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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, November 17, 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 amended 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. Fiscal Year Ending 2022 Audit Report – Larson and Company
B. Youth Council Report – Jamy Dahle
C. Concept Plan Report for Mojave Village Subdivision located at approximately the southeast corner of Guy Lane and Fitness Way.  Teancum Properties, LLC-Owner.  Lance Anderson-Applicant




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





E. 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 approval of Resolution No. 2022-24R, a Resolution of Ivins City, Utah, Appointing a Member to the Arts Commission


B. Discuss and consider approval of Resolution No. 2022-25R, a Resolution of Ivins City, Utah, Appointing a Member of the Arts Commission


C. Discuss and consider award for the Old Highway 91 Improvement Project [TAB TO FOLLOW]
D. Discuss and consider approval of Water System AMI (Automated Metering Infrastructure) Project Costs and Funding [TAB TO FOLLOW]
E. Discuss Subdivision/Development Permitting Process and Fee Restructuring due to water availability concerns [TAB TO FOLLOW]
F. Discuss and consider approval of expenditure for Guy Lane roadway improvements [TAB TO FOLLOW]
G. [bookmark: _Hlk118969896]Continued discussion regarding a zone change from RA-5 to RE-15 (with lot averaging) on the horsehead portion that was withdrawn from consideration in Ordinance No. 2021-16, on September 2, 2021





H. [bookmark: _Hlk116561371]Discuss and consider approval of Ordinance No. 2022-16, an Ordinance of Ivins City, Utah, amending Maximum Building Height Regulations for One or Two Family Dwellings


I. Discuss and consider approval of Resolution No. 2022-23R, a Resolution of Ivins City, Utah, approving a General Fund Transfer to Fund Pay Increase for SCI Law Enforcement Officers 


J. Discuss and consider approval of holidays for calendar year 2023



6)	CONSENT AGENDA
A. Approval of City Council Meeting Minutes for October 20, 2022 [TAB TO FOLLOW]

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 amended agenda in the following public and conspicuous places on November 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
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Mojave Village Concept Plan Application.pdf
IVINS CITY =

Filing Fee:
Receipt #:
Date:

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

WWW.ivins.com

CONCEPT 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 + $12 per lot

Mo g1 Vr//w Lane ¢ %z/ﬁ“’?

Subdivision Name Applicant/Agent

L-6-2-6- ZH], 202 4 20, p B UE TH0C

Tax ID Phone Fax
7\:’4.9. (e %ﬂfﬁ/ft’c Ay %&éﬂf /"/‘4\"99 oy

Property Owner ress of subject property

2 ) C Logek é bl G/ %6 92 AC.

Address of Property/Owner Acreage Lots Zone

% APPLICANT AFFIDAVIT

n€eé / “1 M » 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 hereby agree to pay all adopted and customary fees of Ivins City relating to this

(6= 2222

Date

/097 -2

Stgnature of property owner Date
Date received: Application complete:
(4 ] Foer ~2 2

Signature 6fBuilding and Zoning Administrator  Date

Conceplt Plan Application - IC Form 7002 {2008-12-15] Page | of |
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Mojave Village Concept Plan 10.27.2022.pdf
V[ vveosez (en - secve 1n 'snini- avm hvawnoL 1samesr | [ HY 1N ‘SNIA] Y ( \ ( \ ( \ ( \
0 Z — m m m Z — G Z m INBE1S MILY ‘SZPL ‘9 NOILD3IS NI d3LvI01 LI3royd o
’ S3SIYJYILNI V N V HO4 Q38VdIHd AMEAE ﬂv o
< | N
< _\/_ D V‘_ 2 3 IDVTIIA IAVION LR IR
8 g suolsinay o uondiioseg ON J r J \, Z<I_n_ I_lﬂ_mozou J L ) rpm. m ala %L r& y r% J

y

A _
. ]
T il 11
\Hu I ﬁD
HEH T Bl W 2
<
H ﬂ - |k e =
|l H =
TITT] 0 % < _
=y TREPEFH =k < = 3
— s Sy S
] [T < L o~
i S |s = 7
R = Sk 1=
H @) [
8 DN S W L
Lt : 5.8 . &
<
S ] =S wux <
) Ol < ZX =, >
] L | L o CNTn_b
] ZITnaotido o
J —| = L o9
Ho=Z><Qax
oo DOwuw o
OO0 «
O
@
Ol e e e e e e

PROJECT
LOCATION

OWNER/DEVELOPER
A N A ENTERPRISES
Contact: LANCE ANDERSON (435) 668-7420

50

\
.
[ e
My Sy
=
'
.
Sy
.
Sy

y

N8lg WoGY 0L — 2¢0¢ L2 0 DMPTISYEAN\IOYTIA IAYrOW\Seskdieiu yuy\s3oslodd\ oUW\ i(




AutoCAD SHX Text

PROJECT LOCATION



AutoCAD SHX Text

SCALE IN FEET



AutoCAD SHX Text

VICINITY MAP



AutoCAD SHX Text

NO SCALE



AutoCAD SHX Text

PROJECT INFORMATION SOUTHEAST CORNER OF GUY LANE AND FITNESS WAY TAX ID NUMBER: I-6-2-32401 9.46 ACRES CURRENT RC 95 LOTS 10 LOTS/ACRE





7720622 (SEY) - 8EL¥8 LN 'SNIAI - AVM HVAYNOL LSIM 69 HV1N ‘SNIAI

. INBE1S MILY ‘SZPL ‘9 NOILD3IS NI d3LvI01 LI3royd
G Z — m m m Z — G Z m S3SIHdHIINT V N V HO4 d3d4Vvd3dd

BH
BH

MM

ADOVTIIA JAVIOIN

by

MV.BASE
OCT 2022
1 =50

eview

NV1d 1d4ONQOD

Project
File

Date :
Drafted by
Scale
Sheet No.

a1eQg suoisinay jo uonduosag "ON

R

\
7~
\
/
\
7
\
s
\
s
\
7~
\

TTH
[TTT]

I 11

111
1111
IHEE

T
B

|m]mm]

£
i

|

[-6—2-32401

B

|||||1131
VICINITY MAP
NO SCALE

SOUTHEAST CORNER OF GUY LANE AND

FITNESS WAY
TAX ID NUMBER

9.46 ACRES
CURRENT RC

95 LOTS
10 LOTS/ACRE

PROJECT INFORMATION

OWNER/DEVELOPER
A N A ENTERPRISES
LANCE ANDERSON (435) 668-7420

PROJECT
LOCATION

Contact

4
/

17
/
/i

fi
/

/
sl
il

S

A
S

Ia r|||||||||\|\|\|\|\|\|\\\\\\\\\MHM\M\\\\

\
LY
)

NN

v =0
N W AN
rrrrrrrrrr NETTTEETTN NN

!
S

\
N

?/ S
e A iy
(A i NN

2778,
S/ N
=N

7

[ASARN T tNN
e N

RN P A NN
e = AN

—

1
/

pmm————te/

\\
\

TR
!

