. There must be evidence to prove how many days they’ve rented. We could require people to 

provide documentation to help. He also asked for guidance on what number or percentage the 

committee numbers are comfortable with. Zones may be the best way to set limits rather than across 

the entire town. It was decided that more community feedback is needed to help determine the desired 

limits.  

 

Soroush Zaryoun thanked the subcommittee for letting the community be a part of this decision making 

process. He’s had the cabin since July of 2020. As soon as he received the letter, he stopped renting 

which resulted in significant cost to him. He learned today that he could have continued renting illegally 

and only been slapped with a $650 fine. It raises the question of equity. He didn’t qualify for a business 

license because of no year-round water. He’s been working with the water company to change that. He 



 

 

started his permit in May and it is still in the land use review. He’s been very prompt with his responses 

throughout the process. He is willing to share his experience with anyone willing to listen.  

 

Chad appreciates the conversation where people are talking about varying levels and degrees of nuance 

to solve specific problems in specific areas. He’s glad to see it won’t be a one size fits all for the whole 

canyon.  He will get back to Jeff with examples and solutions.  

 

CHAT BOX COMMENTS:  

00:08:02 Ben Bennett #501: Good afternoon.  I'd love to share some public comments when 

the time allows.  Thank you 

 

Jeff Bossard moved to adjourn the meeting and Barbara Cameron seconded this. The meeting was 

adjourned at 4:38PM.  

 

 

______________________________ 

Submitted by Kara John, Town Clerk 
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To:  Town of Brighton Mayor and Council 

From: Polly McLean, Town Attorney 

Date 9/12/22 

Re:  Adoption of Title 14, HIGHWAYS, SIDEWALKS AND PUBLIC PLACES 

 

County Engineer (which performs engineering for the Town) brought to our attention that Title 14 was 

not adopted when the amended compilation of codes was adopted in March 2020.   Due to an 

oversight, only the name and the table of contents was included in the adoption but not the underlying 

language.  Since that time, two chapters have been added to Title 14,  14.01.01 Vehicle Control Gates 

and 14.56 Special Events.  It is proposed that both of those chapters remain in Title 14.   

The proposed adoption of the rest of the Chapters to Title 14 are taken from the Salt Lake County Code.   

They are mostly a cut and paste from the County Code and have only been updated to reflect the Town 

as opposed to the County.   In addition, some sections are proposed to be removed because they don’t 

apply to a Town function.   Attached is a redlined version as compared to the County Code with some 

comments (some of the updates from County to Town did not get picked up), as well as a clean version 

which would be the version proposed to be adopted.   

Adopting this Title is important for the function of the Town and the ability of the engineering 

department to use regulations which have worked in the past and which they are familiar with.  A 

representative from Engineering will attend the meeting in case there are any questions.     

 

 

 



BRIGHTON, UTAH 

ORDINANCE NO. 2022 - 

 

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING TITLE 14, Chapter 14.04 - DEFINITIONS  

Chapter 14.08 - COUNTY HIGHWAYS; Chapter 14.12 - STANDARDS FOR ROADWAY DEVELOPMENT; 

Chapter 14.16 – EXCAVATIONS; Chapter 14.17 - EXCAVATION PERMITS FOR MONUMENTS; Chapter 

14.20 - ENCROACHMENTS AND OBSTRUCTIONS; Chapter 14.24 - POLES, POSTS AND FENCES; Chapter 

14.28 - CANYON AND RURAL ROAD MAINTENANCE AND CLASSIFICATION; Chapter 14.32 - SIDEWALK 

USE AND MAINTENANCE; Chapter 14.36 – DRIVEWAYS; Chapter 14.40 - BRIDGES, DITCHES AND 

WATERWAYS; Chapter 14.44 - SHADE TREES; Chapter 14.48 - STREET VACATIONS;  and Chapter 14.52 - 

UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES AND LIABILITY FOR DAMAGES 

 

WHEREAS, the Brighton Council ("Council) met in a regular session on March 2, 2020 , to consider, 

among other things, adopting a revised compilation of ordinances; and  

 

WHEREAS, the compilation of ordinances was based on the Salt Lake County Code that was in existence 

prior to the Town of Brighton being incorporated; and  

 

WHEREAS, due to an error, Title 14, although listed with its index, did not include the language of the 

Chapters; and  

 

WHEREAS, since the compilation of ordinances were adopted in 2020, the Council has adopted Chapters 

14.01 .01 Vehicle Control Gates and 14. 56 Special Events;  

 

WHEREAS, the other Chapters of Title 14 which were in the Salt Lake County Code are necessary to the 

function of the Town related to Highways, Sidewalks and Public Places;  

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Brighton Town Council as follows: 

 

SECTION 1. ADOPTED.  Title 14,  

Chapter 14.04 - DEFINITIONS  

Chapter 14.08 - COUNTY HIGHWAYS  

Chapter 14.12 - STANDARDS FOR ROADWAY DEVELOPMENT  

Chapter 14.16 - EXCAVATIONS  

Chapter 14.17 - EXCAVATION PERMITS FOR MONUMENTS  

Chapter 14.20 - ENCROACHMENTS AND OBSTRUCTIONS  

Chapter 14.24 - POLES, POSTS AND FENCES  

Chapter 14.28 - CANYON AND RURAL ROAD MAINTENANCE AND CLASSIFICATION  

Chapter 14.32 - SIDEWALK USE AND MAINTENANCE  



Chapter 14.36 - DRIVEWAYS  

Chapter 14.40 - BRIDGES, DITCHES AND WATERWAYS  

Chapter 14.44 - SHADE TREES  

Chapter 14.48 - STREET VACATIONS  

Chapter 14.52 - UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES AND LIABILITY FOR DAMAGES  

are adopted as written in Exhibit 1. 

 

SECTION 2. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall go into effect upon publication. 

  

 

PASSED AND APPROVED this ___ day of ______, 2022. 

 

        TOWN OF BRIGHTON 

 

        By:  _______________________ 

                Dan Knopp, Mayor  

 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Kara John, Town Clerk 

 

 

Exhibit 1:   Title 14 Chapter 14.04 - DEFINITIONS  Chapter 14.08 - COUNTY HIGHWAYS; Chapter 14.12 - 

STANDARDS FOR ROADWAY DEVELOPMENT; Chapter 14.16 – EXCAVATIONS; Chapter 14.17 - 

EXCAVATION PERMITS FOR MONUMENTS; Chapter 14.20 - ENCROACHMENTS AND OBSTRUCTIONS; 

Chapter 14.24 - POLES, POSTS AND FENCES; Chapter 14.28 - CANYON AND RURAL ROAD MAINTENANCE 

AND CLASSIFICATION; Chapter 14.32 - SIDEWALK USE AND MAINTENANCE; Chapter 14.36 – DRIVEWAYS; 

Chapter 14.40 - BRIDGES, DITCHES AND WATERWAYS; Chapter 14.44 - SHADE TREES; Chapter 14.48 - 

STREET VACATIONS;  and Chapter 14.52 - UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES AND LIABILITY FOR DAMAGES  
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Exhibit 1: 

Title 14   HIGHWAYS, SIDEWALKS AND PUBLIC PLACES 
 

Chapter 14.04   DEFINITIONS 

 

14.04.010 Class B roads. 

14.04.020 Construction. 

14.04.030 County roads. 

14.04.040 Curbline. 

14.04.050 Engineering division. 

14.04.060 Fenceline. 

14.04.070 Highway authorities. 

14.04.080 Limited-access facility. 

14.04.090 Maintenance. 

14.04.100 Mayor. 

14.04.110 Operations division. 

14.04.120 Public highway. 

14.04.130 Right-of-way. 

14.04.140 Section. 

14.04.150 Sidewalk. 

 

14.04.010   Class B roads. 

"Class B roads" means the same as county road, defined in this chapter.  

14.04.015 Class C roads.  

 "Class C roads" means highways, roads, circulator alleys, and streets within the 

corporate limits of the Town of Brighton that are not designated as class A state roads or as 

class B roads; 

14.04.020   Construction. 

"Construction" means the construction, reconstruction, replacement and improvement of the public 
highways, including the acquisition of rights-of-way and material sites.  
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14.04.030   County roads. 

"County roads"  the roads and streets situated within incorporated cities and towns within the county 
that have been designated as county roads.  

14.04.040   Curbline. 

"Curbline" means a line on either side of the center of a highway ten feet inside the right-of-way line 
and running parallel to the right-of-way line. Any individual exceptions to this definition must be approved 
by the Town.  

14.04.050   Engineering division. 

"Engineering division" means the engineering department of Town.  

14.04.060   Fenceline. 

"Fenceline" means a line on either side of the center of a highway coterminous with the outside 
boundary or limits of the highway.  

14.04.070   Highway authorities. 

"Highway authorities" means the Utah Department of Transportation or the legislative, executive or 
governing body of a county, city or town.  

14.04.080   Limited-access facility. 

"Limited-access facility" means a highway, road or street especially designed for through traffic and 
over, from or to which neither owners nor occupants of abutting lands, nor other persons, have any right 
to easement, or have only a limited right or easement of access, light, air or view.  

14.04.090   Maintenance. 

"Maintenance" means the performance of all things necessary to keep a public highway in 
serviceable condition.  

14.04.100   Mayor. 

"Mayor" means Town of Brighton mayor or designee.  

14.04.110   Operations division. 

"Operations division" means the operations division of the public works department.  

14.04.120   Public highway. 

"Public highway" or "highway" means any road, street, lane, court, place, viaduct, tunnel, culvert, 
bridge, alley, or other public way situated within this county laid out or erected as such by the public, or 
dedicated, abandoned or open to the public, or made such in any action for the partition of real property, 
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or such other public property so designated by any ordinance or statute, and includes the entire area 
within the right-of-way.   

14.04.130   Right-of-way. 

"Right-of-way" means land, property or an interest therein, usually in a strip, acquired for or devoted 
to use as a public highway.  

14.04.140   Section. 

"Section" means a section of this chapter unless some other section is specifically mentioned.  

