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[bookmark: _Hlk91763509]The Ivins City Council will hold a regular meeting in the City Council Chambers, 85 N. Main St., Ivins, UT, on Thursday, July 21, 2022.  The meeting will begin at 5:30 P.M.

NOTICE: This meeting will be held in person and electronically.  You may watch the live audio and video feed by going to www.ivins.com under “Upcoming Events”.  When the meeting is live, it will reflect “In Progress” – click on the “In Progress” link to watch the meeting live.  The Mayor and/or City Council Members may attend via telephone conference if they are unable to attend in person.  The anchor location will be the Ivins City Council chambers located at 85 North Main Street, Ivins City, Utah 84738. 

Note: The order of items discussed on this agenda is subject to change

1) WELCOME AND CALL TO ORDER
1. Acknowledgement of Quorum
1. Flag Salute
1. Invocation
1. Disclosures

2) REPORTS, PRESENTATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS
A. St. George Regional Hospital update
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=q1cpwP2gC6Y
B. Department Reports: Building Department; Public Works/Engineering; Finance [TAB A]





C. Quarterly Finance Report [TAB B]


D. Planning Commission Report

3) CITIZEN REQUEST FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS REGARDING ORDINANCES, POLICIES OR OTHER LEGISLATIVE ITEMS
Any person wishing to bring a legislative item not otherwise on the Agenda to the attention of the Mayor and City Council may address the City Council at this point by stepping to the microphone and giving their name and address for the record. Citizen Request for Future Agenda Item forms should be filled out in advance and given to the City Recorder.  Remarks should be limited to no more than two minutes, unless the Governing Body allocates additional time.  The Mayor and City Council will take no action this evening.

4) PUBLIC HEARING AND ACTION ITEMS - NONE

5) DISCUSSION AND POTENTIAL ACTION ITEMS
A. Discuss and consider the Planning Commission’s recommendation to approve a Preliminary Plan for Falcon Park Subdivision, located at approximately 225 East and 800 South.  Kevin Petersen and Jared and Megan Bringhurst-Owner/Applicant [TAB C]




B. Discuss and consider the Planning Commission’s recommendation to approve a Preliminary Plan for Vista Estates, located at approximately 200 West and Red Vista Drive. Sunshine Seven, LLC and Bench Seven Series, Owner. Jared Madsen-Applicant [TAB D]




C. Discuss and consider the Planning Commission’s recommendation to approve a Preliminary Plan for Black Desert Golf Village, located at approximately 1500 East Black Desert Drive, north of the horse roundabout. Enlaw, LLC-Owner. Jared Madsen-Alpha Engineering-Applicant [TAB E]








D. [bookmark: _Hlk108705205]Presentation and discussion on the Planning Commission’s recommendation for a Zone Amendment per the Project Plan.  Located at approximately Puerto Drive and 400 South. School Institutional Trust Lands Administration-Owner. Jerry Miyahara-Applicant [TAB F]







E. Discuss and consider the Planning Commission’s recommendation to approve a Preliminary Plan for Kwavasa Phase 2, located at approximately Evening Star Drive. Kayenta Development (SITLA)-Owner. Lance Anderson-Applicant [TAB G]




F. Continued discussion regarding availability of water and approval of Acknowledgement of Water Supply form [TAB H]


G. Continued presentation and discussion on the Planning Commission’s recommendation on the city-wide Sandbox Land Use Plan.  Ivins City-Applicant [TAB I]



H. Continued discussion regarding ideas and activities to celebrate Ivins City’s 100 year anniversary

6)	CONSENT AGENDA
A. Approval of City Council Meeting Minutes for June 16, 2022 [TAB J]


7)	CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION

8)	REPORTS
1. Council
1. Mayor
1. City Manager/Attorney Dale Coulam
1. Items to be placed on future agendas

9)	CLOSED MEETING

10)	ADJOURNMENT

Reasonable accommodation: Ivins City will make efforts to provide reasonable accommodation to disabled members of the public in accessing City programs. Please contact the City Recorder at least 24 hours in advance if you have special needs.

I hereby certify that I have posted copies of the agenda in the following public and conspicuous places on July 15, 2022.  Ivins City Hall, the Ivins Post Office, SCI Center Street Fire Station, Ivins City UNITY Park and Ivins City Animal Shelter.  I have also sent a copy of this agenda to St. George News and posted it on the Utah Public Notice website.



Kari Jimenez, MMC
City Recorder
Page 2 of 2
image2.emf
Building Dept  report.pdf


Building Dept report.pdf
Year Total  Residential + Addtl | Additions J_f_s.:_:-_"max,.l Multi-Fam o.mslmam | Value L_:mmm_w Value + Comm | Comm
2022 Res | Value |Permits Value Permits 1 Value vm..:.;m | +_um:._..=.m+ Value
Jan | : $ 3,908,784.00 | N m Hom 000. oo 5/5 units | S ﬁd 250. oo u S 398,566. oo Hw+m 427,222.00 | 2 $  105,000.00
Feb Hm m 5,379,985.00 | N m .\.N 840. oo m S 314,080. oo HN+ $ 338,112 oo H+ 5 68,139,900.00 |
(March| 8/$ 3,211,050.00 | 3.6 94,000. 00 | 1/4units | $ 1,823,000, 00| 10[$ 63610000 9 S 292,610 00 | 1$ 129,000.00
| April $ 5,061,322.00 .w $  61,433.00 m:mmm_a $ 3,749,187.00 | Hw S 981,824.00 10/ $ 268,260.00 1% 700000
| May | 7S 3,689,558.00 4/$ 393,101.00 | | | 10[$ 56676100 16/$ 565,972.00 | | |
ﬁ June | 11/ $ 5,097,692.00 | u m 94,650.00 | | | Hm+ S wmmbpo.oo 1. :,f S 292,730.00 | 1) $  500,000.00 |
July $ 1,358,284.00 H m 62,400.00 2| S 45,000.00 3§ 129,582.00
Total $ 27,706,675.00 7 § 886,424.00 12/27 units S 6,049,437.00 66 S3,668,241.00 74 52,314,488.00 6 $68,880,900.00
7 Y S E— N —] T 1
Year 405 __Residential >a%_ . .>nn__=o=m 3::. mw3+ __ Multi-Fam | Other Value +we_m:.f Value noi.:u. Comm
2023 :mm Value E+v|23_$+. Value | ...vlm:.::u | Value  |Permits | | nm_...:;m ~ Value
July w $ 1,358, 284.00 15 6240000 2 S 45,000.00 38 Huwkmmu.oo
Total 3 § 1,358,284.00 1§ 6240000 2 S 45,000.00 3 § 129,582.00






Year ._.03_1 Residential 1 Addtl Additions _<_=_.= Fam | Iti-Fam | Multi-Fam On_._m_. _ ~ Value “,mo_m_.“ Value f Comm | Comm
2021 Res | Value +vm3..:m _ Value Permits i Value _um....:zm 1 | +vm_..._._,:|mT Value
i ._m_.r Hm+ $ 5,529,625.00 | WEM ,._m 200. oo w\pm ::;m S 2, 399, 340. oo w+ $ 302,289.00 |6 $ 128,881.00 | | .
| _”m_u+ Hw+m 6,222,380.00 | N+ S m&.owo.oo | 1/5 units i m um@mqo.oo 12 $ 229,722.00 | 2] S 45,000.00 | 1 $  109,650.00 |
[March| 31 $ 10,281,155.00 | 2/ $ 6290000 1/iunit |$ 8762000 11 $ 40610000 8 5 243,791.00 | | |
| April | 17/ $ 5,068,270 8 | 3/3units | $ 26286000 19 $ 752,234.00 9 $ 218277.00 1$  14,000.00
| May | 19/ S 5,986,940 oo [ lm $ 263, wum.oo 1/6 c:_ﬁ | $ 977,605. oo Hptm 334,550. oo m+ $ 102,865.00 | |
| June | 21 S 9,065,420.00 | 3| 'S 185,47s. oo 2/6 units m 1,012,980. oo Hm,r $ 482,000 oo 2| $ 57,040.00 | |
| July Hm+...m 6,837, nwm.oo m $ 112,000. oo 1/1 unit i m 95,450. oo 9 S amp.moo.oo.% . ..m+ S 270,391.00 | I |
| Aug | 16 S 6,357,875 00 | 4 | $ 173,240.00 | | 1/1unit [ § 95,450, oo 13| $ 864,060.00 17| $ 574,078.00 | | |
| Sept | 20/ $ 8,322,760.00 2/ $ 68240.00 4/20 units | '$ 4,514,395, oo 8 § 699,056.00 9 $ 149,516 8 | |
| Oct | 11/$ 4,880,795.00 4 $ 32831500 2/Aunits | S '571,820.00 | | 11]$ 58910000 | 26 $1,054,104. 00 | 4/ $  204,410.00
| Nov | 10 S 4,152,650. oo H+ S  17,000. oo 3/8 units | $ 2,091,850.00 | 14 $ 499,800.00 ~w+ S mmu.mam.oo | 3| $  800,000.00 |
Dec Hm S 6,283,015. oo 15 Ao.ooo.oo 2/2 units $190,720.00 13 $ 307,023.00 9 $§ 185,050.00
Total 212 5 78,988,320.00 H $1,330,705.00 24/72 units $ 13,068,660.00 142 $65,887,734.00 125 $3,956,938.00 9 $ 1,128,060.00
T N S i R N E—
<mm_. ._.o"m_ Residential | Addtl 1 Additions | _,‘_..E._"m:‘_,r Multi-Fam Oz_m_. Value +mo_mq+ Value no:....: Comm |
2022 Res Value vm:.:#ﬁ Value ....Immhazm [ Value l,m::_nm 1 .vm::;m Value |
July | ~m+ $ 6,837,435.00 m+ $ 112,000.00 | 1/1 unit_ | $ 95,450.00 | i) 'S 421,800.00 | w '$ 270,391 00 | . |
| Aug | wm+ S 6,397, m.\.m o\,@.T h+ S 173,240.00 L H\H c.:; }m 95,450.00 | uw m 864,060. oc Hu m 574, o.\m.oo 1 |
[wmruﬁ | 20| § m\wNN.Nmo.oo | 2 m 68,240.00 bxwo units +m .thwam.oo | m m 699,056. oo + m :m ,516. oo | |
Oct | 11 $ 4,880,795.00 4/'S 280,565. 00 | 2/4units | $  571,820.00 | E+ $ 589,100.00 |26 $1,054,104. oo 4 $  204,410.00
Nov | 10, S 4,152,650.00 1 1 s %N..ooo.oo 1 3/8 units { $ 2,091,850.00 | Hh+ S ~499,800.00 ~w+ $ 927, wam oo 3 $ 800,000.00 |
Dec | pm m 6,283,015.00 | 1 S 40,000.00 | 2/2 units | $ 190,720.00 | 13| $ 307, 023.00 9| $ 185,050. oo |
Jan | H_.m m 3,908,784.00 | N $ 108,000.00 L 5/5 units | S 477,250.00 I u S 398,566. omi 13| S am.\.mmw.oo.,r N $  105,000.00 |
B ._nmc | “_.m+ $ 5,379,985.00 | N m 72,840.00 | L 1 mfm 314,080.00 ! HN.TM 338,112.00 | H $ 68,139,900.00 |
,_<_m_.n_._+ 8 $ 3,211,050.00 | w .MI.."B 000.00 | 1/4 units m 1,823,000.00 | Ho+ $ 636,100.00 i gl $ 292,610.00 | H $ 125,000.00 |
| April | 13/ $  5,061,322.00 | w $ ﬂﬁwco 6/18 units | $ 3,749,187.00 13/ $ 981,824.00 10/ $ 268,260.00 H $ 7,000.00
| May | 7 $ 3,689,558.00 | » $ 393,10100 | | B $ 566,761 som.+ 16/ $ 565 msm@. | |
June 11 § 5,097,692.00 2| B mn.mmo.oo Hm $ 725,910.00 11, $ 292,730.00 1 S 500,000.00
Total 152 S 63,182,921.00 33 $1,515,069.00 25/63 units $13,609,122.00 132 $7,004,080.00 164 $5,345,990.00 13 $69,885,310.00
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Public Works Summary of Operations.pdf
/"— a DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

IVINS CITY SUMMARY OF OPERATIONS

For June 2022

Water Distribution System

e Master meters, PRVs, Pump Stations, Tanks inspected
e Water sampling completed: 12 locations tested for total coliform bacteria and chlorine
residuals, which meet our water quality standards.
s Utility/billing work orders: 30
* New meters installed 5/8” residential: 21
e Registers: Changed out faulty registers: 10
e ERT's: Changed faulty ERT’s: 12
e Meters replaced 5/8" residential: 10
s Completed meter reading, monthly vault and tank inspections, and water samples.
e Replaced three broken mainline valves
e Repaired 1 damaged fire hydrant
e Checked 16 fire hydrants for proper operation and made necessary repairs
¢ (Cleaned valve cans and exercised approximately 65 valves
¢ Water Leaks Repaired:
o One for lvins rrigation Company
o 11 Water Service Leaks

Sewer Collection System

e Performed weekly maintenance on Sewer Lift Station.

Street Maintenance

e Road base used for street and shoulder repairs: 38 tons

e Asphalt used for street and shoulder repairs: 29 tons (see below)

¢ Concrete repaired sidewalk: 0 Cubic yards

e Crack Seal material used: 0 pounds

s Street signs repaired/replaced: 4

e Street sweeping: 123 hours logged covering 170.4 lane miles.

* Sweeper tailings hauled to landfill: 47.96 tons

e Hauled broken concrete from street repairs to recycling center & backhauled roadbase: 0 loads

Storm Drain Collection System

e (leaned storm grates, removed sediment and debris from culvert inlets
* Performed weekly Public Works Facility Storm Water Inspection
e Conducted inspections and filled in rodent holes on all dams.

SAPUBLIC WORKS\A-GENERAL PUBLIC WORKS FILES\COUNCIL REPORTS





Vegetation Control in Right-of-Way

e Cleared weeds and trash in various locations throughout city
e Trimmed bushes and tree branches in various locations throughout the city
* Herbicide sprayed on the right-of-ways throughout the city: 0 gallons

Utility Locating (Blue Stakes)
e Locate requests: 221 logging 67 hours

Inspection

e Assist with inspections as needed
Training

e Weekly safety training with crew

Miscellaneous

Maintenance of equipment and public works facilities

Saturday dumpsters

Staff and department meetings

Inventory management- moved and organizing equipment and parts
Assist in obtaining GPS points to update Ivins City mapping

Assist with Fleet Maintenance as needed

Crew Labor Analysis

Water System
Sewer System
Street Maint.

Storm Drain System
Vegetation control
Utility Locating
Inspections
Training

Miscellaneous

SAPUBLIC WORKS\A-GENERAL PUBLIC WORKS FILES\COUNCIL REPQRTS






image4.emf
Engineering Report  2022-07-13tjj.pdf


Engineering Report 2022-07-13tjj.pdf
Ivins City
Engineering Report to City Council
July 21, 2022

Planning Projects

Coyote Gulch Wash LOMR: Rosenberg Associates has completed all the base mapping and has run
through the hydrologic and hydraulic portions of the study. Rosenberg will begin working on the
submittal package.

R&PP Application for 100 acres (public works yard, City park, City cemetery, etc.):

The BLM and Fish and Wildlife Service has agreed to reduce the mitigation ratio from 5:1 to 4:1.
Staff has also been working on reducing the overall area that the City will be acquiring. The area has
been reduced from about 100 acres, down to approximately 80 acres. The last cost estimate, for the
full 100 acres and at the 5:1 mitigation ratio, was approximately $1.2 million. See below for the
updated estimate, which reflects about a $320,000 reduction.

Mitigation Type Acreage Ratio Unit Cost Total Cost
Land 80 Acres X 1 X $8,500 peracre =  $680,000
Remuneration Fee 80 Acres X 3 X $ 941lperacre =  $225,840

TOTAL COST $905,840

Staff has been working on updating the plan and list of potential amenities that would be included in
the park. Once completed, Staff will work with BLM to move the project forward.

Staff is also working on an RFP for an engineering firm to begin the design process for the project.

Design Projects

Irrigation System Phase 1 Improvements Project: Now that the Dry Wash reservoir has been
approved, the design of the first phase of the irrigation system will begin. Staff has met with the two
consultants this month to discuss how to proceed.

Old Highway 91; 200 E to Shivwits: The project kickoff was held in May of 2020. The project is

being delayed due to right-of-way acquisition. Once right-of-way has been acquired for the project,
we’ll move into finalizing the design and bidding the project out. Staff is anticipating that we’ll be

bidding the project out, at the latest, August of this year. August is the deadline for advertising the

project because the City stands to lose out on funding for the project.

