REGULAR MEETING AGENDA OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF LAYTON, UTAH

PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the City Council of Layton, Utah, will hold a regular public meeting in the Council Chambers
in the City Center Building, 437 North Wasatch Drive, Layton, Utah, commencing at 7:00 PM on February 20, 2014.

AGENDA ITEMS:

1. CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE, OPENING CEREMONY, RECOGNITION, APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
A. Minutes of Layton City Council Work Meeting - January 16, 2014
B. Minutes of Layton City Council Meeting - January 16, 2014

2. MUNICIPAL EVENT ANNOUNCEMENTS:
3. VERBAL PETITIONS AND PRESENTATIONS:

4. CONSENT ITEMS:(These items are considered by the City Council to be routine and will be enacted by a single motion. If discussion is
desired on any particular consent item, that item may be removed from the consent agenda and considered separately.)

5. PUBLIC HEARINGS:
A. Amend the Budget for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 - Ordinance 14-05

6. PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS:
7. NEW BUSINESS:

8. UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

9. SPECIAL REPORTS:

10. CITIZEN COMMENTS:

ADJOURN:
Notice is hereby given that:

e A Strategic Planning Work Meeting will be held at 5:30 p.m.

e In the event of an absence of a full quorum, agenda items will be continued to the next regularly scheduled meeting.

e  This meeting may involve the use of electronic communications for some of the members of this public body. The anchor location for the
meeting shall be the Layton City Council Chambers, 437 North Wasatch Drive, Layton City. Members at remote locations may be
connected to the meeting telephonically.

e By motion of the Layton City Council, pursuant to Title 52, Chapter 4 of the Utah Code, the City Council may vote to hold a closed
meeting for any of the purposes identified in that chapter.

Date: By:

Thieda Wellman, City Recorder

LAYTON CITY does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, religion, age or disability in the employment or the provision of services. If you
are planning to attend this public meeting and, due to a disability, need assistance in understanding or participating in the meeting, please notify Layton City eight or
more hours in advance of the meeting. Please contact Kiley Day at 437 North Wasatch Drive, Layton, Utah 84041, 801.336.3825 or 801.336.3820.



Citizen Comment Guidelines

For the benefit of all who participate in a PUBLIC HEARING or in giving PUBLIC COMMENT during
a City Council meeting, we respectfully request that the following procedures be observed so that all
concerned individuals may have an opportunity to speak.

Time: If you are giving public input on any item on the agenda, please limit comments to three (3) minutes.
If greater time is necessary to discuss the item, the matter may, upon request, be placed on a future City Council
agenda for further discussion.

New Information: Please limit comments to new information only to avoid repeating the same information
multiple times.

Spokesperson: Please, if you are part of a large group, select a spokesperson for the group.

Courtesy: Please be courteous to those making comments by avoiding applauding or verbal outbursts either
in favor of or against what is being said.

Comments: Your comments are important. To give order to the meeting, please direct comments to and
through the person conducting the meeting.

Thank you.
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MINUTES OF LAYTON CITY

COUNCIL WORK MEETING JANUARY 16, 2014; 5:36 P.M.

MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS

PRESENT: MAYOR BOB STEVENSON, JOYCE BROWN,
TOM DAY, JORY FRANCIS, SCOTT FREITAG
AND JOY PETRO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS

PRESENT: DAWN FITZPATRICK, GERALD GILBERT, DAVE
WEAVER, ROBERT VAN DRUNEN, WYNN
HANSEN, TIM PALES AND BRIAN BODILY

STAFF PRESENT: ALEX JENSEN, GARY CRANE, BILL WRIGHT,
PETER MATSON, TERRY COBURN, JAMES
(WOODY) WOODRUFF, KENT ANDERSEN, TORI
CAMPBELL AND THIEDA WELLMAN

The meeting was held in the Council Conference Room of the Layton City Center.

Mayor Stevenson opened the meeting and had everyone introduce themselves.

AGENDA:

DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT AND REZONE REQUEST (GREEN AND GREEN) - R-S

(RESIDENTIAL SUBURBAN) TO PB (PROFESSIONAL OFFICE) - 836 SOUTH ANGEL
STREET — RESOLUTION 14-01 AND ORDINANCE 14-01

Mayor Stevenson said the new Council had sat through the many meetings about this proposal. He said

this meeting was an opportunity for discussion about ideas and feelings on the project.