(ALY

R
0\
\\|

1
\
\
I
I
[
1

/
//

\
\

\\
\

\

h
1
1
1
|
I
/

l£

ISES
/j//ﬁ',
(/

\

A\
\)

/

/174
7
/
/s
10
7

N
\

N
N

7
7,

)

//////I
4
Y
wy,

S
75
g

/
i
7/
)
7
7

\
\
AR\

N
N\

//

2
7

7
o
G

/)
//,
Y
/
7

a,
Z

/
/

RO

RN

RN
N

D
NN
//u///////
NN

7

PRIV

AR

AR
SN \\

N
SRR

FSRRY I8¢

P

)

i i

frit o i

:sl:\\ 77

i
AN ke
:\t\\t it
s i
2o daie) aney At

50

/
i

7
15
:i\\:\

IN FEET

!/

41/

SCALE

/i
s

/
!/
7

1

I

/

75
/
/

/'
7y

/
/11
\\

R
\\\\
R

. \\\//x\\\/

AN

P

y

Velg "Wdeziz — 2202 LC 190 DMPISYGAN\IDVTIA JAYLON\SeSIIAIaILT YUy \S3oal0dd\ DNy 1]




AutoCAD SHX Text

PROJECT LOCATION



AutoCAD SHX Text

SCALE IN FEET



AutoCAD SHX Text

VICINITY MAP



AutoCAD SHX Text

NO SCALE



AutoCAD SHX Text

PROJECT INFORMATION SOUTHEAST CORNER OF GUY LANE AND FITNESS WAY TAX ID NUMBER: I-6-2-32401 9.46 ACRES CURRENT RC 95 LOTS 10 LOTS/ACRE





		2

		MV.BASE-(4) SITE




image4.emf
Mojave Village  Concept Plan Staff Report.pdf


Mojave Village Concept Plan Staff Report.pdf
Ivins City Staff Report
City Council Meeting 11/17/22

Agenda Item: Concept Plan Report for Mojave Village Subdivision, located at approximately the
southeast corner of Guy Lane and Fitness Way Teancum Properties Enterprises, LLC-Owner/Applicant.

Submitted by: Mike Haycock, Building & Zoning Administrator

Recommended Action: No action is required for concept plans. This is an informational report only.

PURPOSE OF THE CONCEPT PLAN: A Concept Plan is the initial application to begin the
subdivision process. Its purpose is to show Staff, the Planning Commission and City Council where the
subject property is located and what the owner/developer is proposing. This is an opportunity for Staff to
give some initial feedback to the owner/developer before they incur the costs of submitting a more
detailed plan that is required for a Preliminary Plan application.

DISCUSSION: Mojave Village Subdivision Concept Plan consists of a total of 95 units on 9.46 acres.
The land use is high-density residential. The property is zoned RC (Resort Commercial), which is one of
the zones allowed for Resort Mixed Use. The Zoning administrator determined that the application was
complete and met the required zoning. Staff gave guidance on what is required for the Preliminary Plan.
TRC reviewed the application on 11/1/22 and staff will reported to the Planning Commission on
11/15/22. TRC identified this will have pickleball, a clubhouse, hot tub and parking lot.

SUPPORT MATERIALS:
¢ Application
e Land Use Map
e (County Map
e Concept Plan/Vicinity map
o TRC identified that access and road widths were a concern and the distances between
entrances.
o The owner has identified 10 units per acre.
o Fencing, curb and gutter, and water retainage design will be required.

A

Mike cock, Building & Zoning Administrator

Respectfully Submitted:

Content Review: oy
Dale Coulam, City Manager
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Building Dept Report.pdf
Year Total  Residential Addtl Additions | Z..,._:-_"m_.:hr Multi-Fam . oz.mq _ Value J_rmo_mﬂ Value +.w@3 Comm |
2021 mmm,JE- ~ Value _um:s:m Value _"..mq:_;m Value Fm:.sm_r +vmq3_ﬂm+ Value |
] hm:+ Hm m 5, mNm 625. oo H+ m 16, 200.00 w\.u.m c:_a m 2,395,340. oo m S 302,289 oo m+ m 128, mmp.oo L
.nmc Hm S m 222 wmo.@mé 2] S mu:owo.oo‘+ 1/5 units ?m ummhwc.oo | HN m 229,722, co ~+ $ 45,000 oo p+ $  109,650.00 |
_<_m=n: .u.H $ 10,281, Hmm.oo 2§ 62,900.00 i 1/1 unit Tmi- 87,620.00 | 11} m. .%m..poo.co L m+ S wa umu oo | A
i >]E,__|T|mu+-.m 5,068,270 8 | | 3/3units | $ 262,860.00 19/ $ 752,23400 9 S 218, 277. oo 1$  14,000.00
| May | 19/ $ 5,986, mS.oo 6 $ 263,315 :moll 1/6 units | $ 977,60¢ momoo 11| $ 334,550.00 | m $ Hom.mmm.oo.,r: | |
| June | 21| m m. ,065,420. oo 3] S 185,475.00 | wmm.:::m S H 012,980.00 12| S Amu_ooo.oo.,rli ~+ m 57, oao.oo 1 |
July [ Hm $ m mwu awm.oo 5| S Hum.ooo.oo 1/1 unit | S m.m.hmo.oo | I.m+ $ 421,800.00 i m N.\.o 391. oo i |
| Aug | H.m+ $ 6,357,875 oo N u.~+ 3 Huw.umo.oo 11 cs_ﬁirm 95,450.00 | H‘.u.ilm. 864, omo.oo m > 574,078, oo i |
| Sept | 20 $ 8,322, 760. oo Nicml.. 68,240.00 | 4/20 units | $ 4,514, 395.00 | m+ $ 6 mww 056. oo m Emm..m.m.oo | |
| Oct | 1] 18 4,880,795.00 | | a|$ 328315.00  2/4units | $ 571 :mobc 11 $ 589,100 00 | m 1,054,104.00 | 4 $  204,410.00 |
Nov | 10 m. 4,152,650.00 | 1/ $ 17,000.00 | 3/8 units m 2,091,850.00 | Hn+ S hmo‘moo.o.otm Nwr m wmu.mhmbo | 3/ $ 800,000.00 |
Dec 15| $ 6,283,015.00 1 $  40,000.00 2/2units mpmohmo.oo 13 $ 307,023.00 9 $§ 185,050.00
Total 212 S 78,988,320.00 31 $1,330,705.00 24/72 units $ 13,068,660.00 142 $5,887,734.00 125 $3,956,938.00 S 1,128,060.00
Fiscal | | N N N N AN R B
Year Total Residential >&»_ Additions Multi-Fam Multi-Fam Oﬁsm_. Value Solar Value Comm Comm
e ——— —_— T e+ — 1. - e = - ]
2022 Res |  Value _uo..:.:m Value ll_wE. | Value I._@:;m | ‘+vmq|_m_§+ Value |
July 15 S m 837,435, oo m m 112,000. oo 1/1 cﬁﬁiTM. 95,450. oo 9 w 421,800. oo w $ 270, 391.00 | 1 |
:uwm_.m, al Hm+ S mswm‘w..m.\,mbo I !IM,.!m H.\.w Nho oo 1/1 unit Tml wm bmo.co Hw m mmn omo.oo Hu+ m.lmNh oum oo | |
| Sept | No,r!m,. 8,322, umo.oo N $ 68,240.00 p\wo units m 4,514,395. oo m mi|mmMomm oc m $ 149,516. oo | |
| Oct | “Efm 4,880, 795. oo n S Nmo‘mmEli 2/4 units i .m 571, mwo.oo HH $ 589, Hoo.oo ~m+ S H.omPHoPoo | 4 $ 204,410.00 |
| Nov | Ho+ $ 4,152 mmo.oo H $ 17,000.00 +Iw..\m units m 2,091, mmo‘ omi E $ 499 moom@.f 23] S wmﬁmpm.ooi _ 3] $  800,000.00 |
| Dec | 15 S 6,283 on..ooJr H m 40,000. 00 N\wmmm.mwl S 190,720.00 | Hw $ 307, omw.oo w $ 185,050.00 | | |
| Jan | 11) $ 3,908,784.00 1 N $ 108, ooo oo 5/5 units | $ 477,250.00 i I.N+ S wwm 566, oo EHLMT S 427,222.00 | Wrm 105,000.00 |
I _umc Hm+ $ 5, wqm wmm.oo N m. uw mho oo | | m m 314, cwo.oo Hw....m. 338,112.00 | H m 68,139,900.00 |
_<_m_.n: m+m.||m|~.pu 050. oo w m E 1/4 units m 1,823,000.00 | Ho m mwm 100. oo m+ $ 292, 610.00 | H $ 129,000.00 |
>u_.__ Hw $ 5,061,322. oo w $ 61,433.00 | 6/18 units | m 3,749,187.00 | Hw+ S mmp 824. oo 10| S Nm.mmm@ oo H S 7,000.00 |
| Z_m< | v m 3,689 me MO A S wmw 101.00 | | | 10| m mmmﬂ\.‘mu.oo | ”_.m+ S 565 muuom_ 1 | ) |
June Hm $ 5,097,692.00 N S ma 650.00 18 § 725,910.00 11| § 292,730.00 1'$ 500,000.00
Total 152 $ 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