The City was also successful in getting $2 million of funding into the current version of the new
infrastructure bill. There is a chance that the funding wouldn’t make it to the final version of the bill
and the bill has also not been officially passed, but Staff is optimistic that the City will receive this
funding. The funding wouldn’t be available until October of 2023, so these funds would not be
available for use in this current phase of the project. It is anticipated that the City would use these
funds as part of the next phase of the project, which would include a resurfacing and adding bike lanes
to Old Hwy 91 from 600 West out to the Shivwits border.

S:\Engineering\Council Files\Monthly Reports\Engineering Report 2022-07-13.docx Page 1 of 2





Tuacahn Tank Recoating: Staff has been meeting with Sentierre to go over options for replacement
of the tank rather than recoating the existing tank, per the request of the City Council. Sentierre is
looking to gather budgetary costs for the project, along with preparing a rendering of the tank to
provide a visual of the proposed tank.

Construction Projects
No improvements currently being constructed

Developer Projects under Construction
Engineering is managing and supervising the construction of the following developer projects:

Mojave Mesa Phase 1C: 100%

Mojave Flats Phase 1: 90%, currently working on surface improvements and final punch list items.

Anasazi Vista Phase 3-5: 95%, currently working on some punch list items, walls, and landscaping.
Black Desert Golf Course: 85% complete, they are working on the final improvements for the holes
and driving range.

Palisades Phase 8: 95% complete, working on landscaping.

Indigo Trails Phase 2A-2C: 80% complete, working surface improvements.

Taviawk 12D: 30%, they are currently work on underground utilities.

7/13/2022

Thomas Jorgensen, P.E., Assistant City Engineer Date

S:\Engineering\Council Files\Monthly Reports\Engineering Report 2022-07-13.docx Page 2 of 2
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Finance Report - Write Up.pdf
IVINS CITY

Ivins City Finance

Monthly Budget Report
Date: July 21, 2022

Purpose: Submit YT'D Budget Summaty and Printout to the Mayor and Council

Background:

The fiscal year is 100% complete at the end of June. This overview of the budget through June 30, 2022, is as
follows:

e General Fund
o General Fund Revenues
* The City has received 95.77% of budgeted tax revenues YTD. Will receive final FY22 tax
revenue over the next two months.
*  Opverall General Fund revenues are currently at 98.05% of budget.
o General Fund Expenditures and Departments
*  Opverall General Fund Expenditures are at 86.25% YTD.
e Impact Fee Funds
o Impact Fee Funds (Public Safety, Street, & Park) are affected by the number of building permits
being issued. Impact fees are pacing ahead of YTD expectations.
e (Capital Projects Fund
o No Current Capital Projects.
e Enterprise Funds
o All the Enterprise Fund’s Operating and Non-Operating Items are showing steady growth and
operating within management expectations.
=  Water Fund
e Operating Items
o Water Fund Operating Revenues are at 104.41%.
o Water Fund Operating Expenses are 76.09%. Large St George Water
purchase still to be paid for.
e Non-Operating Items
o Non-Operating Revenues (impact fees and interest) are at 125% of budget.
o Non-Operating Expenses are at 94.26% of budget.





*  Wastewater Fund
e Sewer Fund
o Operating Items
= Operating Revenue and Expenses are in line with expectations at
103.63% and 100.94% respectively.
o Non-Operating Items
* Non-Operating Revenue (impact fees and interest) is 116% of
budget.
* Non-Operating Expenses are as expected at 65.24%.
e Storm Water Fund
o Operating Items
* Both Operating Revenue and Expenses are in line with expectations
at 100.22% and 90.38% respectively.
o Non-Operating Items
® Non-Operating Revenue is at 112% (impact fees and interest).
* Non-Operating Expenses are as expected at 78.79%.

If you would like to discuss or have any questions, please contact me at the office or send me an email.

Respecttully,

Cade Vigser

Cade Visser
Director of Finance
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Quarterly Report - 7.21.2022 - Q4 FY22.pdf
4th Quarter (FY)
Financial Report
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ECONOMIC OVERVIEW
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GENERAL FUND - TAX REVENUES
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GENERAL FUND - OTHER REVENUES
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GENERAL FUND - EXPENDITURES

$3,500,000
$3,057,041 $2,908,828
$3,000,000 ,
$2.663,075

$2.500,000

$2.009,651 $1,802,486 $2,190,587 52,094,736 _¢; 16039

NG i $1,962,416
$2,000,000 / [

$1,500,000
$1,050,154

$964,873 /' $908,090

$1,000,000

$500,000

S0

General Gov't Public Safety Streets, Sanitation, Buildings Parks, Rec, Cemetary

M YTD Budgeted mYTD Actual ™ Prior YTD





CAPITAL PROJECTS
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WATER FUND
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SEWER FUND
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STORM DRAIN FUND
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IMPACT FEES FUNDS
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CONTINUED INFLATION REVENUES &
EXPENDITURES ARE AS
EXPECTED

CAPITAL PROJECTS FINISHED
UNDER BUDGET
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Falcon Park Staff Report.pdf
Ivins City Staff Report
City Council Meeting 7/21/22

Agenda Item: Preliminary Plan Report for Falcon Park Subdivision, located at approximately 225 East
800 South. Kevin Petersen and Jared and Megan Bringhurst-Owner/Applicant.

Submitted by: Mike Haycock, BuildinE & Zoning Administrator

Recommended Action: Staff Recommends approval. Planning Commission recommended approval on
7/5/22.

DISCUSSION: Falcon Park consists of 2 lots on 1.01 acres. The land use is Medium Density
Residential. The property is zoned R-1-7.5, which is one of the zones allowed for Medium Density
Residential. The proposed density and use is consistent with the Land Use Map and City ordinances.

PURPOSE OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAN: A Preliminary Plan application is the second step in
the subdivision process. Its purpose is to show Staff and the Planning Commission that the application
has been reviewed to make sure it conforms to the zoning, and subdivision code requirements and to
verify utilities and grading before preparing the final mylar for signature and recording. Property
address, certified legal description prepared by a Utah licensed surveyor, acreage, dimensions and tax
identification number were reviewed, as well as;

Existing streets (with names) and right of way widths, buildings, culverts, bridges, waterways, irrigation
ditches and systems, wells, springs, utilities, fencing, easements, rights of way, flood boundary, surface
watercourse features, geologic hazards, parks, trails, open space, storm drain and sanitary sewer
systems, topography (contours at maximum 2 foot intervals), survey monuments, section lines, other
features and infrastructure on or adjacent to the property or as requested by the city manager, city
engineer or other appropriate city staff member;

Proposed subdivision boundary and dimensions, streets (with names and widths), lot layout, lot sizes
and dimensions, phasing, gross lot density, curbs, gutters, park strips and landscaping, waterways,
demolition, sidewalks, fencing, casements, parks, trails, open space, public land dedications, storm and
subsurface drainage systems, detention areas and potential flood boundary, sanitary sewer system,
utilities, soil erosion and sedimentation control plan and any other infrastructure or improvements on or
adjacent to the property and any other information requested by the city manager, city engineer or other
appropriate city staff member;

"Preliminary grading plan", as defined in chapter 2 definitions of title 15, Subdivision Regulations, and
in accordance with the standard specifications;

Preliminary landscaping plan; Preliminary lighting plan; The acreage and legal description of the area to
be subdivided; and

All property lines of adjacent properties within one hundred fifty feet (150") of the boundary of the
proposed subdivision with the names of the owners and the parcel tax identification numbers. (Ord.
2016-02, 2016) as well as a draft Development Agreement.





FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS:

¢ The preliminary plan application is complete.

¢ The subdivision complies with City ordinances by obtaining and satisfying any documentation
requested by city engineer or other appropriate city staff member regarding agreements with
adjacent owners, agreements for the provisions of utilities and easements, encumbrances, traffic
impacts, and compliance with federal, state and local requirements.
Building dimensions and sewer/water laterals were addressed.
This will bring the lot into a legal conforming status.
A dry standpipe will be installed.
TRC reviewed on 6/28/22 and Planning Commission recommended approval on 7/5/22.

SUPPORT MATERIALS:
e Application
¢ Land Use Map
¢ County Map
e Preliminary Plan/Vicinity map

Respectfully Submitted: I"l A’t‘;ﬂ/\'
MikZ::Z BM?Zoning Administrator
Content Review: 1/‘-4'”’_ -

Dale Coulam, City Manager

<
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Falcon Park Preliminary Plan Application.pdf
5

F

: 3\3‘\1?’ ]
Rec’d By: -— ﬁ'/
. & FilingFee: $_ SYD. OO
Receipt #:
IVI CI I ) Date: _LZL&Z:.!.A&_
55 N. Main St. |vins, T 84738 Code: 403
Tel.435-628-0606 Fax 435-674-5486

www.ivins.com

PRELIMINARY PLAN APPLICATION

Please print clearly above the line. If the application and checklist are not complete,
the application will be returned to the applicant,

Fee: $500 + $20 per lot plus
Mailing Fee: $.75 per mailing label

Falcon Park Subdivision Kevin Peterson
Subdivision Name Applicant/Agent

1-SB-73-A-7 & I-SB-73-A-1 435-668-6160
Tax ID Phone Fax

Kevin Peterson & Jared and Megan Bringhurst 1.01 2 R-1-7-5
Property Owner Acreage Lots Zone
2862 E 1140 South St. George & 225 East 800 S Ivins 225 East 800 South
Address of Property Owner Address of subject property

APPLICANT AFFIDAVIT
I, _Kevin Peterson , do hereby say that I am the owner/agent of the subject property of this

application. The statements, information, exhibits and any and all plans herein or attached or submitted present
the intentions of the applicant and are in all respects true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. I

do her%{ agree to pay all adopted and customary fees of Ivins City relating to this application.

e bliz]2
Sfgnature of applicant Date
)iﬂé%i Mgt~ biife 2 /ee -~
ZZSignature of property owher Date
Date received: Application complete:

Preliminary Plan Application - IC Form 7¢19 [2008-12-09) Page 1 of |
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Falcon Park Preliminary Plan Update.pdf
FALCON

PARK SUBDIVISION

A 2 LOT RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION LOCATED IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 5,
TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN, IVINS CITY, UTAH

SURVEYOR’S CERTIFICATE

I, SCOTT P. WOOLSEY, PROFESSIONAL UTAH LAND SURVEYOR NUMBER 174919, HOLD
A LICENSE IN ACCORDANCE WITH TITLE 58, CHAPTER 22 PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS
AND LAND SURVEYORS LICENSING ACT AND HAVE COMPLETED A SURVEY OF THE
PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREON IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 17-23—17 AND HEREBY

VICINITY MAP CERTIFY ALL MEASUREMENTS AND DESCRIPTIONS ARE CORRECT. MONUMENTS WILL BE SET
— — ; N AS REPRESENTED ON THIS PLAT.
RED MOUNTAIN WEST TOWNHOMES ? BN u [DD%DDDDH
0
- b0t FALCON PARK SUBDIVISION
N 00000
/]
S 89°21'51" E_142.15' S||RHEEHEND
: 0
T oS ET 537 pu=HHEElE BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION
: . 00000000
F - — — — — — — — — 5 — — COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHERLY WEST 1/16 CORNER OF SECTION 5, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST,
SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN, THENCE SOUTH 89°15'13" EAST 249.25 FEET ALONG THE SECTION LINE, THENCE
7 3 NORTH 00°37'22" 24.75 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, SAID POINT BEING SOUTH 89°15'13" EAST 224.35
| | 0-Sou FEET FROM THE SOUTHWEST CORNER LOT 2, BLOCK 24, ST. GEORGE AND SANTA CLARA BENCH IRRIGATION
ELECTRIC L SURVEY AND ALSO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF COUNTRY PLACE SUBDIVISION AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF
| METER THE WASHINGTON COUNTY RECORDER AS DOCUMENT 598095, AND RUNNING THENCE NORTH 00°37'22" EAST
l PROJECT g E 311.65 FEET ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION
LOCATION AND A POINT ONT THE SOUTH LINE OF RED MOUNTAIN WEST TOWNHOMES PHASE 1 AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICH
| l } @ OF THE WASHINGTON COUNTY RECORDER AS DOCUMENT 620295; THENCE SOUTH 89°21'51" EAST 142.15 FEET
N\ ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID RED MOUNTAIN WEST TOWNHOMES PHASE 1 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF
LOT 4 | COUNTRY VILLAS AS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE WASHINGTON COUNTY RECORDER AS DOCUMENT
l 20060024172, THENCE SOUTH 00°59'13" WEST 311.93 FEET ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID COUNTRY VILLAS;
, THENCE NORTH 89°15'13" WEST 140.17 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
| GENERAL NOTES & RESTRICIIONS g
P CONTAINS 1.01 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. \\\\\\\\\\\X\g\\— L //////,////////
| ] THERE EXISTS A 10.00 FOOT PUBLIC SIDEWALK, UTILITY AND DRAINAGE §}o\ o/’/%
FASEMENT ALONG ALL STREET SIDE PROPERTY LINES AND A 7.50 FOOT 59 ) o2
| | PUBLIC UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT ALONG ALL SIDE AND BACK Sl No. 174919 T2
LOT LINES, OR AS DRAWN OR OTHERWISE NOTED. =\ Scotrp /95
DATE Z \UWOOLSEY / §
| | Ui
Yy Q W
| l ////’/”’zﬁ;n:ﬁﬁu\\\\\\“\\\\\
SCOTT P. WOOLSEY
| | P.L.S. 174919
CONCRETE |
l % SECTIONAL MONUMENTATION (TYPE LOCATION ETC. AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT)
- _ - _
ﬁ | fo3 SPECIFIES SURVEY CONTROL MONUMENT FOUND (CLASS I, RING AND LID) OWNERS DEDICATION
-
- NB9 253" ; ® SPECIFIES PROPERTY CORNER MONUMENT TO BE SET (ALPHA ENG. REBAR & CAP) KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT THE UNDERSIGNED OWNERS OF THE
S 1’53"W  75.39 ]  _ _ __ CENTERLINE ABOVE DESCRIBED TRACT OF LAND HAVING CAUSED SAME TO BE SUBDIVIDED INTO
STANSDYSPTBEA ! R l _  __ ___ (P.UD.E) PUBLIC UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT LINE ;%TS, PUBLIC STREETS & UTILITY & DRAINAGE EASEMENTS TO BE HEREAFTER KNOW
SHED S ;
FDC FITTING 7 FALCON PARK SUBDIVISION
=
- > A
- i = | = o FOR GOOD AND VALUABLE CONSIDERATION RECEIVED, DO HEREBY DEDICATE AND
> - r = | o 2 CONVEY TO IVINS CITY FOR PERPETUAL USE OF THE PUBLIC ALL PARCELS OF LAND
- o . b= o BASIS OF BEARING SHOWN ON THIS PLAT AS PUBLIC ROADS, DEDICATED OPEN SPACE AND UTILITY, AND
- Sil | — XX ———x— X X X X N el 1) < DRAINAGE EASEMENTS. ALL LOT, STREETS, AND FEASEMENTS ARE AS NOTED OR
LOT 5 2 I_.I.I % | | ) l l : ; j THE BASIS OF BEARING FOR THIS SURVEY IS: SOUTH 89°15°13” EAST, BETWEEN THE 1/W6 SHOWN ON THIS PLAT. THE OWNER DOES HEREBY CONVEY AND WARRANT TO IVINS
- ] 4% = = > CORNER AND THE SOUTH 1/4 CORNER OF SECTION 5, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 CITY, TITLE TO ALL PROPERTY DEDICATED AND CONVEYED TO PUBLIC USE HEREIN
< N | | | | oy > WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN. AGAINST THE CLAIMS OF ALL PERSONS.
a o (o] —
°l = % i = LOT 4
}
o z | ] = | 8 3 IN WITNESS | HAVE HEREUNTO SET MY HAND THIS DAY OF 2022
=& = SEWER < ©
m' K = ] | ] CLEANOUT |
A 3 .
= E ELECTRIC
“n| A | | | JARED BRINGHURST MEGAN BRINGHURST
=|Q METER l >
- 2|3 Lol s
2| = |
3 PROPOSED—] | | | ¥ = | \ CONCRETE |
) STAND PIPE N 0 & KEVIN PETERSON
SYSTEM 4 P
160" LENGTH + 5 | bz | Fohe |
i W 27,593 sq. ft. >
l l UL;{\:‘ l 0.63 acres l
s HOUSE | ACKNOWLEDGMENT
| | ACKNOWLEDGMENT
o |
= | | = % > STATE OF UTAH ) STATE OF UTAH ) :
§
LOT & ! | COUNTY OF WASHINGTON ) COUNTY OF WASHINGTON )
ON THIS DAY OF A.D. 2022, PERSONALLY APPEARED JARED BRINGHURST AND MEGAN
= | ! ! l SASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON WHOSE NAME IS SUBSCRIBED TO IN THIS DOCUMENT, AND GRINGHURST, PROVED ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSONS WHOSE NAMIES ARE
l l l l ACKNOWLEDGED HE EXECUTED THE SAME. ’ ’
2] .
NOTARY PUBLIC FULL NAME: gg&A&TS;’%BI\IL'ﬁJ&H;EﬁAME'
= | | l COMMISSION NUMBER: | —
= > o7 = VY COMMISSION EXPIRES: MY COMMISSION EXPIRES:
| | o | | A NOTARY PUBLIC COMMISSIONED IN UTAH A NOTARY PUBLIC COMMISSIONED IN UTAH
SOUTHWEST = | 2 =<
CORNER = | NOTARY PUBLIC (SIGNATURE) NOTARY PUBLIC (SIGNATURE)
LOT 2, % NO STAMP REQUIRED (UTAH CODE 46-1-16(6)) NO STAMP REQUIRED (UTAH CODE 46-1-16(6))
l | |~ WATER
BLOCK 24, METER ]
ST. GEORGE AND STAND PIPE = <
SANTA CLARA SYSTEM_\ L_] = FIRE HYDRANT J
BENCH | - Ry 4 . _
FDC FITTI : -~ —
IRRIGATION be NG PN 5000 / X {2020 X X X X
SURVEY 5.95° %)& -
, ‘ — N 5.25
22435 / 1 N 89015!1 n v
n 3"W 140.17
ggg%oyfue 5CORNER POINT OF =- AREA DEDICATED AS PART
’ BEGINNING ~ 0 OF 800 SOUTH WITH THIS PLAT SOUTH /4 CORNER
T42S, R16W, SLB&M s 5 SECTION 5,
(FOUND MONUMENT | T42S, R16W, SLB&M
200 EAST) , FOUND = (FOUND NAIL & A 2 LOT RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION LOCATED IN IVINS CITY UTAH
¢‘ — \/\ 150.10 \MONNSZJYEP; _ 99.15° B 800 SOUTH WASHER 400 EAST) IN SECTION 5, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 16 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN.
1513"W 249,25 - - - — — — _
BASIS OF BEARING — ﬁ/% FINAL PLAT OF