Commissioner Gerald Gilbert said the proposed rezone and development agreement was before the
Planning Commission on July 9th. He said it seemed to be a proposal that was a workable rezone for the
area, and it met the criteria of the General Plan and zoning ordinances. Commissioner Gilbert said in
previous joint meetings there had been a lot of discussion about areas and streets that would be
appropriate for PB zoning. He said their recommendation was that the rezone and development
agreement be approved. Commissioner Gilbert said the development agreement had been reworked as a
result of a lot of input from residents. He said the building had been whittled down so much he didn’t

understand why the applicant would want to build it.
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Commissioner Gilbert said the Planning Commission’s issue had been parking; the applicant was very
limited on what they could do because of the limited available parking. He said the Planning Commission
felt that this was a workable proposal and they were curious as to why the Council couldn’t make a
decision. Commissioner Gilbert said they didn’t mind the discussion but they felt that they had done what
they had been asked to do.

Mayor Stevenson asked if their stand was still solid on their previous decision.

Commissioner Tim Pales said they were more solid; the development agreement was more restrictive and
there had been additional traffic studies. He said looking at the additional data and the General Plan, it

was a cut and dry decision.

Commissioner Wynn Hansen said the Planning Commission looked at single stand alone issues; that was
how they looked at this project. He said the Council looked at a broader, longer term picture; that wasn’t
the Planning Commission’s job. Commissioner Hansen said other issues such as preserving the Parkway

for traffic flow was not in their purview.

Mayor Stevenson said there were a few other corners that would fall into being able to be rezoned to PB.
He said the Parkway was following residential areas; should they protect the Parkway and other corners.
Mayor Stevenson said this was originally going to be homes. Angel Street would be gaining a lot of
traffic in a very few years with all of the additional residential development in the area and in Kaysville.

Should the other corners be protected?

Commissioner Dawn Fitzpatrick said this proposal had raised some questions that should be addressed
moving forward. Mr. Green deserved an answer. The Planning Commission felt that the proposal met the

zoning criteria.

Commissioner Dave Weaver said they tried to focus on the scope before them; they didn’t make

considerations for other areas.
Commissioner Brian Bodily said there needed to be business nodes throughout the City. He didn’t know

if that was Angel Street and the Parkway, but there needed to be services on the west side of the City.

Commissioner Bodily said long term planning was something that needed to be addressed.
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Councilmember Brown said in previous meetings Gary Crane had indicated that the Council should
consider this decision separately and not consider other areas or corners. She said things could be

changed later, but this decision should be based on what was in the General Plan right now.

Mayor Stevenson said builders fought all of the time with utility boxes. He said the corner lot contained a
signal light box and a number of other boxes. Mayor Stevenson asked if that intersection was originally
planned as a signalized intersection.

Bill Wright, Community and Economic Development Director, said early on it was going to be an
intersection; the preliminary plat was not drawn as wide as it currently was. He said the intersection

became a signalized intersection based on traffic volumes. With the signal came the boxes.

Commissioner Gilbert indicated that moving forward, future developments could access lots from the

inside of developments.

Mayor Stevenson said 3200 West and Gordon Avenue had the Davis Family Clinic, but the Gentile Street
intersection of 3200 West had homes that backed onto the road.

Commissioner Gilbert said if the lots had been accessed from inside of the development, they wouldn’t

be having this discussion; there wouldn’t be a problem.

Mayor Stevenson asked the developer, Ed Green, from his experience could the lots be accessed from the

inside of the Roberts Farms Subdivision.

Mr. Green said there would need to be 300 feet for a cul-de-sac or bubble. He said he would lose one lot.
Mayor Stevenson said having the lots back the street would be better.

Mr. Green said that was not necessarily true. He said when lots backed onto a street you were double
fronting a lot with a street on the front side and a street on the back side. Mr. Green said the developer

had the cost of developing two streets.

Mayor Stevenson asked if the lots were marketable.
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Mr. Green said they were not as good and were harder to sell.

Commissioner Hansen said in the 1980s and 1990s one of their major struggles was with homes backing
out onto collector streets or major arterial roads. He said he liked one business driveway instead of two
residential drives backing onto Angel Street. Commissioner Hansen said there was a certain set of criteria
in the General Plan and planning ordinances. He said he understood that the Council had an obligation to
look at the longer view, but the rezone totally made sense. If the other corners were a concern then let’s
put things on hold and have Staff change the ordinance to address these issues. Commissioner Hansen

said the City should move forward with the rezone and then take a time out to look at these issues.
Mayor Stevenson asked with hindsight, would Staff look at this development proposal differently.