14.04.150   Sidewalk. 

"Sidewalk" means that area between the curbline and the fenceline on either side of a highway.   

14.04. 160  Town 

“Town” means the Town of Brighton 

 

Chapter 14.08   COUNTY HIGHWAYS 

Sections:  

14.08.010 Jurisdiction and control. 

14.08.030 Contribution of property by county. 

14.08.040 Roads within national forests—Cooperation with federal government. 

14.08.050 Determination of width of right-of-way. 

14.08.060 Preparation and storage of plats and descriptions. 

14.08.070 Agreements with political subdivisions and federal government. 

14.08.080 Acquisition of property for limited-access facilities. 

14.08.090 Authority to provide and maintain limited-access facilities. 

14.08.100 Restriction of highway use. 

14.08.110 Local service roads. 

 

14.08.010   Jurisdiction and control. 

All highways, roads, paths and ways within the  Townnot designated as federal, state, city or special 
highways, roads, paths or ways shall be under the direction and authority of the Town.  

14.08.030   Contribution of property by Town. 

The Town is authorized to contribute real or personal property to the Utah Department of 
Transportation for state highway purposes.  
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14.08.040   Roads within national forests—Cooperation with federal government. 

The Town is authorized and empowered to enter into agreements with the appropriate federal 
agency for the use of federal funds to construct, improve or maintain roads, other than state highways, 
within or partly within national forests; provided, that the share of the Town in the cost of such cooperative 
road project shall be paid from B & C road funds; provided further, that donations may be accepted in lieu 
of appropriations from B & C road funds.  

14.08.050   Determination of width of right-of-way. 

The public works department may, subject to approval by the mayor, determine the permissible width 
of rights-of-way for public highways in the Town.  

14.08.060   Preparation and storage of plats and descriptions. 

It shall be the duty of the mayor to provide for the preparation and storage of current plats and 
descriptions of all Town roads and of such other highways as the town may from time to time locate upon 
public lands within the Town. The plats and descriptions shall be kept on file in the office of the county 
recorder.  

14.08.070   Agreements with political subdivisions and federal government. 

The Town is authorized to enter into agreements with other highway authorities or with the federal 
government, respecting the financing, planning, establishment, improvement, maintenance, use, 
regulation or vacation of limited-access facilities or other public ways in their respective jurisdictions, to 
facilitate the purposes of this chapter.  

14.08.080   Acquisition of property for limited-access facilities. 

The Town may acquire private or public property or property rights for limited-access facilities and 
service roads, including rights of access, air, view and light, by gift, devise, purchase or condemnation, in 
the same manner as such authorities are now or hereafter may be authorized by law to acquire such 
property or property rights in connection with highways, roads and streets within their respective 
jurisdictions. All property rights so acquired may be in fee simple or in any lesser estate or interest. In 
connection with the acquisition of property or property rights for any limited-access facility or portion 
thereof, or service road in connection therewith, the Town may, in its discretion, acquire an entire lot, 
block or tract of land, if by so doing the interests of the public will be best served, even though the entire 
lot, block or tract is not immediately needed for the right-of-way.   

14.08.090   Authority to provide and maintain limited-access facilities. 

The mayor is authorized to plan, designate, establish, regulate, alter, improve, maintain and provide 
limited-access facilities for public use whenever the mayor is of the opinion that traffic conditions, present 
or future, will justify such special facilities. The mayor may regulate, restrict or prohibit the use of such 
limited access facilities by pedestrians, animals or the various classes of vehicles or traffic.  

14.08.100   Restriction of highway use. 

Whenever it is deemed necessary because of construction or maintenance work or because of 
emergency, the mayor may restrict the use of, or close, any highway or portion thereof. Whenever such 
highway or portion thereof is restricted or closed to travel, the public works department shall erect or 
cause to be erected, suitable barriers and notices to be posted at the point where the detour road takes 
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off from the closed or restricted highway and the detour road shall be clearly indicated by signs and 
adequately maintained.  

14.08.110   Local service roads. 

In connection with the development of any limited-access facility, the operations division may, 
subject to mayor approval, plan, designate, establish, use, regulate, alter, improve and maintain local 
service roads and streets or designate as local service roads and streets any existing roads or streets. 
The operations division may exercise jurisdiction over service roads in the same manner as is authorized 
over limited-access facilities, if, in their opinion, such local service roads or streets shall be of appropriate 
design, and shall be separated from the limited-access facility proper by means of all devices designated 
as necessary or desirable by the proper authority.  
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Chapter 14.12   STANDARDS FOR ROADWAY DEVELOPMENT 

Sections:  

14.12.010 Definitions. 

14.12.020 Roadways to comply with standards. 

14.12.025 Curb ramps, ramps and sidewalks to comply with standards. 

14.12.030 Policies. 

14.12.040 Clearview of intersecting streets. 

14.12.050 Landscaping overhanging street pavement. 

14.12.060 Sidewalks. 

14.12.065 Curb ramps. 

14.12.070 Horizontal clearance to obstructions. 

14.12.080 Cul-de-sacs. 

14.12.090 Roadway design. 

14.12.100 Right-of-way and pavement design. 

14.12.110 Driveways. 

14.12.120 Intersection design. 

14.12.130 Private roadways. 

14.12.140 Street direction and grade. 

14.12.150 Exceptions. 

 

14.12.010   Definitions. 

For the purposes of this chapter, the following definitions shall apply:  

"AASHTO guidelines" means the engineering and development standards published by AASHTO in 
the current edition titled "A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets."  

"ADA Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG)" means the minimum standards set forth in the Federal 
Register, Volume 56, Number 144, July 26, 1991, regarding the accessibility to places of public 
accommodation and commercial facilities by persons with disabilities.  

"Arterial" means generally signalized streets that serve primarily through-traffic and provide access 
to abutting properties as a secondary function.  

"Clearview" means that portion of the corners at intersections where obstructions are limited to two 
feet in height in order to preserve a safe sight distance for motorists entering intersections.  

"Collector street" means streets providing land access and traffic circulation service within 
residential, commercial and industrial areas. They enable moderate quantities of traffic to move efficiently 
between local streets and the major street network.  

"Corner lot" means a lot abutting on two intersecting or intercepting streets, where the interior angle 
of intersection or interception does not exceed one hundred thirty-five degrees.  

"Curb ramps" means a short ramp cutting through a curb or built up to a curb.  

"Decision sight distance" means the distance required for a driver to detect an unexpected or 
otherwise difficult-to-perceive information source or hazard in a roadway environment that may be visually 
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cluttered, recognize the hazard or its threat potential, select appropriate speed and path, and initiate and 
complete the required safety maneuver safely and efficiently.  

"Developed parcel" means those land uses other than agricultural.  

"Driveway" means an access constructed within and adjoining a roadway, connecting the roadway 
with adjacent property and intended to be used in such a way that the access into the adjacent property 
will be complete and will not cause the blocking of any sidewalk border area or roadway.  

"Local streets" means streets primarily providing access to immediately adjacent properties. Through 
movement may be possible but is not encouraged.  

"Multifamily driveway" means a driveway providing access to more than four dwelling units.  

"Private roadway" means a roadway in private ownership which is controlled and maintained by the 
owners and not the Town.  

"Public roadway" means a roadway which has been dedicated, deeded or otherwise conveyed to 
public use.  

"Roadway" means the entire width between the boundaries of any highway, street or road which is 
used for vehicular traffic. The terms "roadway," "highway," "street" and "road" are used interchangeably in 
this chapter.  

"Ramp" means a walking surface which has a running slope greater than 1:20.  

"Sight distance" means the same as stopping sight distance.  

"Stopping sight distance" means the minimum sight distance required that will allow motorists 
traveling at or near the design speed to stop before reaching a stationary object in its path.  

"Sidewalk" means a facility provided for pedestrian movement, usually segregated from vehicular 
traffic by a curb or provided on a separate right-of-way.  

14.12.020   Roadways to comply with standards. 

All public and private roadway development located within the Town of Brighton subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Town of Brighton shall meet the requirements of this chapter. Where specific elements 
of design and construction are not addressed in this chapter, roadway design and construction shall 
comply with the engineering guidelines for design set forth in the AASHTO publication, "A Policy on 
Geometric Design of Highways and Streets," 1990, and any successor editions. The public works 
engineer shall utilize the AASHTO manual in setting safe design requirements.  

14.12.025   Curb ramps, ramps and sidewalks to comply with standards. 

All public and private curb ramp, ramp and sidewalk development located within the Town of 
Brighton subject to the jurisdiction of the Town of Brighton shall meet the requirements of this chapter. 
Where specific elements of design and construction are not addressed in this chapter, curb ramp, ramp 
and sidewalk construction shall comply with the minimum guidelines for design set forth in the ADAAG, 
July 26, 1991, and any successor editions. The public works engineer shall utilize the ADAAG in setting 
appropriate design requirements.  

14.12.030   Policies. 

The public works department shall adopt policies, including the complete streets policy, for use by 
Town departments, developers and others in the overall layout and design of streets and adjacent 
developments. The public works engineer will keep and make available to the public copies of the policy.  
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14.12.040   Clearview of intersecting streets. 

A.  Corner sight distance for local streets as defined in the AASHTO guidelines shall be a minimum of 
three hundred feet. All other locations shall be provided with sight distance in accordance with 
AASHTO guidelines.  

B.  No constructed or planted obstruction to view, in excess of two feet in height above the level of the 
adjacent street pavement (measured at the edge of the pavement), shall be allowed within the 
clearview of intersecting streets. Exception to this are signs that conform to Section 19.82.110; a 
reasonable number of trees pruned to ten feet; and pumps at gasoline service stations. In the event 
the provisions of this subsection conflict with Section 19.76.160, the most restrictive shall apply.  

C.  Landscaping material which infringes the clearview of intersecting streets and creates a safety hazard, 
after due notice to property owner has been given, may be trimmed by the operation division.  