Year ._.oﬁm_ Residential Addtl >n_n==o:m _S:E _"m3+ _s:_..“.m-mm_.: H o:..o.. M <m_.:m : J.m.:.._m_.,.r ..Km_:m . no:..:. | Comm |
2022 mmm Value vm_.:_:m Value 123_8 i Value vm..::ﬂ.mr . vm_.::"m . %m_:m |
:”_mm_ HH S w.wom.umh.oo | N m Hom ooo oo 5/5 units | S auq 250. oo u+ S wmm m.m,.m oo m aNNNNN,.o,m il N S .pomboo.oo |
| Feb | Hw+ S 5,379,985.00 i N S 72,840. oo | + 6 5 314,080.C oo m 338,112.00 | p+m 68,139,900.00 |
Z_mﬂnﬁf 8 m 3,211, omo.oo w S mh@.ﬁo@o 1/4 c_..;m i S 1, 823,00 ,000. @o 1 | 0/ S 636, Hoo oc m 292,610.00 | H:rm 129,000.00 |
.pu:_ 13 +:M 5,061,322. oo w S  61,433. 00 m& 18 units m whpwhmu.oo.‘s Hw S 981, 824. oo m 268, Nmo.oo p+ S 7,000.00 |
_<_m< 75 m.mmm‘mmm.oo » S mw.pou.oo Ho S mmm 761. co m 565,972. oo
+ + — - + — + e - + :
June | 11]$ 5,097,692.00 | ~ 2 94,650.00 | | | 18[$ 725, Bo.oo H $ 292,730, oo.? 1$  500,000.00 |
i E_< u+ S 3,414,003.00 | m 62,400.00 | 1/5 units [ 51 Hommmw.@b; Ho m .B_a 636. oo u m 357,222.00 i 1w+..m 200,686.00 |
. >=m‘.+|.m+.m 1,019,658.00 | m 221,630.00 | 1/6units | $ 1,214,148.00 | m $ 534,350. oo m $ 261,081.00 | 2/ $  131,000.00 |
| Sept i m+ m 2,677, wm.\.oo 1 | i | m+ m mu.w.boo.oo i u m 182,770.00 | H+ S 50,000.00 |
Oct 5/ S w wpm 441. oo 2| $ 230,000.00 , 9/ S 805,186.00 m m 267,664.00
S - e e ————— e s —t —p———— - —1 e + - -1
Nov 15 H.Nmphmm.oo 1 5 249,298.00 . 6/ S 373,260.00 H S 26,100.00
Total 86 S 38,059,068.00 23 $1,587,352.00 14/38units $ 8,369,752.00 105 $6,619,673.00 98 $3,279,743.00 11 $69,262,586.00
—+ + — + — + o EE— ar + + 1
m_mnm_
—— e e = . e + S +- + + 1 |
Year qoa_ ) Residential Addtl | Additions ETI Multi-Fam | Other |  Value  Solar ~ Value  Comm Comm |
2023 xmu Value vm_._...__.mmT-. Value | Permits i ....!Mml__..m +1.mq|==$+ E Value |
.E._< . ..u m w 414,003, oo H+ S 62,4C aoo oo 1/5 units | S 1,106,167.00 | Ho+ S .\.o___ 636.00 oo u S 357, NNN oo N S  200,686.00 |
Aug | N $ 1,019, mmm.oo w.,‘m . Nup.mmo.OO+ Hlxmiclaﬂm 1 S Hﬁmpa.phm.oo}iium*m 534, wmo oo |m+sm Nmp.omp.co i ~ m 131,000.00 |
Sept m $ N muq 387. oo 8 S mum.ooo.oo 7/S 182,770.00 H S 50,000.00
e e - - - -t + —1- + e S+ :
.02 | m m w 318,441. bmi.. ~+ S Nwo..ooo‘oo | 1 | w m .mom.“_.mm.oo | m+ 5 w.m.ul_mmn.oo | | ]
Nov H S 1,281,188.00 11§ 249,298.00 [ m 373,260.00 158 26,100.00
Total 21 $§ 11,710,677.00 7 §& 763,328.00 2/11units $ 2,320,315.00 41 S 2,996,432.00 27 $1,094,837.00 558 381,686.00
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Public Works Summary of Operations 2022-11-09.pdf
_/A DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
TVINS CITY SUMMARY OF OPERATIONS

For October 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.
e  Utility/billing work orders: 24
e New meters installed 5/8” residential: 6
e Registers: Changed out faulty registers: 4
e ERT’s: Changed faulty ERT’s: 8
e Meters replaced 5/8” residential: 4
e Changed out one 4” meter and one 2” meter
e Completed meter reading, monthly vault and tank inspections, and water samples.
e Water Leaks Repaired:
o 4 service line leaks at 172 E 100 N, 426 S625 E, 1143 S378 E, and 75S 400 W

Sewer Collection System

e Performed weekly maintenance on Sewer Lift Station.