(60' PUBLIC STREET)

$8915'13"E  1338.36" (MEASURED)
1338.28' (CALCULATED)

FALCON PARK SUBDIVISION

1820—01 FINAL PLAT.DWG (APRIL 2022)

Approval and Acceptance by lvins City

Treasurer Approval

ALPHA

ENGINEERING

43 South 100 East, Suite 100 « St George, Utah 84770
T:435.628.6500 « F: 435.628.6553 + alphaengineering.com

I, Washington County Treasurer,
certify on this__day of

A.D. 20__ that all taxes, special
assessments, and fees due and
owing on this subdivision Final Plat
have been paid in full.

On this day of

A.D. 20 The Planning Commission of

Washington County Treasurer

Attest:
lvins City

City Recorder

lvins City, Utah, Having reviewed the above Haven at Heritage Acres
Subdivision, and having found that it complies with the requirements of
lvins City, Utah Planning Ordinances, and the authorization granted by the
lvins City code hereby approves said subdivision plat for recording.

Planning Commission Chairman
lvins City, Utah

City Engineer’s Certificate Approval as to Form City Council Approval Recorded Number

The hereon subdivision Final Plat has been Approved as to Form, this the The lvins City Council of lvins City, Utah, gave Preliminary Plan approval for
] ) ] ] d f AD 20 the Haven at Heritage Acres Subdivision, Phase 1, on the Day of
reviewed and is approved in accordance with the| —— 949y © U —— | AD 20 .
information on file in this office this
day of ., A.D. 20 .

City Engineer City Attorney Attest: City Recorder Mayor,
lvins City, Utah lvins City, Utah lvins City lvins City, Utah WASHINGTON COUNTY RECORDER
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Vista Estates Staff Report.pdf
Ivins City Staff Report
City Council Meeting 7/21/22

Agenda Item: Preliminary Plan Report for Vista Estates, located at approximately 200 West and Red
Vista Drive. Sunshine Seven, LLC and Bench Seven Series-Owner. Jared Madsen-Applicant.

Submitted by: Mike Haycock, Building & Zoning_Administrat()r

Recommended Action: Staff Recommends approval. Planning Commission recommended approval on
7/5/22.

DISCUSSION: Vista Estates consists of 24 lots on 7.16 acres. The land use is Medium Density
Residential. The property is zoned R-1-7.5, which is one of the zones allowed for Medium Density
Residential. The proposed density and use is consistent with the Land Use Map.

PURPOSE OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAN: A Preliminary Plan application is the second step in
the subdivision process. Its purpose is to show Staff and the Planning Commission that the application
has been reviewed to make sure it conforms to the zoning, and subdivision code requirements and to
verify utilities and grading before preparing the final mylar for signature and recording. Property
address, certified legal description prepared by a Utah licensed surveyor, acreage, dimensions and tax
identification number were reviewed, as well as;

Existing streets (with names) and right of way widths, buildings, culverts, bridges, waterways, irrigation
ditches and systems, wells, springs, utilities, fencing, easements, rights of way, flood boundary, surface
watercourse features, geologic hazards, parks, trails, open space, storm drain and sanitary sewer
systems, topography (contours at maximum 2 foot intervals), survey monuments, section lines, other
features and infrastructure on or adjacent to the property or as requested by the city manager, city
engineer or other appropriate city staff member;

Proposed subdivision boundary and dimensions, streets (with names and widths), lot layout, lot sizes
and dimensions, phasing, gross lot density, curbs, gutters, park strips and landscaping, waterways,
demolition, sidewalks, fencing, easements, parks, trails, open space, public land dedications, storm and
subsurface drainage systems, detention areas and potential flood boundary, sanitary sewer system,
utilities, soil erosion and sedimentation control plan and any other infrastructure or improvements on or
adjacent to the property and any other information requested by the city manager, city engineer or other
appropriate city staff member;

"Preliminary grading plan”, as defined in chapter 2 definitions of title 15, Subdivision Regulations, and
in accordance with the standard specifications;

Preliminary landscaping plan; Preliminary lighting plan; The acreage and legal description of the area to
be subdivided; and

All property lines of adjacent properties within one hundred fifty feet (150") of the boundary of the
proposed subdivision with the names of the owners and the parcel tax identification numbers. (Ord.
2016-02, 2016) as well as a draft Development Agreement,





FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS:

The preliminary plan application is complete.

The subdivision complies with City ordinances by obtaining and satisfying any documentation
requested by city engineer or other appropriate city staff member regarding agreements with
adjacent owners, agreements for the provisions of utilities and easements, encumbrances, traffic
impacts, and compliance with federal, state and local requirements.

TRC reviewed on 6/28/22 and recommends approval. Planning Commission recommended
approval on 7/5/22.

The roundabout for Old Highway 91 and 200 West was addressed.
Improvements for Highway 91 are being coordinated.
Lot 32 is for drainage only and is not a buildable lot.

SUPPORT MATERIALS:
e Application
¢ Land Use Map
o County Map
e Preliminary Plan/Vicinity map

Respectfully Submitted: /IA
Mike Ha k, Building & Zoxpl’i_pg Administrator

Content Review: M Z e

Dale Coulam, City Manager
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Vista Estates Preliminary Plan Application.pdf
Rec’d By: gf) : £
Filing Fee:  § QQ) o. UO i,
Receipt #: _Lfré 5 Zﬂ -

Date: %3_, ;NN
55 N. Main St. |vins, (JT 84738

Code: 403
Tel 435-628-0606 Fax 435-674-548¢
WWww.ivins.com

PRELIMINARY PLAN APPLICATION
Please print clearly ab
the application will be

ove the line, If the application and checklist are not complete,
returned to the applicant,

Fee: $500 + $20 per lot plus
Mailing Fee: $.75 per mailing label

a E: Jared Madsen, P.E., Alpha Engineering
Subdivision Name Applicant/Agent

I-SB-57-A _(435) 628-6500
Tax ID Phone Fax
Sunshine Seven LLC - Bench Seven Series t16ag. . . 24  R-1-75
Property Owner Acreage Lots Zone

1240 W 620 N Cir, St George, UT 84770 200 W and | I'\’_ed_\l_iga_DL o
Address of Property Owner Address of subiect property B

APPLICANT AFFIDAVIT
=SS AN ANFIDAVIT
I,

application. The statements, i ion, exhibits and any and all plan
the intentions of the appli

this application,
S Ll 6/22122
e of afplicant Date
Signature off)ro erty owner Date
Date receiv

Application complete: -

Signature of Building and Zoning Administrator  Date

Preliminary Plan Application - IC Form 7019 [2008-12-09) Pape | of |
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Vista Estates Preliminary Plan rev 6-30-22.pdf
1:32:07 PM,

P:\1846-01 Vista Estates\Drawings\Exhibit Drawings\1846-01 Preliminary Plan.dwg, plan, 6/30/2022

jmadsen
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1846-01 Preliminary Plan.dwg
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}.ANDSCAPE NOTES

1. THE LANDSCAPE BUFFERS CALLED OUT ON SHEET 1
ARE AVERAGE DISTANCES.

~N

2. LANDSCAPE AREAS TO HAVE MAXIMUM 6H:1V SLOPE.
RETAINING WALLS AND FURTHER COORDINATION WITH
CITY REGARDING LANDSCAPE SETBACKS REQUIRED
WITH SLOPES EXCEEDING MAXIMUM SLOPE.

5. PRIVACY WALLS ARE TO BE OFFSET VERTICALLY AND
HORIZONTALLY ALONG MAJOR ROAD CORRIDORS PER
CITY CODE. PRIVACY WALLS ARE TO BE INSTALLED
OUTSIDE OF LANDSCAPE BUFFER.

4. SEPARATE WATER AND POWER METERS ARE TO BE
PROVIDED TO EACH LANDSCAPE AREA (EXCEPT FOR
INTERIOR ROADS, WHERE LANDSCAPE IS BEING
INSTALLED BY EACH INDIVIDUAL LOT OWNER).

5. LANDSCAPE DESIGN TO BE COMPLETED WITH
CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS PER CITY STANDARDS,
INCLUDING DETAILED PLANT CALLOUTS AND
IRRIGATION PLANS.

VISTA ESTATES SUBDIVISION
IVINS, UTAH

6. FURTHER COORDINATION TO BE COMPLETED WITH
\_ CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS. )
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Black Desert Golf Village Staff Report.pdf
Ivins City Staff Report
City Council Meeting 7/21/22

Agenda Item: Preliminary Plan Report for Black Desert G:)lf Village Subdivision, located at
approximately 1500 E Black Desert Drive. Enlaw, LLC-Owner. Jared Madsen-Applicant.

Submitted by: Mike Haycock, Building & Zoning Administrator

Recommended Action: Staff Recommends approval. Planning Commission recommended approval
contingent on Sensitive Lands Approval on 7/5/22.

DISCUSSION: Black Desert Golf Village Phase consists of a total of 186 golf suite units. The land use
is Resort Mixed Use. The property is zoned Resort Commercial, which is one of the zones allowed for
Resort Mixed Use. The proposed density and use is consistent with the Land Use Map and Conditional
Use Permit.

PURPOSE OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAN: A Preliminary Plan application is the second step in
the subdivision process. its purpose is to show Staff and the Planning Commission that the application
has been reviewed to make sure it conforms to the zoning, and subdivision code requirements and to
verify utilities and grading before preparing the final mylar for signature and recording. Property
address, certified legal description prepared by a Utah licensed surveyor, acreage, dimensions and tax
identification number were reviewed, as well as:

Existing streets with right of way widths, buildings, culverts, bridges, waterways, irrigation ditches and
systems, wells, springs, utilities, fencing, easements, rights of way, flood boundary, surface watercourse
features, geologic hazards, parks, trails, open space, storm drain and sanitary sewer systems, topography
(contours at maximum 2 foot intervals), survey monuments, section lines, other features and
infrastructure on or adjacent to the property or as requested by the city manager, city engineer or other
appropriate city staff member;

Proposed subdivision boundary and dimensions, streets (with names and widths), lot layout, lot sizes
and dimensions, phasing, gross lot density, curbs, gutters, park strips and landscaping, waterways,
demolition, sidewalks, fencing, casements, parks, trails, open space, public land dedications, storm and
subsurface drainage systems, detention areas and potential flood boundary, sanitary sewer system,
utilities, soil erosion and sedimentation control plan and any other infrastructure or improvements on or
adjacent to the property and any other information requested by the city manager, city engineer or other
appropriate city staff member;

"Preliminary grading plan", as defined in chapter 2 definitions of title 15, Subdivision Regulations, and
in accordance with the standard specifications;

Preliminary landscaping plan; Preliminary lighting plan; The acreage and legal description of the area to
be subdivided; and

All property lines of adjacent properties within one hundred fifty feet (150') of the boundary of the
proposed subdivision with the names of the owners and the parcel tax identification numbers.





FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS:

The Preliminary Plan application is complete.

The subdivision complies with City ordinances by obtaining and satisfying any documentation
requested by city engineer or other appropriate city staff member regarding agreements with
adjacent owners, agreements for the provisions of utilities and easements, encumbrances, traffic
impacts, and compliance with federal, State and local requirements.

TRC reviewed the plan on 6/7/22 and recommends approval.

The parking, landscape, and future round-about at the Western Corridor was addressed.

Some of the parking was removed but still meets the requirements for Golf Village.

Sensitive Lands reviewed this plat on 7/12/22 and recommends approval.

Planning Commission recommended approval on 7/5/22 contingent on Sensitive Lands approval.

SUPPORT MATERIALS:

Respectfully Submitted:

Content Review:

Application

Land Use Map

County Map

Preliminary Plan/Vicinity map

H- Building & ﬁ)ping Administrator

f s

Dale Coulam, City Manager
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Black Desert Golf Village Preliminary Plan Application.pdf
DocuSign Envelope ID: 7B4F0E7D-EAF7-4524-89E7-78E46C7B5349

.‘, Rec’d By:

K .] 2022 _ Filing Fee: $ IQH 0. cOo

st \ Receipt # 40956
Vi eceipt#: _ © 7
IVINS Cl I J \K“HF:EL// Date: IQ“ l y 2 2%

55 N. Main St. lvins, (|T 84738 Code: 403
Tel 435-628-0606 Fax 435-674-5486

www.ivins.com

PRELIMINARY PLAN APPLICATION

Please print clearly above the line. If the application and checklist are not complete,
the application will be returned to the applicant.

Fee: $500 + $20 per lot plus
Mailing Fee: $.75 per mailing label

Black Desert Golf Village == Jared Madsen, P.E., Alpha Engineering
Subdivision Name Applicant/Agent
1-6-2-4-129-BD11, 1-6-2-4-139-BD1, [-6-2-4-135-BD1
_1-6-2-4-138-BD1,1-6-2-4-129-BD1, [-6-2-4-125112-BD1 {4_35] 628-6500
Tax ID Phone Fax
_Enlaw LLC 15.7 ac 1 RC (& RA-5)
Property Owner Acreage Lots Zone
1500 East Black Desert Drive Snow Canyon Parkway and Split Rock
Address of Property Owner Address of subject property
_ ) APPLICANT AFFIDAVIT
1, Patrick Manning , do hereby say that I am the owner/agent of the subject property of this

application. The statements, information, exhibits and any and all plans herein or attached or submitted present
the intentions of the applicant and are in all respects true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. I

do herebﬁe y aWted and customary fees of Iving City relating to this application.
g 5/25/22

Date
. 5/25/2022
Sighature of property owner Date

Date W Application complete:
JL7 M (] 2r

Signature of Building and Zoning Administrator  Date

&

Preliminary Plan Application - [C Fém 7019 [2008-12-09] Page | of |
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SITE NOTES

OWNER/DEVELOPER/APPLICANT
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IVINS, UTAH 84738

PH. (385) 429-2480

PLAN PREPARER
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ST. GEORGE, UTAH 84770

PH. (435) 628-6500

FAX (435) 628—6553
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Ivins City Staff Report
City Council Meeting 7/21/22
Agenda Item: Discuss and consider recommendation regarding a Public Hearing on a proposed Zone

Amendment as per the attached project plan, on approximately 113 acres. Located at approximately Puerto
Drive and 400 south. School Trust Lands Administration-owner. Jerry Miyahara-Applicant.