14.12.050   Landscaping overhanging street pavement. 

Trees and landscaping which overhang the street pavement shall be trimmed to a minimum height of 
thirteen and one-half feet above the street pavement.  

14.12.060   Sidewalks. 

A.  Sidewalks shall be located as far as practical from travel lanes. As the minimum standard, concrete 
sidewalks shall be four feet in width with a five foot utility strip between the roadway edge of sidewalk 
and back of curb.  

B.  A five-foot sidewalk will be allowed integral with the back of curb where exceptional topographic 
conditions exist. Where integral sidewalk is permitted, the right-of-way may be reduced accordingly.  

C.  When properties are adjacent, but do not access or front on public right-of-way, a stamped brick 
pavement in the utility strip or other suitable approved finishing material shall be required to reduce 
maintenance in these areas unless a homeowners association or special service district is provided.  

D.  In areas zoned R-1-43 and other developments which have a minimum lot area of one acre, aesthetic 
alternatives may be approved in lieu of standard concrete, except areas along collectors and arterials. 
The public works engineer shall review and approve all design and geometric standards for such 
requests.  

E.  Sidewalks shall remain unobstructed from vegetation and other obstructions to a minimum height of 
eight feet.  

14.12.065   Curb ramps. 

A.  Curb ramps shall be provided wherever an accessible route crosses a curb.  

B.  The least possible slope shall be used for any curb ramp. Slope shall be measured by: Slope equals 
Y:X, where X is a level plane.  

C.  The maximum slope of a curb ramp in new construction shall be 1:12. Curb ramps to be constructed 
on existing sites or in existing buildings or facilities may have slopes and rises less than 1:12 as follows:  

1.  A slope between 1:10 and 1:12 is allowed for a maximum rise of six inches;  

2.  A slope between 1:8 and 1:10 is allowed for a maximum rise of three inches;  

3.  A slope steeper than 1:8 is not allowed.  

D.  The minimum width of a curb ramp shall be thirty-six inches, exclusive of flared sides.  

E.  Surfaces of curb ramps shall be stable, firm and slip-resistant.  
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F.  If a curb ramp is located where pedestrians must walk across the ramp, or where it is not protected by 
handrails or guardrails, it shall have flared sides; the maximum slope of the flare shall be 1:10. Curb 
ramps with returned curbs may be used where pedestrians would not normally walk across the ramp.  

G.  Built-up curb ramps shall be located so that they do not project into vehicular traffic lanes.  

H.  Reserved.  

I.  Curb ramps shall be located or protected to prevent their obstruction by parked vehicles.  

J.  Curb ramps at marked crossings shall be wholly contained within the markings, excluding any flared 
sides.  

K.  If diagonal (or corner type) curb ramps have returned curbs or other well-defined edges, such edges 
shall be parallel to the direction of pedestrian flow. The bottom of diagonal curb ramps shall have forty-
eight inches minimum clear space. If diagonal curb ramps are provided at marked crossings, the forty-
eight-inch clear space shall be within the markings. If diagonal curb ramps have flared sides, they shall 
also have at least a twenty-four-inch long segment of straight curb located on each side of the curb 
ramp and within the marked crossing.  

L.  Any raised islands in crossings shall be cut through level with the street or have curb ramps at both 
sides and a level area at least forty inches long between the curb ramps in the part of the island 
intersected by the crossings.  

14.12.070   Horizontal clearance to obstructions. 

On all streets a minimum clearance of twenty-four inches shall be provided between the curb face or 
shoulder edge and obstructions such as utility poles, fire hydrants, etc., except standard mailboxes 
approved by the U.S. Postal Service.  

14.12.080   Cul-de-sacs. 

A.  Cul-de-sacs and turnaround shall have a minimum right-of-way radius of fifty feet in residential areas 
and sixty feet in commercial and industrial areas. A circular left hand offset is desirable.  

B.  Hammerhead, "L," "Y" and "T" turnarounds shall only be allowed when approved by the planning 
commission upon written recommendation and design review of the public works engineer.  

C.  A temporary turnaround for stub streets in excess of one hundred fifty feet long shall be provided 
where the extension of a street is planned and anticipated.  

D.  The length of cul-de-sacs shall vary inversely with density to accommodate a maximum of twenty-five 
lots and shall not be longer than one thousand feet.  

14.12.090   Roadway design. 

A.  All vertical grades shall be a maximum of ten percent.  

B.  A minimum vertical grade of four-tenths of one percent and a minimum crown slope of two percent 
shall be provided for adequate drainage of runoff.  

C.  All approach legs of intersections shall provide vertical crest grades not to exceed two percent for a 
distance of at least fifty feet from right-of-way line of intersecting streets.  

D.  The length of crest and sag vertical curves shall be designed in accordance with AASHTO guidelines.  

E.  Vertical and horizontal curves shall be designed to provide a minimum stopping sight distance in 
accordance with AASHTO guidelines using the design speeds listed below. Decision sight distances, 
however, may be required as outlined in AASHTO's guidelines where more complex driver information 
error is likely to occur.  
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F.  All roadways shall be designed in accordance with the following design speeds using AASHTO's 
guidelines, principles, and practices:  

1.  Local: Twenty-five mph;  

2.  Collector: Forty mph;  

3.  Arterial: Fifty mph.  

G.  Superelevation rates above 0.06 ft./ft. shall be prohibited to minimize slipping across a roadway when 
stopped or attempting to slowly gain momentum from a stopped position. Superelevation will not be 
allowed on local residential streets.  

H.  Where a centerline deflection angle of more than ten degrees occurs, a circular curve shall be 
introduced. There shall be a tangent of at least fifty feet on local streets and one hundred feet for 
collectors and arterials between reverse curves.  

14.12.100   Right-of-way and pavement design. 

A.  Pavement width and pavement design standards shall be provided as follows:  

Right-of-Way  

 

Width  

Pavement  

Width  

Minimum  

Design Section  

Local  42′  25′  8″ base 3″ asph.  

Local  50′  25′  8″ base 3″ asph.  

Collector  60′  35′  8″ base 3″ asph.  

Collector  66′  41′  8″ base 3″ asph.  

Collector  80′  55′  10″ base 4″ asph.  

Arterial  106′  55′—81′  12″ base 6″ asph.  

  

B.  All roadway sections shall be designed with minimums specified. The Town shall require analysis and 
additional design requirements when unusual site or traffic conditions exist.  

C.  All canyon roads, as classified in Chapter 14.28 of this code, shall be provided with the following 
minimum standards:  

Right-of-Way  
Pavement or  

Travel Width  
Design Section  

Cat. 1  66′  15′—36′  10″ base 4″ asph.  

Cat. 2  50′  25′  8″ base 3″ asph.  
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Cat. 3  50′  25′  8″ base 3″ asph.  

Cat. 4  25′  20′  6″ base only  

Cat. 5  25′  20′  4″ base only  

Cat. 6  25′  20′  4″ base only  

14.12.110   Driveways. 

A.  All property shall be limited to the following number of street driveway entrances:  

1.  For the first two hundred feet of property frontage along a street, a maximum of two driveways, 
except that single family dwellings shall be permitted only one access unless a circular driveway 
is utilized. Single-family dwellings on corner lots may be permitted one access on each street 
frontage if approved by the engineering division and planning and development services director 
upon a finding that no significant safety impacts will result.  

2.  For each additional one hundred fifty feet of property frontage along a street, a maximum of one 
additional driveway may be permitted, if approved by the engineering division and planning and 
development services director upon a finding that no significant safety impacts will result. In no 
case shall more than fifty percent of the property frontage along the street be used for driveway 
purposes.  

B.  All driveway grades shall not exceed ten percent within twenty feet of the roadway boundary except 
where unusual topographical, aesthetic or other exceptional conditions exist a driveway grade not to 
exceed fifteen percent within twenty feet of the roadway boundary may be approved by the public 
works engineer for reconstruction and reconnection on Salt Lake County or Town projects and by the 
planning and development services director for other development provided the exception to the ten 
percent grade requirements is not detrimental to the public safety or welfare.  

C.  There shall be a minimum ten feet distance between all approved driveways.  

D.  Driveways shall be a minimum of five feet from a side property line at the front lot line.  

E.  Additional requirements for residential driveways (except multiple-family):  

1.  The minimum street driveway width at the property line for a driveway shall be ten feet and the 
maximum shall be thirty-five feet.  

2.  There shall be a minimum of thirty-five feet between the entrances of circular driveways.  

3.  A minimum five-foot radius or flared section shall be used.  

4.  No radius or flare portion of a driveway shall intersect the adjacent projected property line except 
where shared driveways are utilized.  

5.  On corner lots driveways shall be set back a minimum of twenty feet from the point of intersection 
of the right-of-way lines.  

F.  Additional requirements for commercial, industrial and multiple-family driveways:  

1.  On corner lots driveways shall be set back a minimum of sixty feet from the projected intersection 
right-of-way lines with a minimum of five foot flared section. Flared driveways are required for 
distinction from intersection corners.  

2.  The minimum width of a driveway shall be twelve feet and the maximum shall be fifty feet.  
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14.12.120   Intersection design. 

A.  The minimum radius of curb return on local streets in residential areas shall be twenty-five feet. A 
larger radius shall be used in industrial areas or higher functional classification streets as approved by 
the public works engineer in accordance with AASHTO guidelines.  

B.  Streets shall intersect at an angle of ninety degrees where possible, but in no case shall the angle of 
intersection be less than eighty degrees.  

C.  Offset intersections shall be avoided whenever possible and offsets shall be provided with minimum 
distances as follows:  

1. Local streets:  one hundred fifty feet  

2. Collectors:  five hundred feet  

3. Arterials:  eight hundred feet  

 D.  Left turns shall be prohibited within two hundred feet of major intersections either by signs 

or concrete medians.  

14.12.130   Private roadways. 

A.  The width of all private roadways shall consist of a minimum of twenty feet of unobstructed travel 
surface. Roadways shall be twenty-five feet wide where they form cul-de-sacs greater than five 
hundred feet in length. Short sections may be reduced to preserve trees or other features as approved 
by the fire department.  