Bill said the preliminary plat that was presented in 2004 for the entire Roberts Farms Subdivision was
laid out pretty similar to what it was now; the homes were on the frontage at that time. He said at the
1700 West and Layton Parkway intersection homes to the south of the Parkway faced onto 1700 West,
but homes on the northeast corner would access from inside the subdivision. Bill said with hindsight
there might be more discussion and maybe it would be a little different, but either alternative was an

acceptable use.

Mayor Stevenson said the shape of Roberts Farms Subdivision was not a nice square. He had heard that
the residents were not only concerned about this corner but the other corners. Mayor Stevenson asked if
the City looked at a way to protect the remaining corners of the intersection, would the residents consider

going forward with this project and protecting the other corners.

Rick Smith, a representative of the citizen’s group, said that would help but they wouldn’t know if that

was the final decision. There was no guarantee that the same thing wouldn’t happen on the other corners.
Mayor Stevenson said unless they were protected through legislation by the City Council.
Councilmember Francis asked if that could be done.

Gary Crane, City Attorney, said if it was decided as part of the General Plan and the zoning ordinance

that would be the Council’s prerogative.
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Commissioner Hansen said the landowners should be involved in that discussion. There was a definite
argument for having these PB zones dispersed throughout the City so that they were not concentrated into

one spot.

Councilmember Petro said that wasn’t giving the residents what they wanted and it could impact land

owners in the future.

Commissioner Gilbert said the Planning Commission didn’t determine that this was the best land use;
there was a request for the PB zone and it was within the guidelines of the General Plan and zoning

ordinance. It might not be the best use but it was an appropriate use.

Councilmember Francis said the General Plan stated that the PB zone should be on an arterial street.
Commissioner Hansen quoted the zoning ordinance, which addressed the PB zone.

Councilmember Francis said he was talking about the General Plan.

Commissioner Gilbert said the PB zone could be dispersed throughout the City.

Councilmember Freitag said in the strategic planning meeting in July, this area was not one of the areas

identified for business or commercial development.
Commissioner Bodily said you couldn’t identify every single intersection in the City.

Commissioner Pales said there were no guarantees in life; the Planning Commission was looking at one

particular issue that was brought forward by a property owner; this was an appropriate use.

Commissioner Bodily said if the Council’s answer was no he didn’t understand why the vote wasn’t no.
Mr. Green and the homeowners deserved an answer. It seemed that no one had the guts to make the

motion; that was the Council’s job and nobody did it.

Mayor Stevenson said he didn’t disagree; the Planning Commission was asked to make a decision, which
they did. He said when members of Council ran for elected positions, some of the decisions they were
asked to make were hard. Mayor Stevenson said hopefully in the next few weeks the decision would be
made. The situation was that if Mr. Green originally knew what the intersection would be like he would
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have left these lots out of the subdivision or he would have brought it in as PB from the beginning. He

said this was the best use for the ground; it wasn’t a good residential area.

Commissioner Pales said in eight years he couldn’t recall a time that a PB zone was in an original plan;
they came in as a rezone. He said the PB zone was a lot different than a commercial zone; this was much

less of an impact.

Councilmember Brown said they weren’t putting something there that would operate 24 hours a day. She
said the dentist office would operate from 8 to 6 and would be a quiet neighbor with limited lighting.
Councilmember Brown said she grew up on Antelope Drive when it was a two lane road that didn’t get
plowed. She said she couldn’t imagine having to back onto Antelope Drive from a residence today;
Angel Street would become like that. Councilmember Brown said she was concerned with two homes
backing out near that intersection. She said 20 years ago Angel Street was a small two lane road. The
original homeowners that lived on Angel Street hadn’t changed the road, the road changed because of
new development. Councilmember Brown said she was also concerned with the home going on the

northwest corner that the City and School District were building.

Commissioner Hansen said reducing this to one driveway, further away from the intersection, and with

traffic coming out forward facing made sense.

Commissioner Fitzpatrick said there was wording in the General Plan relative to land uses that allowed

for PB zoning on this type of street, and there were circumstances in the City with similar uses.
There was discussion about other similar uses in the City.

Commissioner Hansen said the Parkway corridor should be preserved to move traffic east and west; in

the future there should be some discussion about preserving that traffic flow.
Rick Smith said in 2004 Mr. Green built part of the Parkway. He said Mr. Green knew that the Parkway
was coming through. Mr. Smith said he didn’t believe that there were any restrictions for building a

home on a collector street.