Street Maintenance

e Road base used for street and shoulder repairs: 24 tons

e Asphalt used for street and shoulder repairs: 16 tons (see below)

e Concrete repaired sidewalk: .75 Cubic yards

e Crack Seal material used: 0 pounds

e Street signs repaired/replaced: 4

e Street sweeping: 62 hours logged covering 135 lane miles. (Street sweeper needed repairs this month)
e Sweeper tailings hauled to landfill: 23 tons

o Hauled broken asphalt & concrete from street repairs to TKB to be crushed: 0 loads

e Painted 250 Signs and sign Posts

Storm Drain Collection System

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

Vegetation Control in Right-of-Way

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

S:\PUBLIC WORKS\A-GENERAL PUBLIC WORKS FILES\COUNCIL REPORTS





Utility Locating (Blue Stakes)

e Locate requests: 143 logging 46 hours

Inspection
e Assist with inspections as needed
Training

o Weekly safety training with crew

Miscellaneous

e Maintenance of equipment and public works facilities

e Saturday dumpsters

e Staff and department meetings

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

e  Assist with Fleet Maintenance as needed

Crew Labor Analysis

Water System ] 494
Irrigation System | O
Sewer System [ 113
Street Maint. ] 230
Storm Drain System [ 10

Vegetation control [ 23
Utility Locating [/ 46
Inspections | 0

Training | 2

Miscellaneous ] 156

S:\PUBLIC WORKS\A-GENERAL PUBLIC WORKS FILES\COUNCIL REPORTS
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Engineering Report 2022-11-09tjj.pdf
Ivins City
Engineering Report to City Council
November 17, 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 with the Mayor to explore other methods for reducing the mitigation ratio before we accept
the 4:1 ratio determination.

Staff is also working on an RFP for an engineering firm to begin the design process for the project.
Sewer Master Plan: Staff conducted a project kickoff meeting in September.
Storm Drain Master Plan: Staff conducted a project kickoff meeting in September.

Design Projects

Irrigation System Phase 1 Improvements Project: Staff has been meeting with the consultant every
2-3 weeks to go over the potential Phase 1 Improvements project. Staff has also been updating the
irrigation mapping and potential projects that could tie the most existing sub-divisions with the least
amount of effort. Staff has also been working with the consultant regarding the feasibility of a
secondary system over just having a culinary system.

Old Highway 91; 200 E to Shivwits: The bid opening was conducted on the 8" of November, the
results of the bid are forthcoming.

400 West Gap Fill: Staff is working on designing a “gap fill” project along 400 West from
approximately 200 South to 300 South. The project would consist of additional asphalt, curb and
gutter, and a 10’ asphalt path. The design is about 80% complete and staff is hoping to bid the project
out in either December or January, with construction beginning early 2023.
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Construction Projects

Ivins City Cemetery: The project is nearly complete, the only remaining item to be completed is the
asphalt. Weather has pushed the asphalt date back but should be completed with in the next week or
two, weather and schedule permitting.

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

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: 100% complete.

Indigo Trails Phase 2A-2C: 85% complete, working surface improvements.

Taviawk 12D: 40% complete, they are currently work on underground utilities.

Unity Village: 20% complete, currently working on site grading and the underground utilities.
Crossings at Red Desert: 5% complete, currently working on site grading an over-excavation for the

site.
11/09/2022

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

Ivins City Finance

Monthly Budget Report

Date: November 17, 2022

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

Background:

The fiscal year is 33.33% complete at the end of October. This overview of the budget through October 31, 2022, is
as follows:

e General Fund
o General Fund Revenues
* The City has received 14.86% of budgeted tax revenues YTD. The October Sales tax
disbursement was 13.8% higher than prior year.
*  Opverall General Fund revenues are currently at 23.12% of budget.
o General Fund Expenditures and Departments
*  Opverall General Fund Expenditures are at 24.22% 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 behind YTD expectations due to the slowdown in the housing market.
e (Capital Projects Fund
o HWY 91 expansion will begin in the coming months. Cemetery expansion has started. Costs for
both projects are expected to be higher than budgeted.
e Enterprise Funds
o All the Enterprise Fund’s Operating and Non-Operating Items are operating within management
expectations.
*  Water Fund
e Operating Items
o Water Fund Operating Revenues are at 45.92%.
o Water Fund Operating Expenses are 33.08%.
e Non-Operating Items
o Non-Operating Revenues (impact fees and interest) are at 43.26% of budget.
o Non-Operating Expenses are at 3.48% of budget.





*  Wastewater Fund
e Sewer Fund
o Operating Items
= Operating Revenue and Expenses are in line with expectations at
34.59% and 30.53% respectively.
o0 Non-Operating Items
* Non-Operating Revenue (impact fees and interest) is 34.87% of
budget.
* Non-Operating Expenses are as expected at 14%.
e Storm Water Fund
o Operating Items
* Both Operating Revenue and Expenses are in line with expectations
at 32.86% and 30.68% respectively.
o Non-Operating Items
* Non-Operating Revenue is at 32.29% (impact fees and interest).
*  Non-Operating Expenses are as expected at 13.69%.

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

Respecttully,

Cade Visser

Cade Visser
Director of Finance
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RESOLUTION NO. 2022-24R

A RESOLUTION OF IVINS CITY, UTAH, APPOINTING
A MEMBER TO THE ARTS COMMISSION

WHEREAS, it has become necessary to appoint a new Arts Commission member to replace an Arts
Commission member who resigned; and

WHEREAS, the remaining term expires March 31, ;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE IVING CITY COUNCIL that
be appointed an Arts Commission Member to serve the remaining term that expires March 31,

Effective Date: This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE IVINS CITY COUNCIL, STATE OF UTAH, ON THIS
DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2022 BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYE NAY ABSTAIN  ABSENT

Mike Scott
Dennis Mehr
Jenny Johnson
Adel Murphy

Lance Anderson

Chris Hart, Mayor
ATTEST:

Kari Jimenez
City Recorder

Resolution No. 2022-24R, Appointment of Arts Commission Member Page 1 of 1
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RESOLUTION NO. 2022-25R

A RESOLUTION OF IVINS CITY, UTAH, APPOINTING
A MEMBER TO THE ARTS COMMISSION

WHEREAS, it has become necessary to appoint a new Arts Commission member to replace an Arts
Commission member who resigned; and

WHEREAS, the remaining term expires March 31, ;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE IVING CITY COUNCIL that
be appointed an Arts Commission Member to serve the remaining term that expires March 31,

Effective Date: This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE IVINS CITY COUNCIL, STATE OF UTAH, ON THIS
DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2022 BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:
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ATTEST:

Kari Jimenez
City Recorder
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Horsehead - Zone Change Application 2021.pdf
Rec’d By:

FilingFee:  5_|020. 30

Receipt #:

Date: & l l3 ! &I
Code:401 | A0S

55 N. Main St. [vins, (| T 84738
TFel. 435-628-0606 Fax435-674-5486

www.lvins.com

ZONE CHANGE APPLICATION

Zone Change Fee: $1,000 P

Fee: $.75 per mailing label .
o1 6,1 737120, -7 /13, [5h-+746 §00% fhlie, 9/, foo
Tax ID Address of proposed Zone/Change

g;;@,éh mémr/ e, /’@AW/M w

Property Owner 01 SOier Lo 4 KO

10t fw.f;’ff? N
Address of Propert
Zé‘fﬂﬁ //5 I'M /f/ y?)/

pﬁllcant / Agcnt Acres p‘/
%75’(;&975’;’0 2r L0 n %&)’W?érh//
Phone Fax Emalg Adf.iress

Current gone Proposed Zone /S %lsmn Name

é 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.