B.  All surfaces shall consist of an approved design capable of carrying twenty-four ton vehicles.  

C.  Except as modified by subsections A and B of this section, all private roadways shall comply with the 
requirements of this chapter.  

D.  Each and every owner of any interest in a private roadway shall be jointly and severally responsible 
for the maintenance and repairs to the roadway. The Town shall have no responsibility or liability for 
the maintenance of or repair to any private roadway. Each private roadway shall be maintained in a 
manner which allows easy access and passage of emergency vehicles throughout the entire length of 
the roadway.  

14.12.140   Street direction and grade. 

No street shall vary from the direction and grade of other Town streets unless an exception in the 
direction and grade is obtained from the mayor.  

14.12.150   Exceptions. 

In cases where unusual topographical, aesthetic, or other exceptional conditions or circumstances 
exist, variations or exceptions to the requirements or this chapter may be approved by the mayor after 
receiving recommendations from the planning commission and the public works engineer; provided, that 
the variations or exceptions are not detrimental to the public safety or welfare.  
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Chapter 14.16   EXCAVATIONS 

Sections:  

14.16.010 Right-of-way—Excavation and structures prohibited when. 

14.16.020 Permit—Required. 

14.16.030 Permit—Application. 

14.16.035 Work without permit—Penalty. 

14.16.040 Fees. 

14.16.050 Insurance requirements. 

14.16.060 Completion bond. 

14.16.070 Application requirements for conservancy districts. 

14.16.080 Manner of excavating. 

14.16.090 Sidewalks and curb ramps. 

14.16.100 Inspection of excavation. 

14.16.110 Backfill requirements. 

14.16.120 Restoration of surface—Required. 

14.16.130 Restoration of surface—By Town. 

14.16.140 Failure to comply. 

14.16.150 Collection of expenses by lawsuit. 

 

14.16.010   Right-of-way—Excavation and structures prohibited when. 

A.  No right-of-way of any Town road shall be dug up or excavated and no approach, road, driveway, pole, 
pipeline, conduit, sewer, ditch, culvert, billboard, advertising sign, or other structure or object of any 
kind or character shall be placed, constructed or maintained within any such right-of-way except as 
permitted by and in accordance with the regulations of the engineering division.  

B.  Any person who violates the provisions of this section is guilty of a misdemeanor.  

14.16.020   Permit—Required. 

It is unlawful for any person to tunnel under or to make any excavation in any street, alley or other 
public place (which shall include all area between the fence line on one side of the street or alley and the 
fence line on the opposite side) in the Town without complying with the provisions of this chapter and 
obtaining a permit therefor and paying the fee as required in this chapter. An emergency excavation may 
be made without prior permit if the reason for the excavation is to prevent loss of life or damage to 
property that appears to be imminent if the excavation is delayed by waiting to contact the engineering 
division. In such emergency situations the excavating parties shall contact the engineering division on the 
first working day following the excavation and complete and secure a formal permit. None of the 
provisions of these specifications are waived for emergency situations except for prior permit requirement.  

14.16.030   Permit—Application. 

Applications for such permits shall be made to the engineering division and shall describe the 
location of the intended excavation or tunnel, the size thereof, the purpose therefor, the person, firm or 
corporation doing the actual excavating work and the name of the person, firm or corporation for whom or 
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by which the work is being done, and shall contain an agreement that the applicant will comply with all 
ordinances and laws of the Town and the state relating to the work to be done. Such application may be 
made by telephone if there is already on file with the engineering division the following: (1) a signed 
agreement that the applicant will comply with all ordinances and laws of the Town and the state relating to 
the work to be done, and (2) the required certificate of insurance and completion bond.  

14.16.035   Work without permit—Penalty. 

A person found doing work in the public way without having obtained a permit, as provided by 
14.16.030 of this chapter, shall be required to pay a penalty fee equal to two times the normal permit fee.  

14.16.040   Fees. 

The applicant shall pay the public works department the following excavation fees:  

A.  For excavations within asphalt or concrete, fifty cents per square foot (two hundred fifty dollars 
minimum).  

B.  For excavations within dirt, twenty-five cents per square foot (one hundred twenty-five dollars 
minimum).  

C.  For road closures or obstructions which are caused by excavations, fifty dollars per day for each 
lane or partial lane which is closed or obstructed for more than seventy-two hours.  

D.  For permit extensions an additional fee equal to one-half of the original fee will be assessed.  

14.16.050   Insurance requirements. 

A.  No such permit shall be issued unless and until the applicant therefor has posted with the highway 
division a certificate of insurance in a company authorized to issue insurance by the state, evidencing 
that such applicant has comprehensive general liability and property damage policy that includes 
contractual liability coverage with minimum limits of two hundred fifty thousand dollars for injuries, 
including accidental death to any one person in any occurrence; in an amount not less than five 
hundred thousand dollars on account of injuries sustained by two or more persons in any one 
occurrence, and property damage insurance in an amount not less than one hundred thousand dollars 
for any one occurrence. The insurance policies shall further contain the following provisions:  

1.  To indemnify, save harmless and defend the Town and its officers and employees against any 
claim or loss, damage or expense, sustained on account of damages to persons or property 
occurring by reason of an excavation made by the permittee, his subcontractor or agent, whether 
or not the excavation has been filled or resurfaced and whether or not the surface has been 
opened to public travel;  

2.  To indemnify, save harmless and defend the Town from any and all liability for the Town's own 
negligence occurring by reason of the opening or excavation. This indemnification agreement 
covering the Town's liability for its own negligence shall not apply to injuries or damages sustained 
while Town employees are present at the excavation pouring cement or asphalt therein;  

3.  To indemnify, hold harmless and defend the Town, and its officers and employees against any 
claim or loss, damage or expense sustained on account of damages occurring by reason of failure 
to maintain proper barricades and/or lights as required from the time of the opening of the 
excavation until the excavation is surfaced and opened for travel;  

4.  Naming the Town as an additional insured and providing that thirty days' notice shall be given to 
the Town prior to termination of the policy, for any reason. Prior to cancellation of insurance, the 
permittee shall forthwith close the excavation and complete all worksite restoration work.  



15 

 

B.  A public utility company or property owner performing work adjacent to his residence may be relieved 
of the obligation of submitting certificates of insurance if such person or company shall submit 
satisfactory evidence in advance that it is insured, or has adequate assets and provisions for self-
insurance. Public utilities may submit annually evidence of insurance coverage in lieu of individual 
submissions for each permit  

14.16.060   Completion bond. 

No such permit shall be issued unless and until the applicant therefor has posted with the 
engineering division a completion bond, the amount of which is to be determined by the engineering 
division. The amount of the bond shall be sufficient to reasonably insure the proper restoration of the 
ground and the laying of pavement, if any. Should the applicant fail to perform, the expense to the Town 
of restoring the surface of the ground and pavement shall be deducted from the bond and the balance 
shall be returned to the applicant without interest after the tunnel or excavation is restored. A separate 
completion bond shall not be required, however, where the restoration of the ground and the laying of the 
pavement is specifically granted under the provisions of another bond. The bond shall further guarantee 
the restoration of the worksite for a period of three year from the completion date of the restoration, 
reasonable wear and tear excepted.  

14.16.070   Application requirements for conservancy districts. 

Water conservancy districts, sewage districts or other entities that under certain circumstances are 
or may be exempt from bonding provisions, shall make application, as required in this chapter, before 
proceeding to make excavations in any street, alley or other public place in the Town. Such districts or 
other entities shall comply with all requirements of this chapter pertaining to the restoration of a cut 
surface to its original condition and shall indemnify the Town for any loss, liability or other damage 
resulting from the making of any excavation, and shall also pay all fees required by Section 14.16.040 of 
this chapter. Where lateral cuts are made by any such district or entity for customer connections to the 
works of the district or other entity, a fee shall be paid in accordance with Section 14.16.040 of this 
chapter, either by such district or entity (if it makes the excavation and/or connection), or by the customer 
for whom the excavation or cut is made.  

14.16.080   Manner of excavating. 

A.  It is unlawful to make any excavation or tunnel in any way contrary to or at variance with the terms of 
the permit therefor. Proper bracing shall be maintained to prevent the collapse of adjoining ground. No 
portion of an excavation below the surface shall extend beyond the opening at the surface.  

B.  No injury shall be done to any pipes, cables or conduits in the making of such excavations or tunnels. 
Notice shall be given to the persons maintaining such pipes, cables or conduits that are or may be 
endangered or affected by the making of any excavation or tunnel before such pipes, cables or 
conduits shall be disturbed, or to the engineering division.  

C.  No unnecessary damage or injury shall be done to any tree or shrub or the roots thereof.  

14.16.090   Sidewalks and curb ramps. 

If any sidewalk or curb ramp is blocked by excavation work, a temporary sidewalk or curb ramp shall 
be constructed or provided that shall be safe for travel and convenient for users.  
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14.16.100   Inspection of excavation. 

A representative of the operation division shall from time to time inspect or cause to be inspected all 
excavations and tunnels being made in or under any public street, alley or other public place in the Town, 
to insure the enforcement of the provisions of this title.  

14.16.110   Backfill requirements. 

Material for backfill under paved areas shall be of a select nature. All large broken concrete, peat, 
decomposed vegetable matter and similar materials obtained from the excavation shall be removed from 
the site prior to the beginning of backfilling. All backfill shall be placed in layers or lifts consistent with the 
nature of the soil involved. Compaction shall be obtained by mechanical rollers, tampers or other 
improved means. Material used for backfilling shall be properly moistened or watered to the correct 
moisture content to insure proper compaction. Jetting, internal vibrating methods of compacting sand fill, 
or similar methods of compacting sand or similar granular, free-draining materials will be permitted. No 
frozen material shall be used for backfill under paved surfaces. The intent of this provision is to insure that 
the density dry of the backfill under pavements, sidewalks, curbs or other structures shall be not be less 
than that of the surrounding unmolested soil.  