Submitted by: Mike Haycock-Building and Zoning Administrator

Recommended Action: The applicant is proposing a L.and Use Amendment as per the attached project plan.
Staff does not make recommendations on Zone Changes or Land Use Amendments. Planning Commission held
a Public Hearing on 5/17/22. Planning Commission recommended City Council approve the zone change with
the buffer zones as shown on that project plan on 7/5/22.

FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS:
e Application is complete.
o The proposed zone changes are in compliance with City Ordinances.
e Planning Commission held a public hearing on May 17, 2022 and discussion from the Commission was
tabled until 7/5/22 when the applicants submitted documentation for an RMU zone with a project plan.
Planning Commission recommended approval to the City Council consistent with that project plan.

SUPPORT MATERIALS:

Application

Vicinity Map

Development Goals and Objectives
Existing zoning map

Proposed Zoning Map

Project Plan

e & & & o o

Respectfully submitted:

1lcllj;nd/umg Administrator
= ,

Dale Coulam, City Manager

Content Review:
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SITLA Project Plan Narrative.pdf
SITLA 120 - City of Ivins

Project Plan
July 5, 2022

DEVELOPMENT GOALS AND OBJECTIVES:

In the planning stages for many years, implementing enhancements based on feedback from the
community, city staff and officials, THE SITLA 120 PROJECT is now prepared to move forward with a
seasoned development team and the support of the Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands
Administration (SITLA). With the opportunity to satisfy several key goals from the City’s General Plan,
the project will provide a sustainable community of diverse for-sale detached and attached homes,
respecting the legacy and special qualities of the land.

The prospect for a mix of for-sale housing brings the opportunity of short-term rentals for all the homes
except those adjacent to existing neighborhoods, creating ongoing value to the students and teachers
benefitting from this activity on SITLA lands, along with transient tax revenues to the City.

To allow this sustainable community to move forward, this Zone Change Application is important to
accurately reflect the following on the zoning map:
¢ refine and change the current Zoning Map with the temporary ‘holding’ zone designation of RA-
5 (Residential Agricultural, minimum lot size 5 acres) to RMU (Resort Mixed Use).
® Updated alignments for the future extension of 400 South and the Western Corridor, plus the
deletion of the residential street from future 400 South into the neighborhoods to the north.

The goal and objective of the zone change request is to achieve a balance between: [1] being mindful to
concerns from adjacent neighbors as well as continuing to provide access to existing unique natural
landscape features for the residents of Ivins, [2] an overall land plan that protects the serenity of its
natural surroundings, [3] perform our fiduciary responsibilities to the benefited teachers and students
funded by SITLA and [4] assist the City in providing a project that meets City goals as described by the
General Plan and Land Use Plan, including providing housing options that support lvins as a resort
destination and the economic benefits of supporting locally owned businesses.

ZONE CHANGE REQUEST SUMMARY

The current zoning designations are RE-37.0 along the Northern edge, R-1-10 to the West and
Southwest, and RA-5, the predominant designation, through the middle, Southeast, and East edges of
the site. This application proposes clarifications to existing zones along with a zoning change to include
the following designations:

® Inaccordance with Chapter 17 of the City Code, the existing RE-37 zone on the northern
boundary of the project of one unit in depth will remain. Further clarification of this zone is
referenced below in the Planning Area 1 Description.

® Inaccordance with Chapter 17 of the City Code, the existing R-1-10 zone on the west and
southwestern boundary of the project of one unit in depth will remain. Further clarification of
this zone is referenced below in the Planning Area 2A Description.





® RMU Resort Mixed Use District for the balance of the project. Further clarification of secondary
buffers is referenced below in the Planning Area 2B and 3 Descriptions. The balance of the
project is further defined below in the Planning Area 4, 5 and 6 Descriptions.

In accordance with City code, the project will fully comply with the requirement in an RMU zone for a
minimum of 35% open space. The vision for the project will mix the natural open space of the wash and
lava rock with integrated trails, parks, and amenity features. Building locations will be carefully
considered to create vistas to the unique natural surroundings. A wide range of housing types, sizes,
and price ranges will be offered that will architecturally blend into the surrounding communities. A
variety of floor plans will be evaluated to meet the varying needs of the community. This will include
lock off options providing primary and secondary homeowners the choice to rent out a small component
of their home and provide them with the opportunity for supplemental cash flow.

Across the SITLA 120 site of 113 acres, a total of 525-575 homes is envisioned, for a total density of
between 4.6 and 5.1 du’s/gross acre. The densities across the RMU zone will average between 4 — 7.5
du’s/gross acre but will transition from the lower densities near the existing neighborhoods to gradually
increasing densities moving east to the Black Desert lava fields.

PLANNING AREA DESCRIPTIONS:

Planning Area 1 - RE-37.0 Existing Zoning

To the north of the site are existing RE-37.0 designated parcels. The SITLA 120 Project will develop a
buffer of one unit in depth, single family detached lots of 37,000 sf lots using the existing zoning
designation. Short term rentals will not be permitted in this zone. Based on meetings with the
community, although not required by the code, these homes will be single story with flat roofs

Planning Area 2A - R-1-10 Existing Zoning

Based on feedback from the community and Planning Commission, even though the western and
northwestern edge abuts R-1-7.5 and R-M lots, The SITLA 120 Project will retain the designation of R-1-
10 lots along this edge with one unit in depth. Short term rentals will not be permitted in this zone.
Envisioned to adhere to the existing city zoning standards, these homes will have a 25’ maximum
building height allowance.

Planning Area 2B - RMU

Within the requested RMU zone, the lot size transition concept will continue with one unit in depth, SFD
lots at a minimum of 10,000 SF. This will form a “secondary buffer” from the existing residents along
Mesa Vista Drive, stepping down from the 37,000 SF lots along the northern edge of the project. This
area will be eligible for short term rentals.

Planning Area 3 - RMU

Within the requested RMU zone, the lot size transition concept will continue with one unit in depth, SFD
lots at a minimum of 7,500 SF. This will form a “secondary buffer” from the existing residents along
Puerto Drive, stepping down from the 10,000 SF lots along the western edge of the project. This area
will be eligible for short term rentals.





Planning Area 4 - RMU

Planning Area 4 is envisioned to contain a variety of 2 and 3 story duplexes and SED clusters. The denser
home styles in Planning Area 4 will be balanced by a network of open space areas and trail connections,
In the range of 5 - 6 du’s/gross acre, Planning Area 4 will provide the lowest density within the RMU
designation excluding Planning Areas 2B and 3 as it transitions towards the Western Corridor. This area
will be eligible for short term rentals. It is anticipated that Planning Area 4 will also be the location for a
central recreation amenity for The SITLA 120 project.

Planning Area 5 - RMU

Planning Area 5 is anticipated to provide a mix of medium density products comprised of 2 and 3 story
duplex, triplex, and fourplex homes. These homes will form the middle density transition between the
existing SFD in the adjacent R-1-7.5 and R-M and the Western Corridor. At an average density of 4 - 6
du’s/gross acre, this planning area will offer attached and minimally attached housing types as the
gradual increase in density occurs. This area is eligible for short term rentals.

Planning Area 6 - RMU

Planning Area 6, being the furthest Planning Area from the existing neighborhoods, will contain the
higher density home styles in the project. At an average density of 6.5~ 7.5 du’s/gross acre, Planning
Area 6 will include the resort destination community typologies such as motor court townhomes/flats,
stacked duplex/flats, and luxury townhomes/flats. This area will be eligible for short term rentals.
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 EA

Total Site Area: 113 Acres
Target Yield: mwm, 575 homes

== R-1-10
= RMU

¥

ARCHITESTS . LANNERS . DISIGNIRS

SITLA 120 PROJECT

IVINS, UT

© 2022 WILLIAM HEZMALHALCH ARCHITECTS, INC. DBA WHA. 2021223 | 06-23-22

‘ORANGE COUNTY . LOS ANGELES . BAY AREA
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SITLA Zone Change Application.pdf
Rec'd By:

Filing Fee: § i i bis U .

Receipt #:

VINS CITY . e

e BB
55 N. Main St. Jvins, (| T 84738
Tel. 435-628-0606 Fax435-674-5486

WWW. ivins.com

ZONE CHANGE APPLICATION

Zone Change Fee:  $1,000 .
Fee: $.75 per mailing label 250 % . 75438722

SITLA Poces %MMQ&&@M&@L
Tax 1D Address of proposed Zone Change

SATLA S
Property Owner

LIS E, 505, Supte SBO. SLLUT
Address of Property Qwner ! o2
Jeﬂ:} M\‘J 4. A’w"m"’ 1i% Ac
Applica / Agent ' Acres

M9 219 &3 24 \efTUR Thbﬁ&ﬁm\‘s(l Cem
Phone Fax Brhail Address

R0, Ch-5 , @-1-7.5 §C

Current Zone Pronosed Zone / Subdivision Name

4
___'/ A complete legal description of the property to be considered. The legal description must be
prepared by a licensed land surveyor, State of Utah, and must include the official stamp of said
/" surveyor.
__ Y Vicinity map attached.
_{ Two sets of address labels of property owners within 300 ft. of proposed Zone Amendment.

APPLICANT AFFIDAVIT

I, d ety M\ \,/,\J/\p.(\ %_ ,do hereby say that I am the owner/agent of the subject property
of this apphelatlon The statements, information, exhibits and any and all plans hercin or attached
or submitted present the intentions of the applicant and are in all respects true and correct to the

best of my knowledge and belief. 1 do hereby agree to pay all adopted and customary fees of Ivins
City relating to this application.

A ( 22 |zore

Sighature, of apghdant . Date

Signatyredf pfage Swrier
_ - Y|aq|aa e
Signature of Building and Zoning Administrater 'Date

Zone Change Application - 1C Form 7029 [2009-08-20]

Page 1 of ¢
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SITLA Exisitng Zone Map.pdf
I

RISE CAPITAL

A
m

RE-37.0

R-1-10

EXISTING ZONING
RETREAT AT BLACK DESERT

Legend
RE-37.0
R-1-10

‘R-M
EEmww
L I I

Low Dens. Res, Estates District, Min. Lot Size 37,000 sq ft.

Med. Dens, Res, Single Family District, Min. Lot Size 10,00 sq. ft.
Low Dens. Res, Agrictutture District, Min. Lot Size 5 acres

High Density Res. Multifamily District, See Zoning Ord. for Lot Size
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Major Collector, Undeveloped
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Retreat at Black Desert Boundary
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SITLA Proposed Zone Map.pdf
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R-1-7.8 Med. Dens. Res. Single Family District, Min. Lot Size 7,500 sq. {t.
IINELI  Resort Commercial District
R- Bl o o re e Minor Arterial, Undeveloped

= »was MajorCollector, Undeveloped
smmmmeems  Retreat at Black Desert Boundary

{ T
RE-37.0!
-2
) © PROPOSED ZONING AMENDMENT
RETREAT AT BLACK DESERT .
RISE CAPITAL _ oo RO T : EI)-

ORANGE COUMTY , |OT ANGELEE #ar abfa







image26.emf
Kwavasa Phase 2  Staff Report.pdf


Kwavasa Phase 2 Staff Report.pdf
Ivins City Staff Report
City Council Meeting 7/21/22

Agenda Item: Preliminary Plan Report for Kwavasa Phase 2, located at approximately Evening Star
Drive. SITLA-Owner. Kayenta Development/Lance Anderson-Applicant.

Submitted by: Mike Haycock, BuildinE & Zoning Administrator

Recommended Action: Staff Recommends approval. Planning Commission recommended approval on
7/5/22.

DISCUSSION: Kwavasa Phase 2 consists of 3 lots on 3.415 acres. The land use is Low Density
Residential. The property is zoned RE-43 with lot averaging (Single Family Residential Estate,
minimum 43000 sq ft.), which is one of the zones allowed for Low Density Residential. The proposed
density and use is consistent with the Land Use Map.

PURPOSE OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAN: A Preliminary Plan application is the second step in
the subdivision process. Its purpose is to show Staff and the Planning Commission that the application
has been reviewed to make sure it conforms to the zoning, and subdivision code requirements and to
verify utilities and grading before preparing the final mylar for signature and recording. Property
address, certified legal description prepared by a Utah licensed surveyor, acreage, dimensions and tax
identification number were reviewed, as well as;

Existing streets (with names) and right of way widths, buildings, culverts, bridges, waterways, irrigation
ditches and systems, wells, springs, utilities, fencing, easements, rights of way, flood boundary, surface
watercourse features, geologic hazards, parks, trails, open space, storm drain and sanitary sewer
systems, topography (contours at maximum 2 foot intervals), survey monuments, section lines, other
features and infrastructure on or adjacent to the property or as requested by the city manager, city
engineer or other appropriate city staff member;

Proposed subdivision boundary and dimensions, streets (with names and widths), lot layout, lot sizes
and dimensions, phasing, gross lot density, curbs, gutters, park strips and landscaping, waterways,
demolition, sidewalks, fencing, easements, parks, trails, open space, public land dedications, storm and
subsurface drainage systems, detention areas and potential flood boundary, sanitary sewer system,
utilities, soil erosion and sedimentation control plan and any other infrastructure or improvements on or
adjacent to the property and any other information requested by the city manager, city engineer or other
appropriate city staft member;

"Preliminary grading plan", as defined in chapter 2 definitions of title 15, Subdivision Regulations, and
in accordance with the standard specifications;

Preliminary landscaping plan; Preliminary lighting plan; The acreage and legal description of the area to
be subdivided; and





All property lines of adjacent properties within one hundred fifty feet (150') of the boundary of the
proposed subdivision with the names of the owners and the parcel tax identification numbers. (Ord.
2016-02, 2016) as well as a draft Development Agreement.

FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS:

e The preliminary plan application is complete.

e The subdivision complies with City ordinances by obtaining and satisfying any documentation
requested by city engineer or other appropriate city staff member regarding agreements with
adjacent owners, agreements for the provisions of utilities and easements, encumbrances, traffic
impacts, and compliance with federal, state and local requirements.

¢ TRC reviewed on 6/28/22 and recommends approval. They identified and addressed drainage
concerns as well as where the sewer was going to connect.

¢ Planning Commission recommended approval on 7/5/22.

SUPPORT MATERIALS:
e Application
e Land Use Map
e County Map
e Preliminary Plan/Vicinity map

Respectfully Submitted: 4’1 /an/)t—’-

Mike Haycogk Bhilding & Zoning Administrator
A A
Content Review: / -~

Dale Coulam, City Manager
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Kwavasa Phase 2 Preliminary Plan Application.pdf
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Rec’d By:

Filing Fee: § 3! Q L0

Receipt #:

Date; lg! ‘Lg’ Pt

55 N. Main St. lvins, T 84738 Code: 403 ('/(6 | Y e
Tel. 435-628-0606 Fax 4+35-674-5486

www.ivins.com

PRELIMINARY PLAN APPLICATION

Please print clearly above the line. If the application and checklist are not complete,
the application will be returned to the applicant.