Z‘: Vicinity map attached.
A. Two sets of address labels of property owners within 300 ft. of proposed Zone Amendment.

% APPLICANT AFFIDAVIT

l&;[/kﬂﬂ //S&-/\ , do hereby say that I am the owner/agent of the subject property
of this appllcatlon 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 hereby agree to pay all adopted and customary fees of Ivins

City relating to this application.
%’ pres - #-/7 “'}/
Signature of applicant ate
%‘ ,qc;c’wC Vi i da )
e of property otvner
4}/ ALH 7//‘//207 Vi

SlgnatL{re of Building and Zoning Administrator ate

Zone Change Application - IC Form 7029 [2009-08-20] Page 1 of 4
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CONTAINING 9.902 ACRES, MORE OR LESS
PARCEL 2

BEGINNING AT A POINT BEING SOUTH 00° 51" 10” WEST 746.60 FEET ALONG THE SECTION LINE FROM THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP 42 SOUTH, RANGE 17 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN AND RUNNING THENCE ALONG SAID SECTION
LINE SOUTH 00°51'10” WEST 633.46 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE SOUTH LINE OF SECTIONAL LOT 1; THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTH
SECTIONAL LOT LINE NORTH 88°40'17” WEST 162.88 FEET; THENCE LEAVING SAID LOT LINE NORTH 09°01°'48" WEST 265.48 FEET;
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84°49°51" EAST 139.54 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 51°21'11” EAST 266.22 FEET; THENCE NORTH 77°00°25” EAST 170.39 FEET TO THE
POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 6.333 ACRES, MORE OR LESS

PARCEL 3

EXISTING RA 1

ZONE CHANGE EXHIBIT
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Horsehead Ordinance No 2021-16 Zone Change from RA-1 to R-1-5 600 West 800 West Hwy 91.pdf
ORDINANCE NO. 2021-16

AN ORDINANCE OF IVINS CITY, UTAH, REGARDING
A ZONE CHANGE FROM RA-1 TO R-1-5

WHEREAS the Ivins City Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on August 3, 2021, regarding
the applicant’s proposed zone change from RA-5S (Residential Agricultural, minimum lot size 5 acres)
and RA-1 (Residential Agricultural, minimum lot size 1 acre) to RE-15 (Residential Estates District,
minimum lot size 15000 sq ft), with an SLA (lot averaging), and R-1-5 (Residential Single Family,
minimum lot size 5,000 sq ft), on approximately 18.495 acres located at approximately 600 West and
800 West and Hwy 91 (the “Property”); and

WHEREAS the Ivins City Planning Commission voted on August 3, 2021, to recommend approval of
applicant’s requested zone change from RA-5 and RA-1 to RE-15 (with lot averaging) and R-1-5; and

WHEREAS on August 19, 2021, the Ivins City Council heard and considered public comment on the
issue, the Planning Commission’s recommendation, and the City’s Land Use Plan, a required element of
the City’s General Plan, and the matter was continued to the Council’s next meeting; and

WHEREAS on September 2, 2021 meeting, the applicant withdrew, on the record, its request for a zone
change from RA-5 to RE-15 (with lot averaging) leaving only its request for RA-1 to R-1-5 withing the
area designated as High Density Residential (HDR) portion of the Property;

WHEREAS after considering facts relevant to this proposed zone change, the Ivins City Council found
that the proposed density is compatible with the City’s Land Use Plan and, in the exercise of its
legislative authority and discretion, found that it would be in the interest of the general welfare of the
city and its residents to approve the proposed zone change;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE IVINS CITY COUNCIL that the zoning
districts on the High Density Residential (HDR) portion of the Property be changed from RA-1

(Residential Agricultural, minimum lot size 1 acre) to R-1-5 (Residential Single Family, minimum lot
size 5,000 sq ft).

Effective Date: This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon passage.

SSED AND ADOPTED BY THE IVINS CITY COUNCIL, STATE OF UTAH, ON THIS
AY OF SEPTEMBER, 2021 BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYE NAY ABSTAIN  ABSENT

<
!
|
\

Dennis Mehr
Cheyne McDonald

Jenny Johnson

ke
r
\
|

Sue Gordhammer

<
i
I
\

Derek Larsen

Ordinance No. 2021-16 Zoning Change 600 West / 800 West / Hwy 91 Page 1 of 2
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ari Jimenez, City Recorder
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Horsehead - Minutes from 2021-09-02 re Ord 2021-16 zone change.pdf
Council Member Larsen AYE
Council Member Mehr NAY
Council Member McDonald NAY
Council Member Gordhammer NAY

Three (3) Council Members voted in opposition. The motion failed for lack of a majority

vote. Council Member Mehr indicated that he voted in opposition due to the deed restrictions

on height that are known and currently on the property.

E. Continued discussion and consideration to approve Ordinance No. 2021-16, an Ordinance of
Ivins City, Utah, regarding a zone change from RA-5 and RA-1 to RE-15 (with lot
averaging) and R-1-5 on approximately 18.5 acres

Mayor Hart stated that Chuck Gillette has been working with the Water Conservancy District to

understand more clearly how any potential reservoir might relate to the properties being

requested for the zone change and he invited Zach Renstrom with the Washington County Water

Conservancy District, as well as Brent Gardner of Alpha Engineering, to be present

tonight. Zach Renstrom indicated that he was asked to provide information as it relates to the

potential reservoir site. He referred to the Dry Wash Reservoir maps, copies of which are

available as attachments to this agenda. He stated that several years ago, that area was part of the

Indian Rights Settlement Agreement that they have with the Shivwits Tribe. At that time, an

environmental document was completed and it included two (2) dam sites to be built, one located

in the Graveyard wash that's located right next to the Santa Clara City Public Works yard, and
one in the Dry Wash. The Graveyard Wash location is actively being analyzed for a study to be
completed. The environmental documents recommend a much larger reservoir than what is
being shown but due to the construction of roads and a few other things, the Water Conservancy

District is currently in the process of analyzing these sites and those sites were originally

analyzed by the Dam Safety Engineers. Those engineers recommended the Dry Wash site for

multiple reasons. The District has asked the Engineers to take their preliminary design that was
done in the environmental documents, and proceed with that to the next step. He referred to the
area on the map known as the "horses head" and commented that due to soils that are there, there
will have to be a dike added to that section of the horse head. There will be substantial
construction going on in that location and when the dam is built, there will be significant work
occurring there to make sure that it is a safe reservoir site. The water from this reservoir will
come from multiple sources but the majority of it will come from Gunlock reservoir. The water
reuse plant for Gunlock is also expanding where they take sewer water and treat it to a very high
degree and then pump it back into the system. The intent is with that water, that could be stored
in the Dry Wash reservoir and then they could take that water and help energize the dry irrigation
system in Ivins and in Santa Clara City. This project would be very beneficial to Ivins City and

Santa Clara since it's a regional project and that is one of the reasons the Water Conservancy