14.16.120   Restoration of surface—Required. 

Any person making any excavation or trenchless technology in or under any public street, alley or 
other public place in the Town shall, at his own expense, restore the surface to its same type and depth of 
pavement as that which is adjoining, including the gravel base material. Refills shall be properly tamped 
down, and any bracing in such tunnel or excavation shall be left in the ground. All restoration shall 
conform to the standards and regulations promulgated by the public works department, and all 
restorations shall be accomplished within seventy-two hours from the time of the excavation, unless 
additional time is granted in writing by the director of the highway division.  

14.16.130   Restoration of surface—By Town. 

The person doing the actual excavating work may, at its option, request that the operation division 
restore the surface to its original condition. The fee for such resurfacing shall be determined by the 
highway division in accordance with its reasonable costs for such work and shall be charged to the 
person, firm or corporation making the excavation. A minimum fee of fifteen hundred dollars will be 
charged in all cases; except for chip seal or slurry seal, for which the minimum fee will be one hundred 
dollars.  

14.16.140   Failure to comply. 

If the person doing the actual excavating work or the person for whom the work is being done shall 
fail to restore the surface to its original condition in accordance with the standards required in this 
chapter, or to request that the operation division do so within forty-eight hours after the receipt of written 
notice from the operation division, the director of the operation division, or a designee, may authorize and 
employ the necessary assistance to restore the surface to its original condition. The operation division 
shall prepare an itemized statement of all expenses incurred in such restoration and shall mail or hand 
deliver a copy thereof to the excavator and to the person for whom the work was done and to the bond 
holder, demanding payment within twenty days of the date of mailing. The notice shall be deemed 
delivered when hand delivered or mailed by certified mail, addressed to the last known address of the 
property owner.  
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14.16.150   Collection of expenses by lawsuit. 

In the event collection of the Town's expenses must be made in court, the Town shall sue and 
receive judgment for all expenses incurred in the restoration of the property, together with reasonable 
attorney's fees, interest and court costs. The Town shall execute upon such judgment in the manner 
provided by law.  

  

Chapter 14.17   EXCAVATION PERMITS FOR MONUMENTS 

Sections:  

14.17.010 Prohibition against covering monuments. 

14.17.020 Public survey monument defined. 

14.17.030 Permit application. 

14.17.040 Permit fee. 

14.17.050 Other governmental entity concurrence. 

14.17.060 Licensed land surveyor required. 

14.17.070 Penalty for work without a permit. 

14.17.080 County restoration, replacement, repair or uncovering. 

14.17.090 Stop work order. 

14.17.100 Itemized statement of expenses. 

 

14.17.010   Prohibition against covering monuments. 

It is unlawful for any person to damage, remove or cover with any hard surfacing such as asphalt, 
concrete or metal any public survey monument or section corner, including the metal ring and cover, 
except as permitted by this chapter.  

14.17.020   Public survey monument defined. 

"Public survey monument" means and includes any survey monument, benchmark or section corner, 
including metal ring and cover, owned by Salt Lake County, a city within Salt Lake County, the state of 
Utah, the United States or any department, division or agency of any such governmental entity, whether 
located on privately owned or publicly owned land.  

14.17.030   Permit application. 

Prior to disturbing, damaging, removing, moving or covering any public survey monument a person 
shall apply for a permit on a form provided by the Salt Lake County surveyor.  

14.17.040   Permit fee. 

The applicant for a public survey monument excavation permit shall pay a fee with the application in 
the amount of fifty dollars for the first monument per application and ten dollars for every additional 
monument on the same application.  
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14.17.050   Other governmental entity concurrence. 

The county surveyor shall not issue a public survey monument permit for work on a public survey 
monument owned by another governmental entity until the applicant has provided the county surveyor 
with documentation for the other governmental entity's approval.  

14.17.060   Licensed land surveyor required. 

Work under a public survey monument permit shall be performed only under the supervision of a 
licensed Utah land surveyor in accordance with any specifications, requirements and conditions imposed 
by the Salt Lake County surveyor and any other entity whose approval is required.  

14.17.070   Penalty for work without a permit. 

A person who disturbs, damages, moves, removes or covers a public monument without a permit as 
required by this chapter shall, in addition to any other penalty, pay double the permit fee required by 
Section 14.17.040.  

14.17.080   County restoration, replacement, repair or uncovering. 

The county surveyor may restore, repair, raise, replace or uncover any public survey monument 
owned by the county which is disturbed, damaged, moved, removed or covered in violation of this 
chapter. The cost of such restoration, repair, raising, replacement or uncovering, including any necessary 
resurveying, shall be paid by the person who disturbed, damaged, moved, removed or covered the public 
survey monument, or by the person for whom such actions were performed.  

14.17.090   Stop work order. 

In addition to any other penalty, the Salt Lake County surveyor or his designee may issue a stop 
work order. The stop work order may be issued where the county surveyor's office has reasonable 
suspicion and/or knowledge that one or more public survey monuments are in danger of being damaged, 
removed or covered. The work may be stopped by giving notice in writing served on any persons 
engaged in doing or causing the damage, removal or covering of the monument. The notice shall be 
given three days prior to the actual work stoppage, allowing the person time to be heard by the Salt Lake 
County surveyor and come into compliance with the chapter. Failure to come into compliance will result, 
in addition to any other penalty, in the issuance of the stop work order until compliance is achieved.  

14.17.100   Itemized statement of expenses. 

The county surveyor shall prepare an itemized statement of all expenses incurred in the restoration, 
repair, raising, replacement or uncovering, including any necessary resurveying, of any public survey 
monument which the county surveyor is required to restore, repair, raise, replace or uncover. The 
statement shall be mailed or delivered to the person who caused the county surveyor to take such action 
or to the person for whom the work was performed. The statement shall include the cost of all county 
personnel. Payment of the statement shall be due within twenty days of the mailing or delivery of the 
statement. The statement shall be deemed delivered when sent by certified mail postage prepaid, or hand 
delivered, addressed to the last known address of the person who caused the county to take action or the 
person for whom such work was performed.  
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Chapter 14.20   ENCROACHMENTS AND OBSTRUCTIONS 

Sections:  

14.20.010 Encroachments prohibited. 

14.20.020 Conformance to grade required. 

14.20.030 Improvements on or near sidewalk or curb ramp. 

14.20.040 Obstructing traffic on sidewalk, curb ramp or highway prohibited. 

14.20.050 Unattended animals on highway prohibited. 

14.20.060 Impoundment of animals. 

14.20.070 Removal of unlawful installations. 

14.20.080 Advertising—Permit required. 

14.20.090 Confining and securing loads on vehicles required. 

14.20.100 Water upon highway prohibited. 

14.20.105 Placing snow upon highway prohibited. 

14.20.110 Encroachments deemed obstructions. 

 

14.20.010   Encroachments prohibited. 

It is unlawful to extend or construct any sidewalks or curb ramps so as to encroach upon any 
highway, nearer to the center thereof than the curbline as designated in this title, or to encroach upon any 
sidewalk, curb ramp or driveway with any building, fence, walk, post or other obstruction nearer than the 
fenceline, so as to make the sidewalk narrower than the widths as designated in this title or to alter or 
eliminate any existing curb ramp.  

14.20.020   Conformance to grade required. 

It is unlawful to lay, build or construct any sidewalk upon any highway in the Town, except in 
accordance with plans and specifications approved by the public works department.  

14.20.030   Improvements on or near sidewalk or curb ramp. 

It is unlawful for any person to construct, place, keep or maintain upon or across any sidewalk or 
curb ramp in the Town any porch, platform or other structure, except at the grade thereof, or any flume, 
pipe or structure, except at or below the grade thereof. Where any platform, porch, flume, pipe or 
structure is below the grade, it shall be covered to grade; and such platform, porch, flume, pipe, or 
structure shall be kept in good repair by the party in whose interest it is constructed or used, so as not to 
be dangerous to pedestrians or an obstruction to the safe and ordinary use of the sidewalk or curb ramp.  

14.20.040   Obstructing traffic on sidewalk, curb ramp or highway prohibited. 

A.  It is unlawful to construct, place, keep or maintain upon or across any sidewalk, curb ramp or highway 
in the Town situated in the public right-of-way, any open ditch, flume, conduit, waterway, headgate, 
log, building material, vehicle, railway, or other obstruction; provided, building materials, vehicles or 
objects may be placed temporarily in such manner on said public highways as not to impede, endanger 
or obstruct ordinary traffic, but no such building material, vehicles or other objects shall be permitted 
to remain on such highway contrary to instructions from the operations division of the public works 
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department. It is unlawful to pile any dirt or other material, or make any other defacement on any 
sidewalk, curb ramp or highway so as to interfere with the ordinary use thereof.  

B.  Except as provided in subsection C, below, it is unlawful to drive or place any vehicle, animal or other 
object upon or along any sidewalk, curb ramp or highway located in the public right-of-way or to permit 
the same to remain thereon in a manner likely to impede or obstruct the ordinary use thereof.  

C.  Containers with garbage and other solid waste to be collected by Salt Lake County Special District 
No. 1, or any other solid waste collection provider, shall be set out for collection upon the public street 
immediately adjacent to the property or in such other area as approved by the operations division of 
the county public works department and the solid waste collection provider. Such containers shall not 
extend more than four feet into the street. Containers shall not be set out upon the street for collection 
prior to the evening of the day before collection. All containers shall be removed from the street as 
soon as practicable after being emptied and in every case shall be removed from the street the same 
day as they are emptied. The director of the sanitation services division of the county public works 
department, or his or her authorized agents, and the Unified Police Department are designated as the 
officers charged with the enforcement of this subsection.  

D.  A violation of subsections A. and B. shall be a Class B misdemeanor. A violation of subsection C. shall 
be an infraction.  

14.20.050   Unattended animals on highway prohibited. 

Every person staking, tethering, herding, grazing, pasturing, allowing to run at large, or causing to be 
staked, tethered, herded, grazed, pastured or allowed to run at large, any horse, cow, mule, sheep, goat, 
swine or other animal upon any of the public highways of the Town shall be guilty of a Class B 
misdemeanor.  