Fee: $500 + $20 per lot plus
Mailing Fee: $.75 per mailing label

Ywens Vst 2 [eince /%/ b co5 M/

Subdivision Name AppllcantlAgent

TQZ/I@D lér/’f/ o5y &rﬂ—\// /r; PfVé/ﬂ-’ Plf/;,( by - S 0

. /4 cm[ Y4 vtlog /w-«/( ) A? /S /LZ /?Z k- %2
roperty wner creage ots one
Do~ 2 %4/ U/ép bl Loevitn, S, %"/f

Address of Property Owner ’ Address of subfect Froperty

% / APPLICANT AFFIDAVIT
1, LG Vk‘f 4 oot » do hereby say that 1 am the owner/agent of the subject property of this

application. The statements, information, exhibits and any and all plans herein or attached or submitted present
the intentions of the applicant and are in all respects true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. |

do htreby agr pay all adopted and customary fees of Ivins City, relating to this application.
FICL - 27 2=
Sigaature of applicant / Date
~ 27
spee L pits b -2+~ 22
Sigmdture of property dwner 7 Date
Date received: Application complete':" -

M %p—i U3 [ 2~
Signature of Building antl Zoning Administrator  Date

Preliminary Plan Application - 1C Form 7019 {2008-12-09] Page | of 1
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Kwavasa Phase 2 Preliminary Plan.pdf
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Jun 22, 2022 — 5:00pm,

D: \Kuma\Projects\Kayenta\KD — KWAVASA 2\2021\PRE PLAN 3.dwg,
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SCALE
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EXISTING SEWER LATERAL
EXISTING SEWER
EXISTING WATER

EXISTING IRRIGATION
EXISTING FIRE HYDRANT
EXISTING WATER METER
EXISTING STORM DRAIN
EXISTING POWER CONDUIT
PROPOSED SEWER LATERAL

PROPOSED WATER METER

REMOVE EXISTING MANHOLE AND CONNECT
ENDS OF PIPE (PART OF SMALL DIAMETER
SEWER SYSTEM)

I-SHO-15-347

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

BEGINNING AT A POINT NORTH 88°36'24" WEST 13.60 FEET ALONG THE CENTER OF SECTION LINE FROM THE CENTER OF
SECTION 25, POINT ALSO BEING SOUTH 88°36'24” EAST 2,628.47 FEET FROM THE WEST QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 25,
TOWNSHIP 41 SOUTH, RANGE 17 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN AND RUNNING THENCE NORTH 09712'23” WEST
233.20 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 89°36°01" EAST 22.03 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A NON—TANGENT CURVE, SAID CURVE
TURNING TO THE LEFT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 53°52'32", HAVING A RADIUS OF 227.50 FEET (RADIUS POINT
BEARS NORTH 01°24’11” EAST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS NORTH 64°27°54” EAST 206.13 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC
OF SAID CURVE 213.92 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A REVERSE CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE RIGHT THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 26°00°54”, HAVING A RADIUS OF 107.50 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS SOUTH 52°28°22" EAST), AND

WHOSE CHORD BEARS NORTH 50°32'05" EAST 48.39 FEET, THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 48.81 FEET TO THE @
BEGINNING OF A COMPOUND CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE RIGHT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 23°10'08",
HAVING A RADIUS OF 107.50 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS SOUTH 26°27°27" EAST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS NORTH
75°07°377 EAST 43.17 FEET, THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 43.47 FEET, THENCE NORTH 86°42°41” EAST 82.36
FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A NON—TANGENT CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE LEFT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
5823'33", HAVING A RADIUS OF 117.50 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS NORTH 03°17°22" WEST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS
NORTH 57°30'51” EAST 114.63 FEET, THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 119.75 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 88°36'24”
EAST 123.78 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 01°20°51" WEST 159.57 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 15°45°06” EAST 46.26 FEET, THENCE ﬁ
SOUTH 88°53'48” EAST 5.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 01°20°51” WEST 32.25 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 04°58'51" EAST 12.33

FEET, THENCE SOUTH 72°4813" WEST 593.09 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 3.415 ACRES, MORE OR LESS
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PROJECT NOTES

e NO ADDITIONAL ROADWAYS OR CHANGES TO EXISTING
ROADWAYS ARE PROPOSED WITH THIS DEVELOPMENT

e LOTS WILL NOT BE GRADED, GRADING WILL TAKE PLACE
AFTER THE OWNER HAS GONE THROUGH THE DESIGN
APPROVAL PROCESS WITH THE ACC

e LOTS WILL BE REQUIRED TO CONSTRUCT RETENTION
BASINS TYPICAL WITH CURRENT HOA DRAINAGE
GUIDELINES

TOTAL ACREAGE - 3.43 AC
TOTAL LOTS -3
DENSITY - 0.87 LOTS/AC

SUBJECT SITE ADDRESS:
KELEVA AND KWAVASA

OWNER/DEVELOPER:
KAYENTA DEVELOPMENT INC
877 COYOTE GULCH CIRCLE

Contact: LANCE ANDERSON (435) 668-7420

Date

Description of Revisions

No.

~

~

KUMA

ENGINEERING

Q

\

~

469 WEST TONAPAH WAY - IVINS, UT 84738 - (435) 229-0244

a

PRELIMINARY PLAN
KWAVASA PHASE 2
PREPARED FOR KAYENTA DEVELOPMENT
PROJECT LOCATED IN SECTION 25, T41S, R17W SLB&M

IVINS, UTAH

~
Project : KWAVASA

File : PRE PLAN 3

Date : OCT 2021

Drafted by : BH

LReview by : BH

~
Scale :

1 =050

\.

~
Sheet No.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION BEGINNING AT A POINT NORTH 88°36'24" WEST 13.60 FEET ALONG THE CENTER OF SECTION LINE FROM THE CENTER OF SECTION 25, POINT ALSO BEING SOUTH 88°36'24" EAST 2,628.47 FEET FROM THE WEST QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 25, TOWNSHIP 41 SOUTH, RANGE 17 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN AND RUNNING THENCE NORTH 09°12'23" WEST 233.20 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 89°36'01" EAST 22.03 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE LEFT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 53°52'32", HAVING A RADIUS OF 227.50 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS NORTH 01°24'11" EAST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS NORTH 64°27'54" EAST 206.13 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 213.92 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A REVERSE CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE RIGHT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 26°00'54", HAVING A RADIUS OF 107.50 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS SOUTH 52°28'22" EAST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS NORTH 50°32'05" EAST 48.39 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 48.81 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A COMPOUND CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE RIGHT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 23°10'08", HAVING A RADIUS OF 107.50 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS SOUTH 26°27'27" EAST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS NORTH 75°07'37" EAST 43.17 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 43.47 FEET; THENCE NORTH 86°42'41" EAST 82.36 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE, SAID CURVE TURNING TO THE LEFT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 58°23'33", HAVING A RADIUS OF 117.50 FEET (RADIUS POINT BEARS NORTH 03°17'22" WEST), AND WHOSE CHORD BEARS NORTH 57°30'51" EAST 114.63 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE 119.75 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 88°36'24" EAST 123.78 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 01°20'51" WEST 159.57 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 15°45'06" EAST 46.26 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 88°53'48" EAST 5.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 01°20'51" WEST 32.25 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 04°58'51" EAST 12.33 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 72°48'13" WEST 593.09 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.  CONTAINING 3.415 ACRES, MORE OR LESS
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PROJECT NOTES NO ADDITIONAL ROADWAYS OR CHANGES TO EXISTING ROADWAYS ARE PROPOSED WITH THIS DEVELOPMENT LOTS WILL NOT BE GRADED, GRADING WILL TAKE PLACE AFTER THE OWNER HAS GONE THROUGH THE DESIGN APPROVAL PROCESS WITH THE ACC LOTS WILL BE REQUIRED TO CONSTRUCT RETENTION BASINS TYPICAL WITH CURRENT HOA DRAINAGE GUIDELINES
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Acknowledgement of Water Supply-revised 2022-07.pdf
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF WATER SUPPLY

I/We the undersigned, am/are the applicant(s) of the application known as

located on

parcel(s) within Ivins City, Washington County, Utah.

By my/our signature(s) below I/we do hereby acknowledge and agree to the following:

1. Ivins City does not guarantee that sufficient water will be available to serve the zone,
project, or permit for which this application is being submitted should the City accept or approve
the development application; and

2. Prior to receiving final approval for the application, and/or any building permit, the
applicant shall be required by lvins City to provide a guarantee of water availability which
verifies that there is a sufficient water supply or provide that another guaranteed source of water
is available to the applicant.

Signature(s):

Name Applicant/owner Date
Name Applicant/owner Date
Name Applicant/owner Date
Name Applicant/owner Date

Name Applicant/owner Date
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Sandbox combined maps.pdf
LEGEND - LAND USE AREAS LEGEND - LAND USE AREAS

L o Low Density Residential Area (2.32 Units/Acre or less) V STR-OVERLAY Short-Term Rental Overlay Area Low Density Residential Area (2.32 Units/Acre or less) V STR-OVERLAY Short-Term Rental Overlay Area
N P LDR Available Zones: A-20, RA-5, RA-1, RE-75.0, RE-43.0, //////////////j N LDR Available Zones: A-20, RA-5, RA-1, RE-75.0, RE-43.0, ///////////////J
r RE-37.0, RE-25.0, RE-17.5, RE-15.0 COMM NEIGH Commercial - Neighborhood Area; Available Zone: CN r RE-37.0, RE-25.0, RE-17.5, RE-15.0 B coMM COMMUNITY Commerical Community Area; Available Zone: C-1
MDR Medium Density Residential Area (2.33 to 4.64 Units/Acre) [ COMM COMMUNITY Commerical Community Area; Available Zone: C-1 MDR Medium Density Residential Area (2.33 to 4.64 Units/Acre) COMM PROFESSIONAL  Commericial - Professional and Research Area; Available
Available Zones: RE-12.5, R-1-10, R-1-7.5 - , . ; Available Zones: RE-12.5, R-1-10, R-1-7.5 Zone: CPR
' ] o ' COMM PROFESSIONAL Commericial - Professional and Research Area; Available ' ] o ' L . o _
HDR High Density Residential Area (4.65 or Greater Units/Acre) Zone: CPR HDR High Density Residential Area (4.65 or Greater Units/Acre) COMM W LIGHT MEG Commericial with Light Manufacturing Area; Available Zone:
g Available Zones: R-1-5, R-2-6, R-2-10, R-M, R-M-TH L. oy . . ; ] Available Zones: R-1-5, R-2-6, R-2-10, R-M, R-M-TH CLMm
/ ' COMM W LIGHT MFG Commericial with Light Manufacturing Area; Available Zone: _ ] '
oS Open Space Area; Available Zone: OS CLM 0s Open Space Area; Available Zone: OS RESORT REC Resort Recreational Area; Available Zones: RC, RV
- _ PARK Parks Area Resort Mixed Use; Available Zones: All R Zones, All C Zones 4 _ PARK Parks Area Resort Mixed Use; Available Zones: All Residential Zones,
; RMU except RV RESORT RC
: ] HABITAT RESERVE Red Cliffs Desert Reserve : - HABITAT RESERVE Red Cliffs Desert Reserve . . .
‘ COMM RESORT Commercial - Resort Area; Available Zone: RC ; COMMERCIAL Commercial; Available Zones: Mized Use Overlay, CN, C-1,
- WASH Dry Wash - Flood Plain ] ] © WASH Dry Wash - Flood Plain CPR, CLM, RMU, MU
RESORT REC Resort Recreational Area; Available Zones: RC, RV ] ) )
HT-OVERLAY Historic Township Overlay Area COMM NEIGH Commercial - Neighborhood Area; Available Zone: CN

Historic Township Overlay Area

RESORT

MM RESO

i
Ivins : Ivins
Reservoir ];;eservoir
1 —
! HD LD
x
=
o
>
0 FG X )\ LDR |©
3 : ;
% ; DR © 5
C ) 450
\ .
R
LR
(&)
COMM NEIGHY
HDR
200 N
DR
000000 S OO0
£Z e e ] q 00 S
= L1 %292 oMM i R HD 2958 OMM ) s "l :
& . i = \, o000 . : 5 . 1% ‘ \ [0 E e
3 A L8 < e — R N nﬂ“g']% = : D Ho SR I | - e R N aﬂ“f% &~ 5
* ] S . i S * ® k
5 t IHHI lllllg{fﬁ/llll g Corridor  CoMNi RESO DDDDDDU]DD[\DDE ;?,éié&g { " pC \ HHH H””;ﬁ/ HH s Corridor  COMM RESO mﬂmuuuamuag §QQQ§ (( \
\ i LDR "ny, e’ I ( 8 R\ LDR ragas®” IS\ : i
i ( \ HDR :4> “‘¢“ agp*® ul % &Q O% 3 1‘( \\.\’ Y HDR ) re ¢“ agpt® % &Q 2% I 1 A
& z H SN AW & ..., 3008 ONT S 5
RMU * N HD = * { i
.\._ v g “.‘ COMMER®AL RESORT c s " |
- = % - HD = . |
- coMm NE o R NEIGH - ’ !
oL “Ta i 2 ey RESORT - N "
oy Dn;;;:ncllmu : DDDDUD RMU LDR ). DDI:?I:II:II:IEI,:ID?:IDD : nnnnu:| HE = LDR I-"J" )
7 = Hprooe G TR Te " 13 - BlFPooos ofH ' ' VI 2 &
" ] LDR 5 T LRLK = H oL gl %9 "HDR g DR = o HDR g N & % . ' '
. = 5 5°g . = 03 0 % e .
; LDR : e _@ ES” HHE o N LDR < E@ E‘?” HH 3 o h N\ - "'-\" LY .
600500 0 & 0| [B00a0G o] & | }
o i o ; I - W\
[ )] ] OOULUTC “‘--IIIIII-IIII (amb g ’ Do |m]m|u|8[s] 000000 “-- EEEEEEEEENN ﬁ-._':. > qr'-. ; ¥ i W -
T E - ; _— .y g - " ¥ - g
r’ MU o 1DR 'o’ = 5 » " 4 COMM RES! ;f/ !’ SO 4 EllE BE '0‘ g \.‘ L A CONIM RES " ’
% . i r - » @ LIf . kS . ¥ - - b
L . -~ = [ ﬂ = = = [ ] =
t ' f HDR ) 22008 o FER : ='~r1\-r el \ ] { y : . X . ] f HDR R . AV, S EY :‘\
o : M RE \GH . \ A Y 4 ’ : ESO MM NEIGH : N‘f | :
DR , ; , DR . ] .
ROAD PLAN LEGEND e . RMU ; : | ) ROAD PLAN LEGEND - " Resort | - . )
- c ESSIONAL 2 i e~ # - ' | c ESSIONAL i i - '
- - e ; 3 T el y 9 g AR Vi ‘L"- == \ajor Arterial Street, Existing - - . e -y F ; b Y i
- \ajor Arterial Street, Existing - . . < L g W ¥ ) " ’ S , K ’ LW - e ¥
y ; . g o } —~ " - . . . ' v ; . 3 v = j *
——_Minor Arterial Street, Existing L L Lol .- \ - 2 B r}f e : “a === Minor Arterial Street, Existing VIRERRET =6 L0y . .»* k . y t._jﬂ' et D "y
’ - = -
-===== Minor Arterial Street. Undeveloped ===== Minor Arterial Street, Undeveloped e — \
inor Arterial Street, Undevelope Map 1 of the General Plan _ o b N N\ Map 1 of the General Plan
== |\lajor Collector Street, Existing o b A\
. 4 = R

= Major Collector Street, Existing

CHURCH

SANDBOX
- X" IVINS CITY LAND USE PLAN

====== Major Collector Street, Undeveloped

LA ND USE PLAN =====:1 Major Collector Street, Undeveloped
== Minor Collector Street, Existing

c wrq ) =====:1 Minor Collector Street, Undeveloped

Residential Collector Street, Existing

== Minor Collector Street, Existing

====== Minor Collector Street, Undeveloped )
. . . . 3 s, W
Residential Collector Street, Existing mposﬁdGmeya Public Works D . t Residential Collector Street, Undeveloped é‘. 5 roposltlrdGraVey \ b Worke D ) t
. . Wash Reservoir ublic Works Departmen Revision Date 0 01 02 0.4 06 08 - "2 b Rescrvely : ublic Works Departmen Revision Date 0 01 02 0.4 0.6 0.8
Residential Collector Street, Undeveloped GIS Mabbin Miles =====: Residential Street, Undeveloped &) ( GIS Mappin Miles
donti (435) 634.0689 rebruary 2022 % (435) 6340689 May 2022
====== Residential Street, Undeveloped | 1:9.235 c—  AdjacentCitsMPR 2 ’ 1:9.235