District is proceeding with this project. The original proposal was to put the dam up farther

because there are some slope stability issues but because the road was built, and a few things, the

site was moved down. There is currently a barn in the area and the Water Conservancy District
will need to purchase the land right up to that barn to deal with any type of slope stability

issues. The Water Conservancy District feels confident that approximately 150 feet of from the

edge is what would be needed and most of this land is owned by SITLA (School & Institutional

Trust Lands Administration). The Water Conservancy District has reached out to SITLA and

they have told them that the Conservancy District can purchase the land within the next year but

that there are a couple of private landowners there as well, Terry Marten being one of them. The
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more that things develop in Ivins, the more difficult it’ll be for the Dry Wash reservoir to be
built. The Washington County Water Conservancy District is actively working with the
Engineers to proceed in a very timely manner and proceed as quickly as possible. They are also
looking at other locations but to put that into context, the Water Conservancy District just
received approval for the Toquerville reservoir and to go through the environmental review
process for that reservoir took 10 years and millions and millions of dollars. If the Water
Conservancy District adds a new location, the estimate is 10 years and approximately $5 million
to locate another reservoir. The Dry Wash reservoir is already fully approved and if it is not
built by the year 2024, the environmental document expires. The site has already had
Archaeologists and Biologists review and clear the site. Washington County needs to do
something with the water situation and expand existing projects. They need to start taking our
reuse water and using that more effectively and expanding it. The sewer reuse water is actually
fairly easy to treat and storing that winter water is critical to making a sewer reuse project
economically feasible. Mayor Hart indicated that the City is in the process of a secondary
irrigation system and his primary concern was the question of where is the water going to come
from. The City is banking on the fact that the City is using culinary water now but eventually
that is not going to be sufficient. The secondary water system would allow Ivins to substitute
culinary water as it comes from the treatment plant and not have to upsize the pipe. Ivins has
very little water available out of Gunlock reservoir and St. George City has built a treatment
plant at Gunlock to convert Gunlock water into culinary water for the City of St. George. The
City of St. George basically controls that water so he sees that water storage for Ivins City is
becoming a critical issue. Zach Renstrom clarified that there is a reason why the Water
Conservancy District is going to spend millions and millions of dollars to get this reservoir
built. If it is not built, he did not know where Ivins will get water for their secondary

irrigation. Brent Gardner with Alpha Engineering stated that they have assisted with the
analysis and looking at pumping the sewer reuse water up to Gunlock. Part of the analysis is
looking at every place that they could store water on the Santa Clara River system and they will
need additional storage and that is why they are pursuing the Dry Wash reservoir right

now. Council Member McDonald referred to the City of St. George building the Graveyard
Wash reservoir and inquired if the Water Conservancy District was involved with that. Zach
Renstrom stated yes and commented that they have had discussions with the City of St. George
where the Water Conservancy District would build that reservoir and then operate it as a regional
facility but the City of St. George still does not think that will be enough so they are also looking
at building another reservoir by the water treatment plant. The Water Conservancy District could
build and operate in a regional capacity because they want to carry over more water from year to
year because on a dry year, the City of St. George will use every drop of water in that

reservoir. There are some benefits to operating that as a regional facility but the Dry Wash
reservoir would be exclusively used by Santa Clara and Ivins. The Dry Wash reservoir is the
reservoir that is being proposed right now so the Water Conservancy District would have to
come in and buy that entire area and property owner Terry Marten has made it clear that he will
not just sell and sign a deed so unfortunately, the Water Conservancy District would probably
have to go through a condemnation process to obtain that land and even though they hate to do
that, that's the last option to get that reservoir. The environmental documents were done 20 years
ago but the Water Conservancy District asked Alpha Engineering to go back and look at those
studies to make sure that this reservoir is still needed, and they came to the conclusion that it is
still needed.
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Council Member McDonald questioned what difference it made if Ivins City approved the zone
change or not. Zach Renstrom clarified that if the zone change occurs, the Water Conservancy
District will still move forward but an appraiser will come in an see that it is zoned differently
and it will cost more money and that is ultimately transferred down to Ivins City. Brent
Gardner inquired if there was a moratorium for the area being considered for a rezone. Dale
Coulam clarified not for zoning but for subdivision applications or building permits. If the City
is trying to save water, and rather than putting a limit on building permits, it would be better to
take action at a zoning or land use stage where the decision is legislative. The City Council's
duty is first and foremost, to protect the health, safety and welfare of Ivins residents. Water is an
essential health, safety, and welfare issue. If the land where Dry Wash reservoir is planned is
needed for water for residents and the City denies the zone change, that could be defended. On
the other hand, if the City Council grants the zone change and the Water Conservancy District
moves quickly, the District would pay a higher price for the land because it would be zoned for a
higher density. Council Member McDonald inquired of Lance Anderson why they were
requesting this zone change because it is unlike what he usually brings before the City

Council. Lance Anderson stated that Terry Marten has had an agreement with SITLA and
working with SITLA on this for three years to purchase the SITLA property, of which he just
purchased a portion of the property and that is why they are asking for a zone

change. Meanwhile, they were trying to purchase the rest of the property but the Water
Conservancy District went to SITLA and told them that they need to build the reservoir and not
to sell Terry Marten anymore property so the process stopped. Terry Marten has been planning
this for years and they do not want a dam there. They are not trying to raise the price. They
have 40 to 70 acres where the dam sits and everything around it is going to be affected in value
and the sad thing to those in Kayenta, none of the water would even be usable in Kayenta based
on the current irrigation plan. They have been fighting this reservoir for years. Council
Member McDonald commented that Lance Anderson has known about the reservoir going in
for a while. Lance Anderson stated since 2004, but they never thought it was going to happen
and SITLA never thought it was ever going to happen. Terry Marten has been trying to take a
stand for a community that he has been creating since the 70's. Mayor Hart clarified that any
action taken as it relates to the reservoir would be a Water Conservancy District action. Ivins
City would not be initiating any kind of condemnation action for the reservoir.

Dale Coulam agreed that Ivins City would not be condemning the land but that the Water
Conservancy District would be able to purchase the land using the power of condemnation and
they would obtain permits from the City and other procedures that are required. Council
Member McDonald indicated that his biggest concern was having the option right now to move
forward quickly, otherwise they will need to wait for 10 years before we have another possible
option for the reservoir. Zach Renstrom stated that the construction of the Dry Wash reservoir
must be done within a matter of a couple years and the District needs to start moving very
quickly on it or go to another site, which would be another 10 years and a couple of million
dollars just for the environmental documents. Mayor Hart indicated that without the reservoir,
Ivins City will come to a halt when it comes to development because we simply won’t have the
water for irrigation and without a storage facility on the western side of the County, Ivins will
not have adequate water to continue to grow. Terry Marten commented that he was being
characterized as being opposed to saving water and building reservoirs, but that is not the

case. He has asked that over the last 4 or 5 months that there be some discovery to really get into
some of the issues associated with this. The Water Conservancy District has done work with
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Brent Gardner at Alpha Engineering for a couple of weeks but very little, if anything, has been
done to determine what the impact of a reservoir is and what the ability is to put a reservoir
somewhere else. He doesn’t believe that it takes 10 years. There are a lot of ways to deal with
this and if the Dry Wash reservoir is the best solution, then he is all for it but this solution is
larger than Ivins and Ivins needs a reservoir of 2,000 to 5,000 thousand acres, they should be
going looking somewhere else. If it takes a few years to do this right, he suggested that they
spend the time to do that so they can really research and find out what is the best solution for the
community. It is an area that he has worked on for the last 30 years. He made his first
presentation to SITLA on this property and this idea in 1994 and has been working with SITLA
on the 440 acres that is adjacent to Kayenta ever since. His frustration was not that they shouldn't
be solving the water problem, his frustration was that they are not spending enough time looking
for other options. Council Member McDonald referred to Terry Marten and commented if this
is the only available site, he inquired if Terry Marten would be okay with the reservoir being
there and suggested that the City post-pone what is before the Council tonight to get thru the next
few months to see if this is going to work. Zach Renstrom commented that he would like to
take some time to look at this but there is a sense of urgency because of the environmental
documents, this application and the current Ivins City building moratorium. Terry