14.20.060   Impoundment of animals. 

It is the duty of animal services to take into custody any horse, cow, mule, sheep, goat, swine or 
other animal found to be staked, tethered, herded, pastured or running at large upon any of the public 
highways of the Town, and to deliver such animal to the animal shelter. Animal services shall retain 
possession of the animal until the costs of taking and bringing it to the shelter and of its maintenance 
while at the shelter are paid.  

14.20.070   Removal of unlawful installations. 

It is unlawful for any person to place, construct or maintain any approach road, driveway, pole, 
pipeline, conduit, sewer, ditch, culvert, billboard, advertising sign or any other structure or object of any 
kind or character within the right-of-way of any town road without complying with the regulations of the 
public works department, which department may:  

A.  Remove such installation from the right-of-way or require such person to remove the same; or  

B.  Give written notice to such person to remove the installation from the right-of-way. The notice 
may be served either by personal service or by mailing the notice to the person by registered mail 
and posting a copy thereof on the installation for a period of ten days. If the installation is not 
removed within ten days after the notice is complete, the public works department may remove 
the same and recover costs and expenses, and also the sum of ten dollars for each day the same 
remained within the right-of-way after notice was complete, in an action for that purpose; or  

C.  If such person disputes or denies the existence of such installation, or refuses to remove or permit 
its removal, the Town may bring an action to abate the same as a nuisance. If judgment is 
recovered, there shall also be recovered, in addition to having the same abated, the costs of 
action and the sum of ten dollars for every day such nuisance remained within the right-of-way 
after notice was given for its removal in the manner provided in subsection B of this section.  
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14.20.080   Advertising—Permit required. 

It is unlawful for any person to place any form of advertising upon any part of the public domain in 
the Town, or along any town right-of-way except upon land in private ownership situated along such 
highway, without first receiving a permit so to do from the mayor.  

14.20.090   Confining and securing loads on vehicles required. 

A.  No vehicle shall be driven or moved on any Town highway unless so constructed or loaded as to 
prevent its contents from dropping, sifting, leaking or otherwise escaping therefrom, except that sand 
or other abrasives may be dropped for the purpose of securing traction, or water or other substance 
may be sprinkled on a roadway for cleaning or maintaining such roadway.  

B.  No person shall operate on a public highway any vehicle with a load unless the load and any covering 
thereon is suitably fastened, secured and confined according to the nature of the load so as to prevent 
the covering or load from becoming loose, detached or in any manner a hazard to other users of the 
highway.  

14.20.100   Water upon highway prohibited. 

It is unlawful for any users of water from any ditch, stream or well to wilfully or carelessly permit the 
same to run upon any Town road in such a manner as to damage or interfere with the proper use of 
same, or to cause pools of water to stand thereon, or to cause anything to be placed or left upon such 
highway in such a way as to obstruct travel or to endanger property or persons upon same.  

14.20.105   Placing snow upon highway prohibited. 

It is unlawful for any person removing snow, ice or other material from a sidewalk or driveway to 
place or deposit said snow, ice or other material upon any county road or highway or Town road in such a 
manner as to interfere with the proper use of the same or in such a way as to obstruct travel or to 
endanger property or persons upon same.  

14.20.110   Encroachments deemed obstructions. 

It is the duty of supervisors of road districts to treat as obstructions to public highways all 
encroachments declared by the terms of this chapter to be unlawful.  

 

Chapter 14.24   POLES, POSTS AND FENCES 

Sections:  

14.24.010 Prohibited generally. 

14.24.020 Telephone and telegraph poles. 

14.24.030 Electric light poles. 

14.24.040 Town's permission required when. 

14.24.050 Mailboxes. 

14.24.060 Fences. 

14.24.070 Posts on property abutting public highway. 

14.24.080 Reservation of poles for Town use. 
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14.24.090 Violation deemed obstruction. 

 

14.24.010   Prohibited generally. 

It is unlawful for any person to set, place, keep or maintain any pole, post, fence or like obstruction 
upon or along any public highway, road, tree, avenue, lane, alley, trail, curb ramp or sidewalk in the 
Town, except as designated in this chapter.  

14.24.020   Telephone and telegraph poles. 

Telephone and telegraph poles shall be set along the pole line, with the face of the pole nearest the 
center of the street, one foot toward the property line from a line known as the curbline or in that area 
designated for utilities.  

14.24.030   Electric light poles. 

Electric light or other poles for carrying electric current for commercial purposes shall be set in the 
same manner as telephone and telegraph poles, one foot from the curbline or in that area designated for 
utilities.  

14.24.040   Town's permission required when. 

No telephone, telegraph, electric light or other pole used for support of wires carrying electric current 
shall be set on any Town road without a permit therefor being first obtained from the town.  

14.24.050   Mailboxes. 

Posts for carrying or holding mailboxes shall be set either along the tree or pole line hereinbefore 
defined or a sufficient distance back of the curbline so as not to obstruct the street, highway, sidewalk or 
curb ramp traffic.  

14.24.060   Fences. 

Fence posts may be set along a fenceline, which is designated as the distance from the center of 
any highway not less than half the surveyed and platted width of the highway. It is unlawful to place or 
maintain any fence or building the face of which is nearer the center of any highway than the line 
designated as the fenceline.  

14.24.070   Posts on property abutting public highway. 

It is unlawful to set, place or maintain any telephone, telegraph, electric light or current poles, trees, 
mail, sign or other posts, except as provided in this chapter, upon property abutting on any public highway 
in the Town, at a point nearer to the fenceline than a line centering one foot therefrom on the side farthest 
from the center of the highway; and it is unlawful to set or maintain any sign or other post at a point 
nearer the centerline than one-half foot from the outside of the outer limit of any alley or lane.  

14.24.080   Reservation of poles for Town use. 

It is provided that any grant or permission hereafter given to set telephone, telegraph or electric light 
poles upon any of the public highways in the Town, shall be made subject to the reservation, whether or 
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not the reservation is specifically set forth in the grant or permission, that whenever the commission shall 
deem it necessary for the public good or service, the Town shall have the right to place crossarms on the 
poles, and to string one set of wires thereon, for furnishing electric light and current to the Town, and to 
use and operate the same during the period of such grant or permission, with reasonable regard for the 
rights of the grantee.  

14.24.090   Violation deemed obstruction. 

It is the duty of operation division to treat as obstructions to public highways, all poles, posts, fences 
or other obstructions set or placed in violation of the terms of this chapter.  

 

Chapter 14.28   CANYON AND RURAL ROAD MAINTENANCE AND CLASSIFICATION 

Sections:  

14.28.010 Purpose. 

14.28.020 Definitions. 

14.28.030 Classifications. 

14.28.040 Classification map. 

14.28.050 Amendments to map. 

 

14.28.010   Purpose. 

The purpose of this chapter is to identify the canyon and designated rural roads for which the county 
and Town has maintenance responsibility and to classify the roads for the level of maintenance to be 
performed.  

14.28.020   Definitions. 

For the purposes of this chapter:  

"Canyon roads" means canyon roads for which the county has maintenance responsibility in Big 
Cottonwood Canyon;  

"Dry road surface" means road surfaces that can be maintained only during periods of dry or fair 
weather.  

"Rural" means an area which has developed primarily with agricultural or estate residential uses, and 
the lot size is a minimum of one acre.  

"Rural roads" means only those roads designated on the map described in Section 14.28.040.  

"Summer maintenance" means routine maintenance that can be performed after April 1st when the 
road is snow free until the weather in the fall necessitates snow plowing. Summer maintenance shall not 
include any snow plowing.  

"Wet and dry road surface" means road surfaces that can be maintained year round under any 
climatic conditions.  

14.28.030   Classifications. 

Canyon and rural roads shall be classified according to the following categories:  
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A.  Category 1 Road. A Category 1 road consists of asphalt or concrete pavement with the following 
characteristics:  

1.  Lane striping;  

2.  Regulatory and street identification signing;  

3.  Speed limits between five to thirty-five miles per hour;  

4.  Year-around maintenance with wet and dry road surface conditions.  

B.  Category 2 Road. A Category 2 road consists of asphalt or concrete pavement with the following 
characteristics:  

1.  No lane striping;  

2.  Regulatory and street identification signing;  

3.  Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour;  

4.  Summer maintenance only with dry road surface condition.  

C.  Category 3 Road. A Category 3 road consists of asphalt or concrete pavement with the following 
characteristics:  

1.  No lane striping;  

2.  Regulatory and street identification signing;  

3.  Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour;  

4.  Year-around maintenance with wet and dry road surface conditions.  

D.  Category 4 Road. A Category 4 road consists of gravel surface with the following characteristics:  

1.  No lane striping;  

2.  Regulatory and street identification signing;  

3.  Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour;  

4.  Summer maintenance only with dry road surface condition.  

E.  Category 5 Road. A Category 5 road consists of gravel surface with the following characteristics:  

1.  No lane striping;  

2.  No regulatory and street identification signing;  

3.  Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour;  

4.  Summer maintenance only with dry road surface condition.  

F.  Category 6 Road. A Category 6 road consists of dirt surface with the following characteristics:  

1.  No lane striping;  

2.  No regulatory and street identification signing;  

3.  Speed limits between five to twenty-five miles per hour;  

4.  Summer maintenance only with dry road surface condition.  

14.28.040   Classification map. 

The identification, location and categorization of canyon and designated rural roads for which the 
county has a maintenance responsibility shall be placed on a map entitled the "canyon and rural road 
classification map" which shall be on file in the county engineering division. Such map, before becoming 
effective, shall be approved by the board of county commissioners.  
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14.28.050   Amendments to map. 

Amendments to the canyon road classification map may be made by the director of the public works 
department upon the approval of the mayor as long as such amendments are within the scope of the 
budget approved by the council. Amendments to the categorization of canyon roads shall be considered 
on the basis of safety, cost benefit ratio and serviceability factors.  