m— 2 .
e L - 7 | ", TR | ra ~ R il | T Lol
il Dy i
i Vb ZONING DISTRICTS LEGEND : Notes: | | - | ROAD PLAN LEGEND
P - /N 1. The portion of Kwavasa Drive shown as a future arterial road: . i f |
' i Low Dens. Res. Agriculture District, Min. Lot Size 5 acres (see note) \ R-TH High Dens. Res. Multifamily District, Townhouse Only > Reserve 80' R/W corridor but construct as major collector road until | g ‘ @ Existing Roundabout i
\ 7 Low Dens. Res. Agriculture District, Min. Lot Size 1 acre (see note) | CN | Neighborhood Commercial District traffic increases to beyond acceptable service limits. g J % | 9
~ . A g -
RE4 Low Dens. Res. Estates District, Min. Lot Size 75,000 sq.ft. Community Commercial District i r " 2 All future roads are shown conceptually for the purpose of i . 4
’ ' Low Dens. Res. Estates District, Min. Lot Size 43,000 sq.ft. \ CPR \ Commericial Proffessional & Research District I indicating required connectivity. Actual Alignment of future roads Future Roundabout or Signal |
Low Dens. Res. Estates District, Min. Lot Size 37,000 sq.ft. | CLM | Commericial with Light Manufacturing District | may be adjusted in the.deta”ed design Of.the subdivisions and site _ _ o
7 o , , o developments as dermined to be appropriate as long as Major Arterial, Existing
\ Low Dens. Res. Estates District, Min. Lot Size 25,000 sq.ft. ‘ RMU ‘ Resort Mixed Use District " conne ctivity purposes are s atisfied i
. % Low Dens. Res. Estates District, Min. Lot Size 20,000 sq.ft. ‘ RV ‘ Recreational Vehicle Resort i ! Minor Arterial, Existing
itrint Mi ; il Dictri 3. 600 West Street Connection to Old Highway 91 is a right in right - - o . .
Low Dens. Res. Estates District, Min. Lot Size 17,500 sq.ft. _ Resort Commercial District ﬂ out only connection 1 «sss== Minor Arterial, Undeveloped L |
Low Dens. Res. Estates District, Min. Lot Size 15,000 sq.ft. (OS] Open Space Habitat Preservation District | - N 4 ) o
Med. Dens. Res. Estates District, Min. Lot Size 12,500 sq.ft. W{Xﬂ Historic Township Overlay District 4. Kwavasa Drive (600 West) shall have a preferred alignment that o Major Collector, Existing
Z Med Dens. Res. Single Family District, Min Lot Size 10,000 sq.ft. ~ [\\\\MU\""\\\\|  Mixed Use Development Overlay District curves westward as it approaches Old Highway 91 to intersect at S ==ssuni Major Collector, Undeveloped
) 7 , S ) o g the Indigo Trails subdivision entrance and 400 South would thus
Med. Dens. Res. Single Family District, Min Lot Size 7,500 sq.ft. V /ﬁﬁ/ % Planned Development Overlay District curve northward to tie into Kwavasa Drive at a 90 degree angle if sl Minor Collector, Existin g
RE-43. ’\\ High Dens. Res Single Family District, Min Lot Size = 5,000 sq.ft. ‘ SE ‘ Subdivision Enhancement Overlay District ) City staff can resolve property ownership and utility corridor issues. »
y % High Dens. Res. Two Family District, Min Lot Size 6,000 sq.ft. ‘ SLA ‘ Subdivision Lot Averaging Overlay District i r ' . F 3 I ==s=nn Minor Collector, Undeve|0ped
F i | L L
High Dens. Res. Two Family District, Min Lot Size 10,000 sq.ft | [I[I8sTR [l  Short-Term Rental Overiay District Y Bt j ' Residential Collector, Existing
High Dens. Res. Multifamily District, See Zoning Ord. for Lot Size | r - . .
. — o : _ _ I | ‘a ’ ] Residential Collector, Undeveloped
/ k- e -':. f . ======: Residential, Undeveloped
5 . ) I | ACAH | o v
; , # ) Note: Refer to the Land Use Plan (Figure 1 of the - ¥ m Adjacent Cities Main Roads
; L General Plan) to understand the current vision for 7 ’ e
¢ 4 - " the future build-out of the City. RA-1 and RA-5 L e ED E - -
: ¥ Rural Boundary
P s r - zones are often considered to be holding zones until | = v,
=l the property owner is ready to develop. 2 / TA I N ’1
S ! 4 ¥ .- I .
1 q - ) il > R i
‘ 2 . The Land Use Map is subject to change with a -l KAYENTA §§ Y 4 S & L
, concurrent Land Use and Zone Change application. @V' ,§$ .
RE-25.0 ; - i ’ ‘ STAS .
] . _ | | VI[LAGE " 5y :
' RE- ' % N - s U ‘
7 g b 3 = ' \ - .
Ivins N4 2 ' P
Reservoir y & l
& y . Y 1 dl
. ’ iy s :
D B — f™ = o mm i
\ --l'r I #x i
i , — : ' |
Qs |
1 5| - HD o 2 I ) -
l CLM /7 s e - f; & e |4 0 r .. :
‘_“' \ ‘} .,""-“'"--- - oS 4 i Sy L el R T pe—
i ' L [ L 2 |
g %
| = i
B I :
' ! S S > 3 ‘
H N 8 ‘
B O | J
T — os = E:
- RE-43.0 — % S 5
= X0
E15.0 s : - L enter 5t enter St Center St
= = ] :
LS
E-20.0 (_ -, . . oS a) | (
s = ' — RE:37.0 | | i |
RH1-10 ' aRa8 acaus| 1 — TG g iy 200|s o) -
T = —— ﬁ:—_": [a] J_i | RE-37.0 .‘:' E | ‘g o © {
_ T T I i g | ridor [@) “illllll‘ 2
] Y e b T Fy e WL TN 7 - I \
BE .g ﬁ T [ =] RE'37-0 r % 0 F “} ' '. i.
=8 55 1] ¥ 300 S | 4 b L]
B B R0 50 = e : w _ VE & T | . ,
e E 74" | |8 ' fo
1=l o ] - I 400 S = 400 S gu ll..... CITY OF
e T- N I s A @ P
g T e 7 By, : —_— . BT " 3 - \ ST GEORGE
R-1- EEERE N T U R4 | . g 2 S w q -
1 o mes s L B4 A e Y B o8 I 1 520 S = Tl 5 S s .
ﬁg; LI I'— E§DDE %DD / A 1‘. ‘-} L il I L___ _J—— : L
5 ggnﬂung R oD I 4 ' i T l.""-- | q0 L J > - X \ A\
0{Soonog) - | "
. D e 1 L O I Y = — A PTTTLTLTL — — - — - — - —
, e - — w£ AN o . LILID “‘IIIIIIIIIIIII-.I... i._ ~ ] = ] ) \ g ”‘ Y
“ * Nt T L ; ]
. ICE MU/ B A~ LD K Y i - I 7/ & Ay l = PR 1B¥ N N 7 “
- i r / 2 g E ===Tf%§3 5 L.l E » i’ ) L 1 " {Qéh@y : CITY OF i -
N o= = S . 1 ’ :'\_ i 2 K ~ =
é -E. L] - H ] e l =
ROAD PLAN LEGEND 1 : i V. { ‘ 3 = : SANTA CLARA \
. . oy -h' Qg £ : s J# 3 gy - - \
= Major Arterial Street, Existing , g ¥ A Ead 1.' 2N 1N N I = - \ %
e k %: L Ay g * ; ey Ve » [ | - - R |
- _Minor Arterial Street, Existing s - . 5 S ' ' " " | P n - ! R . \\ x
. . 4 l h-.- = “ 8 EEEEEEEEN )
“+++2+ Minor Arterial Street, Undeveloped ol PP i IR N W TRANSPORTATION
. _r ] | -
= [ajor Collector Street, Existing -I :
. i \'H.., \ [
====== Major Collector Street, Undeveloped . :‘3‘2‘ MASTER PLAN
3 S
& -
- inor Collector Street, Existing = D’S R ’ S M A P - e B ‘E"% A\l -
IVINS CITY TRIC] AN ROADWAYS
====== Minor Collector Street, Undeveloped 1 ': “{’pm“‘%} A
Residential Collector Street, Existing ". %».\6?» %M 3 : Map 3 of the General Plan
] L J 6 «\ il
' 2\ Z . .
. . s 0 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 % - Zagl - 0 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Residential Collector St t Und | g Public Works Department Revision Date SANTA CLARA . d_*y‘{o_y ’_sz \ Public Works Department Date:
esidential Collector Street, Undevelope GIS Mapping May 2022 Mies RIVER RESERVE E L GIS Mapping Fob a e'2022 Mies
. . - Lo R on - eprua
==mmmn Residential Street’ Undeve|oped (435) 634-0689 1:9.400 - ‘90 S W = ‘l (435) 634-0689 ry
_ — > -3 i




Marty Thomas

Oval



Marty Thomas

Oval



Marty Thomas

Oval



Marty Thomas

Oval



Marty Thomas

Oval



Marty Thomas

Oval



Marty Thomas

Oval



Marty Thomas

Oval





		Base Zoning Layout 5-22

		Base Landuse Layout222

		Map 3 General Plan - Transportation Roadways 36x36 - Feb2022




image31.emf
Resort and STRO  Options Flow Chart.pdf


Resort and STRO Options Flow Chart.pdf
VINS CITY

Resort Residential

Resort Mixed Use

Resort Commercial

l ~
RR RMU RC
Set Density Project Plan Set Density
i - - Set C ial U
Set Parking Mixed Use With Moderate Income Bonuses ot ommerelal ses

Set Overflow

Set Amenities

4 Units Per Acre

Page 1

No Short Term Rentals

Walkable Community

Set Commercial Uses

Set Parking

Set Overflow

Indoor and Outdoor
Amenities

Computer Repair

Hair Salon

Cell Phone

Bonuses For Underground Parking

Indoor and Outdoor Amenities







image32.emf
2022-06-16 Ivins  City Council Meeting Minutes to be approved.pdf


2022-06-16 Ivins City Council Meeting Minutes to be approved.pdf
u b WN -

O 00

10

12
13
14
15
16

17
18

19

20

21
22
23

25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35

IVINS
CITY COUNCIL
MINUTES
June 16, 2022

NOTICE: This meeting was held electronically and in person. City Hall was the anchor
location for the electronic meeting. You may listen to the audio feed by going to
www.ivins.com under "*City Council” on the right of the home page and selecting
“Audio”.

1) WELCOME AND CALL TO ORDER

MAYOR AND COUNCIL: The meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. and announced there
was a quorum present.

All present included Mayor Hart, Council Member Scott, Council Member Mehr, Council
Member Johnson, and Council Member Anderson.

STAFF: City Manager/Attorney Dale Coulam, Building and Zoning Administrator Mike
Haycock, Public Works Director/City Engineer Chuck Gillette; Director of Finance Cade Visser,
and City Recorder Kari Jimenez.

EXCUSED: Council Member Murphy

Audience: James Barden, Dave Appel, Becky & Chuck Warren, Sally Jensen and others who
did not sign in.

A. Acknowledgement of Quorum

Mayor Hart acknowledged that there was a guorum present. Council Member Murphy was
excused.

B. Flag Salute

Council Member Anderson led the Flag Salute.

C. Invocation

Council Member Anderson gave the Invocation

D. Disclosures

Council Member Anderson referred to agenda items 5)F and 5)G regarding Desert Cove and
the Reimbursement Agreement and disclosed a conflict with those two agenda items. There
were no other disclosures or conflicts of interest with items on this meeting's agenda.

2) REPORTS, PRESENTATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS

A. Department Reports: Building Department; Public Works/Engineering; Finance

Mike Haycock reported that the City has the ability to conduct surveys through the Survey
Monkey application, which was conducted for UTOPIA in the recent past. Mayor

Hart indicated that moving into the Planning Commission discussion at the Planning
Commission on the General Plan, he would like a survey to go out for that. Mike

Haycock stated that the Planning Commission will come up with some questions as well and put
the survey out for a few weeks and then report the results of the survey at the Planning
Commission. He reported that now that the City has passed the water conservation ordinance for
new development, he is working with contractors to educate them on that.

Chuck Gillette reported that $2 million dollars has been earmarked in the infrastructure bill that
is currently before Congress. He spoke with an individual at UDOT (Utah Department of
Transportation) and was told that if that bill passes, the earmark would be included and solves a
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big funding problem for that project. He reported that he advertised for an RFP (Request for
Proposals) to redo the Storm Drain Master Plan, the Sewer Master Plan, as well as the Water and
Secondary Water Master Plans. There was only one (1) company that has expressed interest thus
far, and that is Bowen Collins & Associates. Mayor Hart commented that they had a lot of
Ivins data in their possession from the last time these master plans were done. Chuck
Gillette indicated that was correct and is a big advantage to the City because they have the
models and do not have to do additional work, which is a cost savings for the City. He reported
that he has been attending committee meetings at the Water Conservancy District regarding a
drought response plan. They are putting together a criteria and actions that the City would have
to take if the County goes into different stages of drought. Hereported that pavement
maintenance program pretty much done with the exceptionof striping.
Cade Visser reported that there are 14 days left in the fiscal year. There are a few departments
where their budgets will need to be amended due to inflation, fuel and overtime.
B. Planning Commission Report
Planning Commissioner Gardiol reported that the Planning Commission approved three (3)
Final Plats - one for Desert Cove, one for Black Desert Resort Road Dedication and one for
Black Desert resort Phase I. They also began discussing the Moderate Income Housing House
Bill 462.
3)CITIZEN REQUEST FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS REGARDING ORDINANCES,
POLICIES OR OTHER LEGISLATIVE ITEMS - None
4) PUBLIC HEARING AND ACTION ITEMS - NONE
5) DISCUSSION AND POTENTIAL ACTION ITEMS
A. Continued discussionregarding approval of FYE 2022 budget amendments and the proposed
FYE 2023 budget
Cade Visser reported that the numbers have been updated in the budget for the upcoming fiscal
year and less money will be coming out of the reserve fund. The mill levy rate came in at
.0921%. In 2021, it was .1215%. The property assessed value for 2022 came in at $2.1 billion
and last year it was $1.4 billion, which is nearly a 50% increase. Mayor Hart inquired where
Ivins City ended up as it relates to the SCI Fire budget. Dale Coulam clarified that the City
of Santa Clara City is the managing city of the SCI Fire budget and their budget has already been
adopted. The City of Santa Clara is well underway in putting forth a request to Washington
County to help pay for expenses of going to calls in the county. New legislation passed that
required that counties either provide their own services, rather than having cities cover that for
them at the city's expense, or they need to enter into a contract with the cities to fairly
compensate the cities. If lvinsCity were to include something additional in the Ivins budget for
fire, it could possibly undermine the efforts that the City of Santa Clara is doing to negotiate with
the county. Currently, the budget is showing that if the Center Street fire station is manned, it
will take a lot of money. The Center Street fire station covers a lot of area that's in Washington
County and Ivins City supports the efforts of the City of Santa Clara in negotiating with the
county for reimbursement and for a contract for services. If the need arises too to make some
changes, it should be done in conjunction with the City of Santa Clara as the managing city. The
Ivins Council is required to adopt the budget tonight. It has been discussed for some time, there
has been public input, the Council has heard a lot of comments, and there has been a lot of
various scenarios and hypotheticals provided. This is a routine process at this juncture
tonight. As for next year's budget, there is a lot of discussion that still needs to take place with
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regards to issues like Fire that will not be resolved tonight. There needs to be more discussion
with both City Councils working together. The graphs and hypotheticals that Cade went through
at the last Council meeting, caught the attention of the City of Santa Clara and there has been a
couple of changes to Santa Clara’s budget that were in favor of Ivins City. He thanked Council
Member Mike Scott for providing some additional input that helped show a truer picture of not
having to dip into reserves as much. If needed, the budget can be opened later and amended. If it
is opened to be amended, the timeline requires Ivins City to give notice, hold a Public Hearing,
and follow certain steps to amend the budget. The property tax increase issue cannot be solved
at this time, because the time has come and gone for Truth-in-Taxation hearings and until the
Fire questions are resolved, Ivins City won’t know if or how much property tax would need to be
increased.

Cade Visser indicated the City of Santa Clara has updated their budget data. Previously it was
at $2.6 million and now it's down closer to $2.2 million. That changes the graphs significantly by
reducing it $400,000. He referred to the Updated Holistic Analysis, a copy of which is available
as an attachment to this agenda. The difference in fiscal year 2023 and 2024, was the timing of
the City of Santa Clara’s budget not being updated when the analysis was put together. The
other critical piece of data that the updated forecast relies on, is the Black Desert Resort property
evaluation. He spoke with developer Patrick Manning and the resort’s legal team, and obtained
the presentation that the developers provided to their investors when they went out to

bond. What was proposed to their investors was that when it's all said and done, Black Desert
Resort would be valued at around halfa billion dellars and at Ivins current mill levy rate, that
equates to approximately $500,000 in additional property tax revenue. Black Desert Resort is
anticipated to be completed by the year 2026. Ivins net income year over year isn't in the red by
fiscal year 2028 and it breaks even. The picture gets better if lvins receives rain, continued
growth and other taxes. The analysis is assuming in 2024 that the Center Street station is fully
manned. If that time frame changes, the graphs would drop earlier than normal. Mayor

Hart referred to the tax assessment that was discussed at the last City Council meeting and what
that would look like. Council Member Scott stated that based on last year's evaluation, had the
City raised the Ivins share of real estate taxes by 38%, his overall bill would have gone up just
over 5%. Mayor Hart explained that over 20 years ago, the State legislature established that the
tax assessment for that year would be the. amount that the cities would receive going forward
with no COLA (Cost of Living Adjustment) with no way to adjust that rate based on

inflation. That leaves cities with residents requiring more and more services, like pickleball
courts, trail systems and similar and increased services cost more due to inflation but property
tax dollars are diminished. That is unsustainable but what the legislature did do for cities, is
allow for the process of Truth-in-Taxation to even that out. Some cities have created a COLA
like ordinance so that their city property tax goes up every year. lvins City has not done that and
it is a big shortfall. He was hopeful that commercial spares Ivins City from that. Council
Member Scott clarified people are paying less in nominal dollars as well as inflation adjusted
dollars for the lvins share in taxes. The School District and others can raise their taxes every year
and the total tax bill may not be half of what it was but the amount that Ivins collects has been
cut in half.