Marten stated he would abandon this request as it relates to the land in question for the reservoir
so that they can do this right. He would like to see a smaller reservoir than is planned. Brent
Gardner clarified that the original plan in the environmental document in Graveyard wash was
to be 2000 acre feet and the Dry wash reservoir was to be 3000 acre feet but Terry Marten has
expressed that he would like to see a 1200 acre feet reservoir build at a lower level. When
building a dam, it is much less expensive to build a larger one than it is to build two (2) or three
(3) smaller ones. The cost is 2 to 3 times more to build smaller reservoirs. Mayor

Hart requested the time sensitivity of this. Zach Renstrom clarified that the environmental
document for the Dry Wash reservoir expires in the year 2024 and if that occurs, they would
need to go through a full environmental review. The dam would need to be significantly under
construction for the environmental document to still be valid. To be significantly under
construction takes approximately a year and a half. Another issue is that the Water Conservancy
District needs to bring these projects on as soon as possible because construction in the County is
going on so fast that they need new the water projects to make sure that the County has water for
its citizens. Ivins City’s moratorium is also pushing this discussion along much faster and
commented that if Terry Marten will withdraw his application for a zone change as he indicated,
that would give the Water Conservancy District more time to have those discussions and that
would be helpful. By the end of this year, the Water Conservancy District is going to need to
know where they are at with this. They do have water for the growth that is occurring now but if
we don't bring on these projects, the County would eventually run out of water, especially on the
side of the county. He commented that if you were to think about it, the County has Quail
reservoir, Sand Hollow reservoir and now Toquerville reservoir, all on the east side of
Washington County. When it comes to this side of the County, the only reservoir is Gunlock and
that is why the Water Conservancy District is pursuing additional storage on the west side of the
County. Mayor Hart inquired of Terry Marten if they were to take more time to study this,
would he agree to wait to pursue anything. Terry Marten clarified that he would like to move
forward on the eastern part of his project that does not include the horsehead. If that would make
the city more comfortable then he is happy with that. Mayor Hart inquired of Dale Coulam as
to the process for that. Dale Coulam clarified that the City Council would need to deny the zone
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change on the horsehead and then the rest of the zone change could be granted. Terry

Marten indicated that it may be more economically efficient to build a 2000 acre feet reservoir
and solve the problem over a longer period of time. They could talk about building a smaller
reservoir and really look at the cost difference because he wasn't sure that a bigger reservoir
would actually cost less money because the larger reservoir would require two (2) dikes to be
built and the Water Conservancy District would be required to purchase his property. He
thought that a smaller footprint make sense and that they need to do the right thing for the
community. Lance Anderson suggested to Terry Marten that he agree to not touch the
horsehead for one year. Terry Marten agreed. Council Member Larsen inquired how long
they could push this process back and still use this Dry Wash reservoir. Zach

Renstrom reiterated that the environmental document expires in the year 2024 and they have a
year of planning to look at and analyze this and look at additional sites. Council

Member Larsen inquired how soon a reservoir would need to be in place on the west side of
town. Zach Renstrom stated that it depends on how fast Ivins, St. George, and Santa Clara
grow. They have been growing at a rapid rate the last two years and if that continues, these
projects need to come online quick. Ivins City is in a peculiar situation because the water line
goes all the way from the water treatment plant in Hurricane and comes all the way over to
Ivins. There is only so much capacity in that line and Ivins is using that at full capacity so the
Water Conservancy District has purchased additional capacity in that water line and are letting
Ivins use that additional capacity. Trying to build another pipeline all the way from the water
treatment plant to Ivins would take four (4) or five (5) years of planning and millions and
millions of dollars. Council Member Larsen inquired if there is a good chance that Ivins will
need that reservoir in less than five (5) years. Zach Renstrom stated yes, they need to do
something on the west side of the county. Dale Coulam referred to Terry Marten and Lance
Anderson and commented that rather than have the City Council deny the application for the
horsehead, he inquired if they would be willing to withdraw that and allow the rest to proceed,
allowing the City Council to make a decision. Lance Anderson and Terry Marten indicated
yes Mayor Hart commented that it boils down to a very important decision. The City Council is
hearing Zach Renstrom and Brent Gardner say something has to be done on this side of the
county and quickly. The City keeps hearing that we need to look at other options. They have
looked at the other options so in good faith we will look at other options but we still have to do
that in a short period of time. This is an important decision and needs to be done correct. If the
Water Conservancy District comes back and says look, here are the issues with these other sites
and the Dry Wash in the best location for a reservoir. Terry Marten commented that he just
wants to look at the other options and see if there is a better solution. Mayor Hart inquired of
Brent Gardner as it related to more time and additional research. Brent Gardner that they could
get this done within the moratorium period and it would not take a year. They will look at the
Motoquoa site but indicated that both sides need to have open minds. Chuck Gillette expressed
his thoughts that they need something soon, within two (2) to three (3) years. The faster we can
move with a solution, the better. Lance Anderson indicated that he would like to be included in
the meetings with the Water Conservancy District because if they are going to give up their
property, they want to understand why things are being done the way they are and they just want
to be part of the process.

Zach Renstrom clarified that the Water Conservancy District does not have a year to decide and
sees this coming to a conclusion in the next few months because it needs to be decided

soon. Mayor Hart referred to the current agenda item for the other portion of the zone
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change. Dale Coulam clarified that if the Mayor and City Council are concerned about water
and limiting building permits, this is the stage to do that but that they need to be consistent from
here on out. Council Member Mehr commented that they are concerned about water but they
are more concerned about the reservoir. He referred to the applicant withdrawing their
application for a zone change from RA-5 to RE-15 and inquired if they can do that or if a new
application was required. Dale Coulam clarified that they could do that and that they have
stipulated to it on the record.

MOTION: Council Member Johnson moved to approve Ordinance No. 2021-16, an
Ordinance of Ivins City, Utah, regarding a zone change from RA-1 to R-1-5, as amended
SECOND: Council Member Gordhammer

VOTE: The motion carried.