Chapter 14.32   SIDEWALK USE AND MAINTENANCE 

Sections:  

14.32.010 Duty of abutting property owners. 

14.32.020 Inspections. 

14.32.030 Notice to repair. 

14.32.040 Permits for repairs required when. 

14.32.050 Repair by Town—Lien. 

14.32.060 Right of review—Request—Hearing. 

14.32.070 Stay of notice to repair. 

14.32.080 Obstruction of sidewalks or curb ramps prohibited. 

14.32.090 Sweeping sidewalks and curb ramps in front of businesses required. 

14.32.100 Snow removal—Required. 

14.32.110 Snow removal—Clogging gutter prohibited. 

14.32.120 Obstructing sidewalk or curb ramp while receiving goods. 

14.32.130 Cellar doors. 

14.32.140 Driving or riding on sidewalks prohibited. 

14.32.150 Games on sidewalks, curb ramps or streets. 

14.32.160 Loitering prohibited. 

 

14.32.010   Duty of abutting property owners. 

It shall be the duty of each owner of real property abutting or fronting upon any street, highway or 
alley within the Town, to repair and maintain in good condition all public curbs, curb ramps, gutters and 
sidewalks across or immediately abutting their property.  

14.32.020   Inspections. 

The Town through the department of public works, may inspect the condition of the public curbs, 
gutters and sidewalks to determine any defects or needed repairs.  

14.32.030   Notice to repair. 

Notice of needed repairs or defects in the public curbs, curb ramps, gutters and sidewalks shall be 
sent to the owner of the abutting property as shown on the records of the county recorder. Such notice 
shall specify the repairs needed or the defect and shall state a deadline for completing the repairs. A 
review of such deadline shall be not earlier than thirty nor later than sixty days from the date of the notice. 
The notice shall specifically instruct the property owner of his obligation under this chapter and of his 
opportunity for review.  
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14.32.040   Permits for repairs required when. 

No permits shall be necessary for such repairs unless it is necessary to alter the grade, location or 
dimensions of the curbs, curb ramps, gutters or sidewalks. In such event, there shall be no charge for the 
permit.  

14.32.050   Repair by Town—Lien. 

In the event that the property owner fails to complete the repairs or to seek review within the time 
specified in the notice, the Town may make the repairs with the implied consent of the owner. The cost of 
such repairs shall constitute a lien against the real property. If such lien is not satisfied within sixty days 
after being filed, for record, the Town may seek to foreclose the lien in the manner provided in Title 38 of 
the Utah Code Annotated (1953) for the enforcement of mechanic's liens.   

14.32.060   Right of review—Request—Hearing. 

A.  The owner shall have the right to seek review of the notice of repairs through the department of public 
works and to appeal any decision rendered by the department of public works to the mayor as provided 
in subsections B and C of this section.  

B.  The owner may seek review of the notice of repairs by filing a request with the office of the director of 
public works. The request must be on file within ten business days from the date of the notice of 
repairs. Upon receipt of the petition requesting a hearing, the director shall schedule a hearing within 
ten business days, before himself or his designee, and cause notice to be sent to the petitioner.  

C.  After the hearing, the director or his designee, shall cause written notice of his decision to be sent to 
petitioner, which notice shall also inform petitioner of his right to appeal to the mayor. Petitioner may 
appeal to the mayor by filing written request with the clerk of the board within ten business days from 
the date of the director's decision. Petitioner shall be entitled to a hearing before the mayor within sixty 
days from the date the appeal is filed.  

14.32.070   Stay of notice to repair. 

The timely filing of a request for hearing with the director of the department of public works, or upon 
appeal therefrom to the mayor shall stay the terms of the notice of repair during review proceedings, and 
all deadlines shall be redetermined by the hearing authority.  

14.32.080   Obstruction of sidewalks or curb ramps prohibited. 

It is unlawful for any person owning, occupying or having control of any premises, to place or permit 
upon the sidewalk, curb ramp or the half of the street next to such premises:  

A.  Any broken ware, glass, filth, rubbish, refuse matter, ice, water, mud, garbage, ashes, tin cans or 
other substances;  

B.  Any vehicle, lumber, wood, boxes, fencing, building material, dead trees, tree stumps, 
merchandise, or other thing that obstructs the public street, curb ramp or sidewalk or any part 
thereof, or the free use and enjoyment thereof, or the free passage over and upon the same, or 
any part thereof, without the permission of the mayor. (  
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14.32.090   Sweeping sidewalks and curb ramps in front of businesses required. 

It is unlawful for the owners or occupants of places of business within the Town to fail to cause the 
sidewalk abutting thereon and any existing curb ramp to be swept or cleaned each morning before the 
hour of eight a.m.  

14.32.100   Snow removal—Required. 

In order to better protect the safety of pedestrians, it is unlawful for the owner, occupant, lessor or 
agent of property abutting on a paved sidewalk to fail to remove or cause to be removed from such paved 
sidewalk and any existing curb ramp all hail, snow or sleet falling thereon, within twelve hours after the 
hail, snow or sleet has ceased falling, provided that in case of a storm between the hours of five p.m. and 
six a.m., the sidewalk and any existing curb ramp shall be cleaned before eight a.m. following the storm.  

14.32.110   Snow removal—Clogging gutter prohibited. 

It is unlawful for any person removing snow from a sidewalk or curb ramp to deposit snow, dirt or 
other material in a gutter so as to clog the same, or prevent the free flow of water therein.  

14.32.120   Obstructing sidewalk or curb ramp while receiving goods. 

It is unlawful for any person to place or keep, or suffer to be placed or kept upon any sidewalk or 
curb ramp, any goods, wares or merchandise that he may be receiving or delivering without leaving a ten-
foot passageway clear upon such sidewalk or curb ramp; and it is unlawful for any person receiving or 
delivering such goods, wares or merchandise to suffer the same to be or remain on such sidewalk or curb 
ramp for a period longer than one hour.  

14.32.130   Cellar doors. 

It is unlawful for the owner or occupant of any building having a cellar which opens upon any street, 
curb ramp or sidewalk to fail to keep the door or other covering thereof in good repair and safe for the 
passage of the customary traffic on the street, curb ramp or sidewalk.  

14.32.140   Driving or riding on sidewalks prohibited. 

It is unlawful for any person to drive a self-propelled vehicle or team, or lead, drive or ride any animal 
upon any sidewalk except at established crossings.  

14.32.150   Games on sidewalks, curb ramps or streets. 

It is unlawful for any person to obstruct any sidewalk, curb ramp or street by playing games thereon, 
such as ballgames, quoits, marbles, jumping, rolling of hoops, flying of kites, or coasting, or to annoy or 
obstruct the free travel of any pedestrian, team or vehicle.  

14.32.160   Loitering prohibited. 

It is unlawful for any person to remain standing, lying or sitting on any sidewalk or curb ramp for a 
longer period than two minutes, in such manner as to obstruct the free passage of pedestrians thereon, or 
to wilfully remain standing, lying or sitting thereon in the manner for more than one minute after being 
requested to move by any police officer, or to wilfully remain on any sidewalk or curb ramp in such 
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manner as to obstruct the free passage of any person or vehicle into or out of any property abutting upon 
the sidewalk, curb ramp or any property having access to such sidewalk or curb ramp.  

 

Chapter 14.36   DRIVEWAYS 

Sections:  

14.36.010 Permit required. 

14.36.020 Bond required. 

14.36.030 Specifications and grades. 

14.36.040 Deviation from permitted construction unlawful. 

14.36.050 Inspection and approval. 

14.36.060 Construction regulations. 

 

14.36.010   Permit required. 

It is unlawful for any person to construct, build, establish or maintain any sidewalk, curb ramp, curb 
and gutter, or driveway over, across or upon any public street, road, thoroughfare, or parkway, or to cut or 
change the construction of any public sidewalk, curb or gutter for any purpose, without having first 
obtained from the planning and development services division a permit for such construction, cut or 
change.  

14.36.020   Bond required. 

A.  Before issuance of any such permit, the contractor or person proposing the construction shall file with 
the bond office, on a form furnished by the Town, a penal bond in the sum of ten thousand dollars with 
good and sufficient surety thereon, conditioned that the makers shall save harmless, defend and 
indemnify the Town against or on account of accidents, damages or claims arising out of or during the 
construction by the contractor. All such bonds shall be continuing until terminated by notice in writing 
given thirty days in advance.  

B.  In addition a contractor making a business of such construction in the Town shall maintain on file in 
the office of the planning and development services division a performance and completion bond in 
the penal sum of one thousand dollars to guarantee for one year from date of acceptance by the Town 
work done in the Town.  

14.36.030   Specifications and grades. 

All construction authorized by the permit issued under Section 14.36.010 shall be in accordance with 
the specifications and grades furnished by the planning and development services division and the 
acceptance of such permit shall be deemed an agreement by the permittee to perform such construction 
in accordance with such specifications and grades.  

14.36.040   Deviation from permitted construction unlawful. 

It is unlawful for any person to construct any sidewalk, curb and gutter, or driveway over, across or 
upon any public street, road, thoroughfare or parkway, or to cut or change the construction thereof except 
in accordance with the permit issued by the planning and development services division.  
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14.36.050   Inspection and approval. 

All sidewalks, curb ramps, curb and gutters, and driveways constructed in accordance with the 
permits authorized by this chapter shall be subject to the supervision, inspection and approval by the 
planning and development services division.  

14.36.060   Construction regulations. 

No permit shall be granted by the planning and development services division for any driveway 
exceeding thirty-five feet in width. No driveway, including sidewalk, shall be less than six inches thick. 
When more than one driveway is required for any one parcel of land, a sidewalk island of at least twelve 
feet shall be provided between driveways, and in no case shall a permit be granted for a driveway that will 
be within ten feet from the property line where it adjoins any street. It is unlawful for any person to drive 
any vehicles over or across any such street corner or within ten feet therefrom, as provided in this section. 
Where, in the opinion of the planning and development services division it would be dangerous, or where 
a driveway conflicts with any permanent improvements or waterways, it may refuse to issue the permit 
and the matter shall be referred to the mayor for decision, in which event a driveway may be permitted at 
such place if approved by the mayor.  