Mayor Hart indicated that the City Council needs to adopt the budget tonight. The City of
Santa Clara overseas Fire and they know the urgency of getting the Center Street Station
manned. Ivins City would continue to work with the City of Santa Clara and as the City of Santa
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Clara continues their discussions with the county, at some point in the time, hopefully within the
next few months, there would be a proposal coming to lvins City and both City Councils would
amend their budgets to solve that problem. Dale Coulam stated that the City of Santa Clara
fully understands they have committed to lvins that the next manned station will be in lvins,
whether it is located on Kwavasa or if it is the Center Street station. A bigger philosophical
question to resolve is would be to ask what is the model that they are using to call it fully
manned? Is it a 24 hour shift for an employee, is it a 12 hour shift? Is it allowed for a few part
timers to piece together coverage for one full shift? There are volunteers out there that want to be
involved but the City of Santa Clara is saying that they do not have the commitment to cover a
shift. That word “shift” can mean a lot of different things. It could mean a 24-hour shift, it could
mean a 12-hour shift, it could mean an 8-hour shift or it could mean job sharing where two (2)
people work 4-hour shifts to cover an 8-hour day. Theyneed to determine what model Ivins City
and Santa Clara move forward on.

Mayor Hart indicated that since Ivins is not under the direct management of Fire, lvins City is
relying on the City of Santa Clara, their City Manager and Fire Chief Parker, to be sorting this
out to the benefit of both cities. There are a lot of Ivins residence who are really concerned about
Fire. This is a big deal in Ivins City and did not want to adopt the budget tonight and that come
across as a sigh of relief and then pretend the problem doesn't exist. The dispaosition of the City
Council is to pursue it and act on it sooner rather than later. He recommended that the City
Council do what is needed tonight, to allow the City of Santa Clara to move forward with their
discussions and planning. Council Member Scott referred to the updated holistic analysis and
inquired if the uptick in revenue after a couple of years had to do with sales tax and room tax that
would be generated by Black Desert Resort? Cade Visser stated that was correct. Council
Member Scott commented that the direction he is-hearing, is to ignore the Center Street Fire
station in the Ivins budget tonight but he was not comfortable with that. At the last lvins City
Council meeting he talked about the five (5) minute response times that's in the plan from last
fall. He guesstimated that about half of lvins City is not covered in that five (5) minute response
time because the Center Street location isn't a functioning station. He looked at the five (5)
minute response time and mapped it out. He counted more than 28 subdivisions that are outside
of the five (5) minute response time, with over 1,689 homes. The whole analysis split between
Ivins and Santa Clara shows that Ivins has 4,076 occupied homes. He was sure that lvins has
over 2,000 homes that are not within the five (5) minute response time. As a Council, if the
budget is adopted as it is currently, that does not pay proper service to getting the Center Street
station up and running again. He knows Ivins is relying on the City of Santa Clara to increase
the budget. The City of Santa Clara pays approximately 44% and Ivins City pays 56%. He stated
that he was an unhappy customer and the City of Santa Clara is the vendor. The budget needs to
be increased to get the Center Street station running adequately. He has had a lot of
correspondence with Chief Parker over the last couple of weeks and Chief Parker has done a lot
of analysis and has a very thoughtful plan. If the City of Santa Clara refuses to come up with
their 44% then, shame on them. They are the ones who emptied out the Center Street station.
Ivins should be able to go to the City of Santa Clara as the vendor and talk to Chief Parker and
see what the best thing to do is, with the money that Ivins City has allocated and get the Center
Street station up and running to some level. He thanked Council Member Johnson for getting the
fire department turned back around in the right direction on involving volunteers, but volunteers
are not the way to run a station. He would like the budget increased on fire because it is
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essential. Ivins City needs to put more pressure on the City of Santa Clara because the current
situation is not acceptable. Close to half of the homes in Ivins City are outside of the five (5)
minute response time. If the cost was divided by response time, Ivins is not getting ideal service
and instead of paying the majority of the cost, the City of Santa Clara should be paying the
majority of the cost. He could not imagine that a City Council would adopt a budget that
acknowledges that the Center Street fire station isn't functional. Chief Parker has said SCI Fire
could get three (3) full-time captains and three (3) full time a EMT's in a heartbeat. The Center
Street Station could be up and running and then supplemented with volunteers. Chief Parker has
said it isn’t ideal and not a long-term vision, but it provides a fully staffed station. He indicated
that he was frustrated and has been since last year when the Center Street Station was emptied
out. According to Chief Parker it would cost lvins City $51,396 to get the Center Street Station
functional. Ivins City can drop that to $3,396 by delaying the alerting system. Chief Parker said
the alerting system could be delayed by a year and the staff would simply use pagers but why not
have the alerting system? lvins City needs to come up with $51,396 in this budget to get the
Center Street Station up and running again. Chief Parker could get the Station fully staffed
almost immediately because the current part-time people want to go full-time. They already have
their safety gear and that saves the cities a lot of money. Personnel salaries, apparatus fuel and
apparatus maintenance is $633,000 and Ivins share bhased on the 56%, would be approximately
$355,000. He believed that lvins City needs to put in just over $400,000 in the Ivins budget. He
understood that would dip into the reserves and that's not ideal because there isn’t enough
reserves to begin with but this is an emergency situation and that's what reserves are for. He
wasn't talking about what is needed for the 2030 plan; he was talking about what is needed
yesterday, just to get better coverage for Ivins City, like what Ivins used to have.

Council Member Johnson stated that she had a firm belief that volunteers and part-timers could
be used to make a functioning department at the Center Street station, using the resources that
SCI Fire already has with those who already have equipment and certifications in place. That
would not even require the amount of budget that Council Member Scott suggested. It would be
good to put it into the budget, specify there is this much and use the volunteers. The City of
Santa Clara would find a way to do that. It is important to do this now, but Ivins City does not
need to cave to what the City of Santa Clara wants and what the City of Santa Clara thinks the
standard is. The standards could possibly be split for each station. Council Member

Anderson indicated that he had been looking at numbers and values of homes and thinking
about the risk and liability if SCI Fire could not respond to a home in less than five (5)

minutes. This is important and the Council needs to act on this now. He understood that it was a
lot of money for a budget but stated that there is a lot of value to having a quick response

time. Mayor Hart commented that would drastically change the graphs that have been shown
and could jeopardize the City of Santa Clara's negotiations with the County. Cade

Visser clarified that it would speed up the timeline but there are reserves to do it. It would not
necessarily put Ivins in a doom and gloom situation by increasing this year's budget by the
$400,000. It would bring the graph down quicker, but it would not change the long-term outlook
with the commercial that is in the process. Council Member Scott stated that he would rather
jeopardize the negotiations with the County than to jeopardize half the residents in the
community, although he did not think that it jeopardizes the negotiations with the County
because the County can see by Chief Parkers numbers, that SCI Fire needs a lot of

money. Council Member Mehr commented that they had a functioning Center Street station
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nine (9) months ago, so that could be reversed. He agreed that they should update that facility,
which can be done for $3,936 and hold off on the alert system. He would like to have a work
meeting with the City of Santa Clara to see what can be done. He felt that this could be
accomplished without adding $400,000 to the budget and that the budget could be passed
tonight, with the understanding that there would be a budget amendment discussion regarding
this, in the near future. Council Member Scott indicated that he was not prepared to kick this
can down the road because that is wrong. The primary job of the City is public safety and the
City is admitting with the current budget, that they don't care. The City has to make the
commitment now, hold the City of Santa Clara's feet to the fire and if they're not going to be a
good partner and step in, then Ivins works with Chief Parker to get the Center Street fire station
operational. Dale Coulam inquired of Cade Visser if ARPA funds could be used for what
they're discussing. Cade Visser clarified that they could for Public Safety but he would need to
update the budget to identify designation of those funds. Dale Coulam stated that lvins City
could then provide the tools to immediately fund to get the Center Street fire station manned and
working. They likely could amend by including in the motion the amount of money to apply to
manning the Center Street building immediately. Council Member Johnson commented that
even if they put that in the budget, there's no guarantee that the City of Santa Clara is going to
give lvins what they want so that is not completely the answer. She was more in favor of passing
the budget with the suggestion of using ARPA funds and then be serious about moving on and
setting a meeting with the city of Santa Clara.and getting it done as soon as possible and then
they can amend the budget, knowing what is going to be required. Dale Coulam clarified that
would also open up the Joint Agreement for discussion and amendment because it changes the
modeling as far as how fees should be based.. Council Member Scott's research paints a clear
picture that Ivins City's service is not equal. He recommended that in addition to what Council
Member Johnson has suggested, that they add it to the budget for fire and open up negotiations
right away on the contract and that they want to see implementation of manning the Center Street
fire station immediately. Council Member Johnson suggested that the whole amount of ARPA
funds be allocated to the fire budget.
B. Discuss and consider approval of Resolution No. 2022-11R, a Resolution of Ivins City, Utah,
adopting the Final Budgets for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2023
MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to approve Resolution No. 2022-11R, a
Resolution of lvins City, Utah, adopting the Final Budgets for Fiscal Year Ending June 30,
2023, with the following amendment: apply $500,000 of ARPA (American Rescue Plan
Spending) funds as revenue and increase the Fire/EMS budget by $500,000, earmarked for
re-establishing the Center Street station, including the rehab and personnel, as amended
SECOND: Council Member Anderson
VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Mehr AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

Council Member Mehr requested a discussion to ensure that Ivins City is going ensure that they
are going to have a discussion about the philosophy, model and future of fire because he agreed
with Council Member Johnson that they need to have volunteers are part of that. Mayor
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Hart inquired if Council Member Scott was willing to add that to the amendment. Council

Member Scott agreed.

Roll call vote. All Council Members who were present voted in favor.

C. Discuss and consider approval of Resolution No. 2022-12R, a Resolution of lvins City, Utah,
approving the Certified Property Tax Rate for Calendar Year 2022

MOTION: Council Member Mehr moved to approve Resolution No. 2022-12R, a

Resolution of Ivins City, Utah, approving the Certified Property Tax Rate for Calendar

Year 2022

SECOND: Council Member Johnson

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr AYE
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

Roll call vote. All Council Members who were present voted in favor.

MOTION: Council Member Mehr.moved to suspend the rules and move agenda item 5)M
to this point in the agenda

SECOND: Council Member Scott

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Mehr AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

M. Discussand consider approval of an Interlocal Cooperation Agreement regarding Official
Ballot Drop Boxes
Council Member Mehr referred to section 1(b) where it indicates that the County agrees to send
two election staff members to safely and securely pick up and replace an Official Ballot Drop
Box, he inquired what was actually being picked up? City Recorder Kari Jimenez clarified
that it is a locked box that is securely behind the glass in the Administration area. Council
Member Mehr referred to the mail in ballot process and inquired if prior to that if Ivins City
took the ballots to the County or if the County sent two people to lvins City to pick them
up? City Recorder Kari Jimenez indicated that it depended on if the election was a Municipal
election or if it was an election that the County handled. With a Municipal election, she was
involved with overseeing the Poll Workers at the different polling locations, in conjunction with
the Poll Managers at each location. Council Member Mehr inquired if that process has
changed. City Recorder Kari Jimenez stated no, other than the vote-by-mail process. Council
Member Mehr referred to section 4 (a) Indemnity where it states that the municipality shall hold
harmless and indemnify the County. If someone were to go rogue at the municipality and does
an intentional misconduct, he's trying to understand the hold harmless and indemnity for
something like that. Mayor Hart indicated that there would likely be a prosecution, whether
Ivins City was held harmless or not. Dale Coulam clarified that this agreement was drafted by
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the Washington County Attorney's office and is the same language for all of the

municipalities. The hold harmless is mutual. Council Member Anderson indicated that he read
that to mean that it is holding lvins City harmless, not the individual harmless. Mayor

Hart clarified that it holds the municipality in the county harmless, meaning Ivins City is not
liable for someone going rogue. He inquired what the burden was on someone who violates the
election law? City Recorder Kari Jimenez stated that it would be whatever is under State law,
as far as prosecution. Mayor Hart inquired if the County Prosecutor would be involved in that
situation? City Recorder Kari Jimenez stated that they would. Council Member Mehr asked
what if it's an lvins City employee that commits the act? Dale Coulam clarified that if it were a
municipal employee, then it is saying that lvins City holds the County harmless from the
wrongful act of the municipal employee. If it were a County employee, then the County is
holding Ivins City harmless.

MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to approve an Interlocal Cooperation Agreement
regarding Official Ballot Drop Boxes

SECOND: Council Member Johnson

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Mehr AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

D. Discuss and consider approval of the Planning Commission’s recommendation on a
Preliminary Plan for The Crossings at Red Desert, located at approximately 800 South Main
Street. VE Management and Investment Co.-Owner; Dave Lynn-Applicant

Mike Haycock reported that this parcel is zoned R-M and has a short-term rental overlay. It is a

mixed zone parcel and is required to have a certain amount of density which is 15%. This one is

at 25% with bonuses. Pickleball courts, tennis ball courts and a swimming pool with a splash pad
have been added to get the additional 10% bonuses. TRC reviewed this and found it to meet

Ivins zoning and ordinances. Mayor Hart inquired if the nightly rental overlay was

retained? Mike Haycock indicated that the zoning does allow that, but it is not in the

Development Agreement. Mayor Hart questioned if the developers would have to come back

with a request to amend the development application? Mike Haycock stated yes. Council

Member Scott indicated if this was the only parcel that had a short-term rental overlay in the

City. Mayor Hart indicated yes Council Member Scott inquired if the overlay would be

eliminated. Mayor Hart stated that he did not think that it could. Council Member

Scott inquired if that was because the developers already filed? Mayor Hart clarified that the

developers filed under that zoning and removing it would be a zoning action that would require a

Public Hearing and it would go back to the Planning Commission. Council Member

Scott inquired if the developers are not currently asking to use it as short-term rental, if the

developers could come back and ask to use it as short-term rental? Mayor Hart clarified stated

that they could come and apply. Council Member Scott inquired if lvins City would have to
approve it because it is a short-term rental overlay on that site? He would really like to see that
short term rental overlay disappear. He understood with the timing that it is too late for this
parcel. He has received some interesting emails and information about the actual operation of
short-term rentals in Santa Clara and St. George. Ivins City codes are not designed to adequately
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absorb that kind of an intense use of short term rentals. He referred to an email from Natalie
Larson who lives in the City of St. George where currently only two parking spaces are required
for each unit and many of those units sleep a lot more people than they have parking for and
parking becomes a problem. There should be a requirement to have garages that are tall enough
to accommodate a sprinter van or oversized SUV and driveways should be 20 feet. HOA’s
should be required to make sure garages are cleared monthly from toys. Golf cart parking is
another issue. People are just using the garages for toys and then parking on public streets. The
alleys are only 25 feet wide and often there are vehicles parked illegally on the driveways
horizontally, leaving no room for human error if there was an event that required fire, police,
water or other utility repairs so 45 feet should be the minimum. An Ivins resident emailed him
about a parking problem in lvins City right next to short-term rental property at Red Vista Drive,
just off of 200 East. Vehicles are continually parking along the street and Planning
Commissioner Bob Morris suggested to him that Ivins City prohibit street parking from 2:00
a.m. to 4:00 a.m., to help alleviate that problem. He understood that could not be resolved tonight
but it should be put on as a future agenda item..Mayor Hart indicated procedurally that Ivins
City could not implement a zone change on a'piece of property that has an application on it. He
suggested that Council Member Scott’s concerns be placed on.a future agenda to amend the
zoning ordinance and the requirements for anything that is zoned or has the overlay for short
term rentals. If this applicant were thento come back and apply to use that overlay, the applicant
would be obligated to adhere to all of the new requirements.