Council Member Mehr AYE
Council Member McDonald AYE
Council Member Johnson AYE
Council Member Gordhammer AYE
Council Member Larsen AYE

Roll call vote. All Council Members were in attendance and voted in favor.
F. Discuss and consider further direction for the Arts Commission regarding vacant
roundabouts and details of the Arts on Loan option versus purchasing
Judith Kapuscinski is the Chair of the Arts Commission and referenced a maquette of a piece of
artwork by artist Craig Harrison that was presented to the City Council a few years ago. The
statute is a bristle cone pine made out of wire and the Mr. Harrison's son had helped him with the
wire in the peace when his son passed away. The approximate price for the piece was
$225,000. She contacted Mr. Harrison and he indicated that he was still interested in
commissioning the piece but that the cost would be more than it was in 2014. That could be
considered for purchase and he understood that a Request for Proposal was not required because
it is a single source. She could put information together regarding that piece, with the thought
that it would be placed in the roundabout across from Canyon Crossings. Mayor Hart indicated
that local artist Lyman Whittaker may want to display his art in a roundabout. Judith
Kapuscinski referred to the Art on Loan program where artists are solicited, their art is
displayed for a year in the City and then the City either purchases the art or leases the art after
one (1) year of being on display. Council Member Mehr stated that he did not want to do the
Art on Loan program because some art that has been displayed in St. George has been different
and he would prefer to own the art rather than lease it. Judith Kapuscinski clarified that the
City Council would decide which pieces would be displayed. Council Member
Gordhammer thought the opposite of Council Member Mehr in that she liked to see change and
the roundabouts could be used as a way to highlight different artists and would likely be less
expensive for the City to have it on a loan program rather than purchase. She was in favor of
obtaining additional information on the bristle cone pine piece, as well as contact with Lyman
Whitaker and suggested that the roundabout at 400 West could be a test. Judith
Kapuscinski offered to obtain more information from Craig Harrison and if the Council decides
against the purchase of that piece, she suggested that an RFP (request for proposals) could be
done at that point. She would contact Lyman Whitaker and commented that the 400 West
roundabout could be a beta test. The Mayor and City Council agreed.
G. Discuss and consider approval of purchase of two Ford Explorer Interceptors for Public

Safety
2021-09-02 City Council Meeting Minutes APPROVED 12







image15.emf
Ordinance 2022-16  re Building Heights.pdf
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ORDINANCE NO. 2022-16

AN ORDINANCE OF IVINS CITY, UTAH, AMENDING MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT
REGULATIONS FOR ONE OR TWO FAMILY DWELLINGS

WHEREAS, the Ivins City Council desires to amend the zoning ordinance text regarding
maximum building height regulations for one or two family dwellings as set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, in the exercise of its legislative authority and discretion, the lvins City Council
finds that it would be in the interest of the general welfare of the city and its residents to approve
the proposed zoning text amendment as set forth herein;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE IVINS CITY COUNCIL that the
Section 16.11.126(1) of the lvins City Zoning Ordinance is hereby amended to now read as
follows:

16.11.126: MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF ALL PRIMARY BUILDINGS:

(1) No primary building located on a lot or parcel in any RA-5, RA-1, RE-43.0, RE-
37.0, RE-25.0, RE-20.0, RE-17.5, RE-15.0, RE-12.5, R-1-10, R-1-7.5, R-1-5, R-2-
10, Townhouse, or R-M District, such lot or parcel being and created after the
effective date hereof, shall be constructed to a height greater than twenty five feet
(25, including the height of all roof mounted mechanical and ancillary equipment,
and including, but not limited to, towers, stairways, tanks, ventilating fans, or similar
equipment required to operate and maintain a building, and fire or parapet walls.
Additional height restrictions and architectural restrictions may apply in accordance
with section 16.11.134 Grading and Drainage for lots that abut existing
developments that lie downhill from the new development.

(@) The foregoing notwithstanding, the maximum height for all one or two family
dwellings shall be fifteen feet (15°) for flat roofs and seventeen feet (17’) for
pitched roofs. However, if a development agreement is entered into that
specifically agrees to abide by all applicable Ivins City zoning ordinance design
guidelines, then the maximum height for one or two family dwellings shall be
twenty-five feet 25” as set forth in paragraph (1) above. (Ord. 2022-16, 2022)

Effective Date: This shall become effective immediately upon passage and publication.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE IVINS CITY COUNCIL, STATE OF UTAH, ON
THIS DAY OF , 2022 BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYE NAY ABSTAINABSENT

Dennis Mehr
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Mike Scott
Jenny Johnson
Adel Murphy
Lance Anderson

Chris Hart, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kari Jimenez, City Recorder
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RESOLUTION NO. 2022-23R

A RESOLUTION OF IVINS CITY, UTAH, APPROVING A GENERAL FUND TRANSFER
TO FUND PAY INCREASE FOR SCI LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS

WHEREAS, on November 3, 2022, the Ivins City Council approved Resolution 2022-22R, approving a
pay increase for SCI law enforcement officers; and

WHEREAS, the proposed funding for the approved pay increase would involve a transfer within the
General Fund of unexpended funds previously budgeted for a City Attorney position not being filled to
the Public Safety Department and the Public Safety Department foregoing one budgeted vehicle and one
budgeted new officer; and

WHEREAS, Utah Code Section 10-6-125 allows a transfer within the same fund (General Fund) to be
accomplished by a Resolution of the governing body;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF IVINS CITY, STATE
OF UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

That the pay increase for SCI law enforcement officers approved by Resolution 2022-22R be funded by
a transfer within the General Fund of unexpended funds previously budgeted for a City Attorney
position not being filled to the Public Safety Department and the Public Safety Department foregoing
one budgeted vehicle and one budgeted new officer.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption by the City
Council.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE IVINS CITY COUNCIL, STATE OF UTAH, ON THIS 17t
DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2022 BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

AYE NAY ABSTAIN  ABSENT

Mike Scott
Dennis Mehr
Jenny Johnson
Adel Murphy
Lance Anderson

Chris Hart, Mayor
ATTEST:

Kari Jimenez
City Recorder
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IVINS CITY

2023 HOLIDAY SCHEDULE

Holidays:
Date Holiday Holiday
Observed Day Description
January 2 Monday New Year’s Day (Observed)
January 16 Monday Martin Luther King, Jr. Day
February 20 Monday Presidents’ Day
May 29 Monday Memorial Day
June 19 Monday Juneteenth
July 4 Tuesday Independence Day
July 24 Friday Pioneer Day
September 4 Monday Labor Day
October 9 Monday Columbus Day
November 10 Friday Veterans’ Day (Observed)
November 23 Thursday Thanksgiving Day
November 24 Friday Day After Thanksgiving
December 22 Friday Christmas Eve (Observed)*
December 25 Monday Christmas Day

*|vins City Employee Handbook: When a holiday falls on Saturday, it is observed on the
preceding workday; when it falls on Sunday, it is observed the following workday.
EXCEPTION: OBSERVE CHRISTMAS EVE ON FRIDAY AND CHRISTMAS DAY ON MONDAY
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The Ivins City Council will hold a regular meeting in the City Council Chambers, 
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, 


20


22


.  


The meeting will begin at 5:


3


0 P.M.
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watch the live audio and 
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reflect “In Progress
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–


 


click on the “In Progress” link to 


watch 
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.  The Mayor and/or 


City Council Members may attend via telephone conference if they are unable to attend in person.
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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.
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