 

Chapter 14.40   BRIDGES, DITCHES AND WATERWAYS 

Sections:  

14.40.010 Generally. 

14.40.020 Bridges. 

14.40.030 Ditches and waterways. 

14.40.040 Headgates. 

14.40.050 Watermains. 

14.40.060 Duty to repair bridges and flumes. 

14.40.070 Violations deemed obstructions. 

 

14.40.010   Generally. 

It is unlawful for any person to construct, place, set, keep or maintain any bridge, sewer, well, spill, or 
like obstruction, upon, in, under or along any public highway, road, street, avenue, lane, alley, trail, 
sidewalk or curb ramp in the Town, except as designated in this chapter.  

14.40.020   Bridges. 

Bridges over any ditch, waterway or opening across any sidewalk shall not be less than the full width 
of such sidewalk. Bridges over any ditch, waterway or opening across any roadway section of any 
highway, trail or sidewalk, shall not be narrower than the full width of the roadway section. In all cases, 
bridges shall be set square with the road or sidewalk, and their coverings shall be made to conform to the 
grade of the road or sidewalk as fixed by the public works department. All bridges shall be of substantial 
material and construction, and the plans and specifications shall be approved by the public works 
department. Bridges connecting the roadway with the sidewalk shall be made to conform with the 
established grade of the roadway and sidewalk.  
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14.40.030   Ditches and waterways. 

A.  All ditches, canals or waterways constructed across or over any sidewalk or highway shall be securely 
bridged or flumed; the bridges or flumes shall conform to the regulations provided in this code.  

B.  No ditch, canal or waterway shall be made or constructed across any sidewalk, curb ramp or highway 
except upon receiving approval from the engineering division and except after conforming with the 
established grade thereof. When a change in the grade of any sidewalk, curb ramp or highway 
becomes necessary for the convenience of any ditch, canal or waterway, the changed grade shall be 
done by or at the expense of the person, constructing the ditch, canal or waterway, and shall be 
constructed only after receiving approval to proceed from the engineering division and shall be 
completed to the satisfaction of the engineering division.  

C.  All ditches, canals or waterways running along any highway shall be confined to a space on either 
side of such highway outside of the right-of way line unless otherwise approved by the engineering 
division. It is unlawful to construct or place any ditch, canal or waterway along any sidewalk, or along 
any highway in the Town, or within a public right-of-way, without the permission of the Town Council.  

14.40.040   Headgates. 

Headgates for the control of irrigating or other water shall be placed either in the ditch space or 
outside of the right-of-way line, as may be necessary.  

14.40.050   Watermains. 

Watermains for carrying water along or across any highway may be laid by approval of the 
engineering division, at a sufficient depth to keep the roadway secure, and when laid along any highway 
shall be located in the roadway centering on a line five feet nearer the center of the highway than the 
curbline as now fixed by ordinance. No excavation for laying watermains or pipes shall be made in any 
public highway without first obtaining the consent of the engineering division.  

14.40.060   Duty to repair bridges and flumes. 

It is unlawful for any person conveying water through or along any ditch, canal or waterway along or 
across any highway to permit any flume, bridge, etc., under the control of or owned by the person to 
become out of repair, and to remain so after attention has been called thereto, longer than is necessary to 
institute the work of repairs thereon, which work shall be diligently prosecuted to completion.  

14.40.070   Violations deemed obstructions. 

It is the duty of the supervisors of road districts to treat as obstructions any bridges, flumes, pipes or 
ditches placed or constructed in violation of the terms of this chapter.  

 

Chapter 14.44   SHADE TREES 

Sections:  

14.44.010 Care of trees. 

14.44.020 Planting line. 

14.44.030 Condemnation and removal of trees. 
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14.44.010   Care of trees. 

In all cases the abutting property owner who receives the beneficial use of and benefit from trees is 
to care for and water same. Failure to care for trees may constitute a nuisance.  

14.44.020   Planting line. 

The line on which the trees are to be centered within a county highway right-of-way or Town road 
shall be determined by the public works department.  

14.44.030   Condemnation and removal of trees. 

The operation division, upon giving proper notice to abutting property owner, shall have the authority 
to condemn and remove, or order the removal by the abutting property owner of any tree, tree stump, 
shrub or vine upon any Town roads, avenues or ways where the tree, tree stump, shrub or vine is dead, 
diseased or for any other reason undesirable. The operation division shall have authority to trim or prune 
any road tree or remove any tree that is in violation of any county or Town ordinance, without serving 
notice upon the abutting property owner.  

 

Chapter 14.48   STREET VACATIONS 

Sections:  

14.48.010 Purpose. 

14.48.020 Street defined. 

14.48.030 Conditions for vacation. 

14.48.040 Fees and advertising costs. 

14.48.050 Legal interest of Town. 

14.48.060 Evaluation of need for street. 

14.48.070 Compensation. 

 

14.48.010   Purpose. 

The purpose of this chapter is to provide a consistent standard regarding compensation to the Town 
for the vacation and/or transfer of its interest in public streets. Vacation of the Town’s interest in streets 
should be viewed as a transfer of a substantial property right for which the public should be compensated. 
To prevent windfall enrichment to abutting property owners at public expense, such transfer should not be 
made without compensation being paid to the Town.  

14.48.020   Street defined. 

"Street(s)" means all major and minor streets, alleys, walkways and trails.  

14.48.030   Conditions for vacation. 

Petitions for vacation of public streets shall be considered on the basis of the following:  

B.  Major and Minor Streets. Major and minor streets shall not be vacated or permanently closed unless 
adequate compensation has been paid for the transfer of the Town's interest in the land. The vacation 
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or closure is not final or complete until the document transferring title is signed by the mayor and, in 
the case of a plat amendment or deed, recorded with the Salt Lake County recorder's office.  

14.48.040   Fees and advertising costs. 

No petition for vacation of a  Town street shall be considered unless accompanied by a fee of three 
hundred dollars to cover costs of review by Town personnel. The petitioner shall pay all advertising costs 
for public notices required for vacation hearings.  

14.48.050   Legal interest of Town. 

No action shall be taken on any petition to vacate a street until the Town  identifies and verifies the 
specific manner in which the Town acquired its interest in the street and the attorney determines the legal 
interest of the Town in the street.  

14.48.060   Evaluation of need for street. 

Each petition shall be evaluated in terms of the current use of the street and the need in the 
foreseeable future for its use as a public street or for any other public purpose. If such need exists or may 
exist in the foreseeable future, the petition shall be denied.  

14.48.070   Compensation. 

Any action providing vacation, sale or other transfer of the Town’s interest in any street where 
compensation is required shall be conditioned upon prior payment of such compensation and shall not be 
completed by an enactment of an ordinance, plat amendment, deed, or executive order until all required 
compensation is paid to the Town  together with advertising costs for all public notices. Generally, such 
compensation shall be the fair market value of the land. In appropriate cases compensation may be 
provided for in part or in whole, through an exchange of land or relocation of streets within an existing 
subdivision. Where the Town's interest in a street is transferred to another public entity for a public use 
which benefits the Town, the council may determine that the benefit to the Town from such use is 
adequate compensation for the land. Where appropriate, Town may require conditions precedent such as 
the installation of landscaping, fencing or other improvements which must be completed or bonded for 
prior to the transfer of property rights.  

 

Chapter 14.52   UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES AND LIABILITY FOR DAMAGES 

Sections:  

14.52.010 Disregard of warning or barricade. 

14.52.020 Livestock highway use restrictions. 

14.52.030 Injury to trees on highway—Penalty. 

14.52.040 Violation of Class B road use regulations. 

14.52.050 Liability for damage to highway or structure. 

14.52.055 Liability for damage to sidewalk or curb ramp. 

14.52.060 Liability for damages due to illegal operation. 

14.52.070 Violation—Penalty. 
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14.52.010   Disregard of warning or barricade. 

No person shall wilfully fail to observe any barricade, warning light, sign or flagman, warning the 
public that a highway or portion thereof is restricted or closed to traffic.  

14.52.030   Injury to trees on highway—Penalty. 

Whoever digs up, cuts down or otherwise injures or wilfully destroys any trees planted and standing 
on any county highway or Town road in conformity to law is guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall also be 
liable to the owner for treble the amount of damages sustained.  

14.52.040   Violation of Class  Croad use regulations. 

No person shall wilfully violate any of the rules and regulations of the Town as to the use of Class C 
roads or traffic thereon, nor shall anyone unlawfully remove, deface or interfere with any road sign, notice, 
warning or barrier.  

14.52.050   Liability for damage to highway or structure. 

Any person who wilfully or negligently injures or damages any county highway or Town road, 
highway equipment or road sign shall be liable for such damage. The amount of such damage may be 
recovered in a civil action brought by the attorney in the name of the Town.  

14.52.055   Liability for damage to sidewalk or curb ramp. 

Any person who wilfully or negligently injures or damages any Town  sidewalk or curb ramp shall be 
liable for such damage. The amount of such damage may be removed in a civil action brought by the 
Town attorney in the name of the Town.  

14.52.060   Liability for damages due to illegal operation. 

Any person driving any vehicle, object or contrivance upon any Town road county highway, or 
highway structure shall be liable for all damage that the highway or structure may sustain as a result of 
the illegal operation, driving or moving of the vehicle, object or contrivance weighing in excess of the 
maximum weight specified by law. Whenever the driver is not the owner of such vehicle, object or 
contrivance, but is operating the same with the express or implied permission of the owner, then the 
owner and driver shall be jointly and severally liable for the damage. Such damage may be recovered in a 
civil action brought by the attorney at the request of the public works department.  

14.52.070   Violation—Penalty. 

Where the performance of an act is prohibited or declared unlawful by the provisions of this chapter 
but no penalty is prescribed for the violation of the provisions, the doing of such an act is declared to be a 
Class B misdemeanor and punishable as such pursuant to the provisions of Section 1.12.010 of this 
code.  
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