Council Member Scott indicated that another thought is to consider having the amenities on this
project, open to all Ivins City residents, which would solve the pickleball court

dilemma. Council Member Anderson stated that would then need to be maintained by Ivins
City. Mayor Hart commented that the fact that the developers have not included short-term
rental in the Development Agreement, means that it is not currently allowed in this project. The
Developers would have to come back and apply for an amendment to the Development
Agreement. Mike Haycock indicated that if somebody were to buy one of the lots and tried
using it as-a short-term rental, the Development Agreement would keep them from doing that,
even though they have the zone for it. The development agreement spells out exactly what you
can do in that that zone. He thinks opening the parking chapter is a good thing and that would be
where you would want to put it, because each zone has different requirements but if you put it in
the parking then.it will apply anytime a short-term rental zone is done. lvins City should make
any developer of these short-term rentals have a place for parking toy haulers and trailers. This
could be put on the Planning Commission’s agenda as a discussion on their July 5th

meeting. Mayor Hart inquired if the City Council would like this to go to the Planning
Commission to get the process started? The City Council agreed that they would. Council
Member Scott inquired if short-term rental isn't stated in the Development Agreement at this
point, then it was not part of what the City Council was approving and inquired if the developer
chose to ask for a short-term rental for the overlay to be used before changes were made to the
existing ordinance, if the changes would apply to this developer? Mike Haycock stated he did
not believe the Development Agreement had been approved through the City Council yet but that
language could still be added into the Development Agreement that says that short-term rentals
are not allowed. Council Member Anderson indicated that when the Land Use plan is done,
the short-term overlay should be removed. It is not part of the current application and the
developer is not asking for it. Mike Haycock stated that must be done carefully because taking it
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off would be taking a right away. Mayor Hart indicated that the fact that the developer has not
included it in the Development Agreement, is essentially a forfeit of that overlay for the purpose
of what they intend to develop. City Recorder Kari Jimenez stated that she is involved the
Development Agreements process and indicated that she has not seen a Development Agreement
on this subdivision. Council Member Scott stated that a Development Agreement is a
negotiated item and questioned if Ivins City initially put in the Development Agreement that the
applicant agreed to terminate the overlay? Mayor Hart suggested that this item be tabled until
legal counsel was present to advise to explore and understand the implications of the overlay and
whether it can be used under its current application. Council Member Scott made a motion to
table until legal Counsel was present to advise. Council Member Anderson seconded the
motion. Council Member Mehr indicated that this developer has brought forth a legal
application but hasn't asked for the short-term rentals. He was concerned about what the
applicant was being denied. Everything checks out and everything.is legal. City Recorder Kari
Jimenez clarified that this is on for approval of the Preliminary Plan. It is not on for approval of
the Development Agreement but in either case, the developer is vested. The applicant has
submitted their application and although the City can ask them certain things and negotiate those,
they do not have to agree to those things because they are vested. Council Member

Anderson indicated that the Council is approving the plan based on the developers application,
which does not include short-term rentals. City Recorder Kari Jimenez stated that was correct
and indicated that the next step would be the Development Agreement. Mayor Hart inquired
about the language on the application. Mike Haycock commented that when a zone change
comes in, that is when it is designated. The applicant is vested with that right. If it was taken
away by zoning, the applicant could come back and ask that they use this for short-term rentals
but if the Development Agreement specifically says no, then they agree to that. The City
Manager/Attorney Dale Coulam was available by phone. Mayor Hart referred to City
Manager/Attorney Dale Coulam and commented that the Preliminary Plan did not specifically
indicate that the applicant intendsto use this as short-term rental and there isn't a Development
Agreement in place. He inquired if the applicant was entitled to use the short-term overlay, even
thoughit has not been specifically identified on the Preliminary Plan? Dale Coulam indicated
yes, because it was granted as part of their zoning. The applicant applied and received short-
term rental on that piece and on the parcel across from Main Street. The zoning runs with the
land so someane could make those properties short-term rentals. If the applicant wants to
voluntarily say it will never be used as short-term rentals and as part of the development
agreement, that's up to them, but right now, they are entitled to short-term rentals. Mayor

Hart stated there really is nothing that the Council can do on an application that conforms with
the zone, other than to approve it. Dale Coulam indicated that was correct. Council Member
Mehr stated that he thought that the Council should approve the Preliminary Plan. Council
Member Anderson indicated that somewhere in the Planning Commission presentation, he
thought that the applicant indicated that they did not intend to use the parcel as short-term rentals
and thought that should give lvins City the right to put that in the Development

Agreement. Council Member Scott stated that at this point, the applicant was compliant with
everything and indicated that this could be approved tonight and then negotiate in the
Development Agreement regarding the short-term rentals. The applicant will accept that or they
won't and in the meantime, the City should review the lvins City codes and ordinances and make
the needed changes before anybody comes in and asks to use their short-term rental overlay. He
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indicated that it was prudent to approve this tonight and then work on the other issues. . Mayor
Hart stated that Ivins City doesn’t have any other properties that are zoned short-term rentals
and at this moment in time, the applicant has the legal right to use it that way. He indicated that
there is a motion to approve this.

MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to approve the Planning Commission’s
recommendation on a Preliminary Plan for The Crossings at Red Desert, located at
approximately 800 South Main Street. VE Management and Investment Co.-Owner; Dave
Lynn-Applicant

SECOND: Council Member Anderson

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Mehr AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

Council Member Mehr was excused from the meeting at 7:56 p.m.

E. Discuss and consider approval of a Development Agreement for Vista Subdivision, located
at approximately 145 West and 100 South.. Sally Jensen-Owner/Applicant
Mike Haycock stated the development agreement has been reviewed by Dale Coulam. Council
Member Scott commented that he would move to approve the Development Agreement, with
the addition that the developer acknowledges the potential shortage of culinary and/or secondary
water in the City and understands that building permits will be issued only upon water
availability. Mayor Hart indicated that since it is an agreement, it would require the acceptance
of the applicant as well. Sally Jensen is the developer of the property and was present. She
stated that she agreed to the additional language being added to the Development Agreement.
MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to approve a Development Agreement with the
addition of the water language being added to the development agreement, that being that
the Developer acknowledges the potential shortage of culinary and/or secondary water in
the City and understands that building permits will be issued only upon water availability,
for the for Vista Subdivision, located at approximately 145 West and 100 South. Sally
Jensen-Owner/Applicant
SECOND: Council Member Anderson
VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

F. Discuss and consider approval of a Development Agreement for Desert Cove Subdivision,
located at approximately 200 North and 600 West. RT Marten, Utah, LLC/Terry Marten-
Owner. Ryan Button-Applicant
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Chuck Gillette indicated that this is a standard development agreement, except for paragraph 14
for the detention pond construction. This is the regional detention basin that has been talked
about and has a related agenda item after this agenda item under 5)G as the Reimbursement
Agreement. Council Member Anderson referred to item number two, Project Plans Section B
Development Guidelines and the fencing color referencing Geneva Brown. Chuck

Gillette stated the agreement that the developer has made with Terry Martin is included in the
development agreement and one of the issues that came up was the fencing and that is addressed
in this agreement. The fencing color indicated is Geneva Brown but Ivins City has passed a code
several years ago that indicates that along lvins City collector streets, the color requirement is for
the use of a sandstone color for the walls. This agreement is not following that standard, but the
code does allow for a different standard to be adopted. Mayor Hart inquired if the color of
Geneva Brown has been used on Highway 91? Chuck Gillette indicated yes and commented
that the color Geneva Brown has been written into the code, allowing it on Highway 91. Mayor
Hart inquired it the Council had an objection to the color. The City Council agreed that the
Geneva Brown color was acceptable.

MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to approve a Development Agreement for Desert
Cove Subdivision, located at approximately 200 North and.600 West. RT Marten, Utah,
LLC/Terry Marten-Owner. Ryan Button-Applicant

SECOND: Council Member Anderson

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

G. Discuss and consider approval of a Reimbursement Agreement for regional detention basin
located at-approximately 200 North and 600 West
Chuck Gillette indicated that lvins City has received some estimates of the shared costs for the
Reimbursement Agreement. There are some shared costs but the majority of the costs would be
paid by lvins City. The estimate is $300,000 for the detention basin, of which Ivins portion is
$272,000 because Ivins City is asking the developer to put in all of the improvements as part of
the subdivision. lvins City would then reimburse the developer. Mayor Hart inquired if this
was budgeted for? Chuck Gillette stated that it is in next year's budget. Council Member
Scott inquired about the dollar amount being blank on section 4 of the Reimbursement
Agreement. Chuck Gillette indicated that the amount could be added to the agreement. The
amount is $300,622, of which $272,000 is the responsibility of lvins City. Council Member
Anderson commented that it was important to realize the cost is not just for the basin. It is also
for the road. Chuck Gillette stated that that was why the cost was shared. The developer is going
to put in the curb and gutter and lvins City would like the curb, gutter and asphalt to keep going
in front of the basin.
MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to approve a Reimbursement Agreement for
regional detention basin located at approximately 200 North and 600 West
SECOND: Council Member Johnson
VOTE: The motion carried.

| Council Member Scott |AYE |
2022-06-16 City Council Meeting Minutes DRAFT 12




https://ivins.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1715&meta_id=152617

https://ivins.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1715&meta_id=152617



OO NOYULDS WN B

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19

Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

H. Presentation and discussion on the Planning Commission’s recommendation on the city-wide
Sandbox Land Use Plan. lvins City-Applicant

Council Member Anderson indicated that it was important for Council Member Mehr and

Council Member Murphy to be present for this presentation. Mike Haycock stated that he has

been working on this for months and was okay waiting until all. Council Members were present

for the presentation.

MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to continue the Presentation and discussion on

the Planning Commission’s recommendation on the city-wide Sandbox Land Use

Plan. lvins City-Applicant

SECOND: Council Member Anderson

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

I. Discuss and consider approval of Resolution No. 2022-13R, a Resolution of Ivins City, Utah,
amending the lvins City-Culinary Water Rate to increase all culinary water rates by $0.10
per 1,000 gallons to pass-through Washington County Water Conservancy District’s
wholesale waterrate increase 0f $0.10 per 1,000 gallons (from $1.44 to $1.54 per 1,000
gallons)

Council Member Anderson. inquired.when the rate increase would begin? Chuck

Gillette stated July 1%

MOTION: Council Member Johnson moved to approve Resolution No. 2022-13R, a

Resolution of Ivins City, Utah, amending the lvins City Culinary Water Rate to increase all

culinary water rates by $0.10 per 1,000 gallons to pass-through Washington County Water

Conservancy District’'s wholesale water rate increase of $0.10 per 1,000 gallons (from $1.44

to $1.54 per 1,000 gallons)

SECOND: Council Member Scott

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

Roll call vote. All Council Members who were present voted in favor.

J. Discuss and consider approval of Resolution No. 2022-14R, a Resolution of lvins City, Utah,
amending the Ivins City Wastewater Rate to pass-through Saint George Regional
Wastewater Reclamation Facility’s rate increase of $1.15 per Equivalent Residential Unit
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Chuck Gillette stated that the City of St. George has done their analysis and it came back that
the wastewater rates needed to increase due to capital facilities and does not have anything to do
with inflation. Mayor Hart suggested that it likely has to do with the regional secondary water
system and beginning to expand the capacity of facilities. Chuck Gillette indicated that was
likely part of it and there are some pipelines that need to be upsized. Most of those
improvements are covered by impact fees but there are other capital facilities that are covered by
rates.

MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to approve Resolution No. 2022-14R, a
Resolution of Ivins City, Utah, amending the Ivins City Wastewater Rate to pass-through
Saint George Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facility's rate increase of $1.15 per
Equivalent Residential Unit

SECOND: Council Member Johnson

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

Roll call vote. All Council Members who were present voted in favor.

K. Discuss User Rate increase for next Fiscal.Year beginning July, 2022

Chuck Gillette indicated that Ivins City approved a rate schedule for water and sewer around
2019, bumping up the rate each year. A copy of the rate schedule is available as an attachment to
this agenda. At the beginning of the pandemic, the City decided not to raise the rates, which
meant that the schedule got behind a year, starting in 2020. Rates increase each year and lvins
City is not on track with the schedule. With what's occurring with inflation, it may now be
appropriate to get back on schedule. Mayor Hart commented that Ivins City should stay on
track, althoughrit-is a modest amount, adding it at a time of high inflation may have a reverse
affect. Chuck Gillette clarified that the budget indicates that Ivins City is okay but there are
risks. The rates are based on a study and that study did not include the amount of inflation that
has been occurring. Mayor Hart inquired as to the difference in a bill. Chuck

Gillette indicated that the base rate would go from $18.78 a month, to $20.60 per month. The
bottom rate first 7,000 gallons used is currently $2.35 per 1,000 gallons. If the rate went up one
year, it would be $2.54 but if the City were to get back on track, it would go up to $2.64 per
1,000 gallons for the first 7,000 gallons. The increase also depends on how much water is
used. Council Member Scottappreciated the comment about inflation, but a delay has already
occurred due to COVID and if there is another delay, lvins City may run into the dilemma at
some point in the future, to catch up and that would be a much larger increase, making it more
difficult. Chuck Gillette stated that lvins City is at the end of the rate schedule and as part of
the Master Planning for the next year, there will be a new rate schedule. Council Member
Johnson inquired if the City would still be one step behind? Chuck Gillette indicated that was
correct. lvins City would be one step behind instead of two. Council Member Scott inquired
what the impact would be to Ivins City if the rate was not increased. Chuck Gillette clarified
that it is a revenue. Council Member Scott inquired if the goal is to always break

even? Chuck Gillette stated yes. lvins City does not turn a profit. Council Member

Scott inquired if Ivins City was currently at a loss because it wasn’t increased during
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COVID? Chuck Gillette indicated that he was recommending that there be a two-tier rate
increase. Mayor Hart commented that this would be a short-term change because once the new
study was done, it will likely change. Council Member Johnson recommended that they
increase with the $0.10 that has already been added and keep it there, instead of bumping it up
two tiers. Council Member Scott stated he is inclined to go with that too, but he would like to
understand what the financial impact. Council Member Anderson inquired if this could wait till
the next City Council meeting. Chuck Gillette indicated that the problem is the rates would be
increased by $0.10 this next month, starting July 1st, and then they would need to be increased
again the next month. Council Member Anderson commented that he would be inclined to
increase the whole thing right now because of inflation. Council Member Johnson indicated it
is still being bumped up a tier and recommended increasing by $0.10, plus one more tier.

The Mayor and City Council agreed.

L. Continued discussion regarding exterior building color (LRV)

MOTION: Council Member Johnson moved to-continue this discussion

SECOND: Council Member Scott

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

N. Discussion regarding ideas and activities to celebrate Ivins City’s 100 year anniversary
MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to table this discussion to the next City Council
Meeting so that Council Member Mehr could be present

SECOND: Council Member Anderson

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council'Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

6) CONSENT AGENDA

A. Approval of City Council Meeting Minutes for May 19, 2022

B. Approval of City Council Work Meeting Minutes for May 26, 2022

Council Member Scott commented that he sent a few minor corrections to the City Recorder.
MOTION: Council Member Scott moved to approve the City Council Minutes, as amended
SECOND: Council Member Johnson

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

7) CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION
2022-06-16 City Council Meeting Minutes DRAFT 15
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8) REPORTS

A. Council

Council Member Scott - no report

Council Member Anderson referred to the color discussion and bringing forward an ordinance
regarding height to help control that, he would like that brought up to discuss. Mike

Haycock indicated that would start at the Planning Commission and they could possibly hold a
joint meeting with the Planning Commission and include the General Plan update discussion as
well.

Mayor Hart commented that he would like a joint Work Meeting. There are going to be parts
of the General Plan that the Council individually are going to.be concerned about and those
could be addressed on a future agenda.

Council Member Johnson - no report

B. Mayor

No report

C. City Manager/Attorney Dale Coulam

Excused - no report

D. Items to be placed on future agendas

Limiting building heights across the City - discussion to begin at the Planning Commission
Council Member Scott suggested that Planning Commissioners Morris' suggestion of
prohibiting street parking from 2:00 a.m. to 4:00 a.m. be discussed, as well as looking at
requirements for short term rentals as it relates to garages, door heights to fit a tall van, storage of
RV vehicles/toys, garbage collection and the length of those driveways. Mayor Hart stated
those would originate with the Planning Commission as well. Council Member Scott indicated
that he would send a summary to Mike Haycock. Council Member Scott would like those
items to get underway with the Planning Commission and then schedule a Joint Work Meeting to
work out more details.

Council Member Johnson requested that they discuss the request submitted by a citizen
regarding the placement of benches throughout the City. Mayor Hart indicated that Benny
Sorensen would be reporting at the next City Council meeting and could report on that.

9) CLOSED MEETING

10) ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Council Member Anderson moved to adjourn

SECOND: Council Member Scott

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Scott AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Anderson AYE
Council Member Mehr ABSENT
Council Member Murphy ABSENT

The meeting adjourned at 8:32 p.m.
Respectfully,

Kari Jimenez
Ivins City Recorder
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