Bill Wright said there were no restrictions on a collector street, but there were some on arterial streets.
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Peter Matson, City Planner, said it was discouraged particularly when there were other alternatives. He
said if there were no alternatives the homes would be set back far enough to accommodate circular

driveways.

Bill Wright said there were incentives to not having residential fronting an arterial. Developers were
allowed additional density within subdivisions that backed onto arterial streets. Bill said there was a huge

preference that subdivision lots back onto an arterial.

Rick Smith said there were several subdivisions in the City that followed that pattern. He said there were

examples of that in Kayscreek Estates so that the lots didn’t front onto Weaver Lane.

Ed Green said when they first bought the property they talked with Scott Carter about not putting lots on
that street. He said when Phase 8 was ready to record, they were told that there would be an additional
lane on the Parkway in each direction, which was not what they expected. Mr. Green said once they
realized how big the intersection would be, and with all the boxes, they realized that they couldn’t build
homes on these lots. He said the liability would be huge after all of the discussion. Mr. Green said the
location of the intersection changed and they had to redesign the project to accommodate the new

location. In 2000 the Parkway didn’t exist, but after they bought the property the Parkway was planned.

Councilmember Day said if this went through he felt that some of the residents’ concerns should be

addressed in the development agreement.

Councilmember Brown said it was discussed that the square footage of the building would be reduced to

7,500 square feet, which would be included in the development agreement.
Councilmember Day said the residents wanted it down to 5,000 square feet.
Councilmember Brown said that could be stipulated to in the motion.

Mr. Green said the Council could make it so small that he wouldn’t have a user.

Councilmember Day said the residents had a few other concerns as well.
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Rick Smith said they based the square footage on the size of the lot, which was .78 acres; 15% of that
was 5,000 square feet. He said with occupants in the basement there was a potential of 10,000 square

feet, which was a little too much for the area.

Shirley Dixon said Dr. Harmon indicated that he was considering something like the McMillan building,

which was 2,800 square feet.

Dr. Harmon said the McMillan building used the basement space for clientele.

Rick Smith said they also wanted no electronic signs.

Mayor Stevenson said to define electronic signs, they were talking about the digital message boards.

Mr. Smith said that was correct. He said they would want the concrete wall and landscape buffer

continued along the Parkway as well.

Councilmember Petro asked if the residents would be willing to allow use of the basement if it was

limited to 5,000 square feet.

Mr. Smith said his understanding was that the PB zone should fit into the neighborhood; there was not a

5,000 or 6,000 square foot home in the area.
Councilmember Petro said in the last meeting the residents really tried to restrict the use in the basement;
if the developer would come to an agreement on the square footage would the residents be willing to

allow usage of the basement.

Mr. Smith said yes; they didn’t want a 5,000 square foot footprint turn into 10,000 square feet of office

space.
Mayor Stevenson said there had to be sufficient parking for the square footage.

Commissioner Bodily said the uses had been limited to a very few items; now they were reducing it to

2,500 square feet. It didn’t allow the developer very many options.
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Mayor Stevenson said this would be on the February 6th agenda and it would be voted on. He suggested
that in the next couple of weeks the Council could take a recommendation from the Planning
Commission in terms of looking at the other corners. Mayor Stevenson said he would be willing to sit
down with the residents and Mr. Green to see if an agreeable plan could be reached. He said everyone
had to be realistic; basements, which involved elevators, was not generally realistic in these types of uses.
Mayor Stevenson said there were homes in the area that were 2,200 to 2,400 square feet, which was only

the living space. When you added a three car garage the footprint was much larger.

Mr. Green said he was building homes in Kennington Parkway and Roberts Farms that were 2,200 square
feet on the main level; doubling that was 4,400 square feet with an additional 1,000 square feet for a
three car garage. He said that was on one lot; this building would be on two lots. Mr. Green said it was
ridiculous to restrict a dentist office to less than a residential home. He said it wouldn’t do any good to

rezone the property to PB but make it so restrictive that you couldn’t place a building on the property.

Councilmember Freitag said it was his motion to bring this group together to talk. The reason for the
motion was to continue to have these discussions. He appreciated the input of the Planning Commission
in the past with the joint strategic planning meetings. Councilmember Freitag said because there was
enough consternation about this decision, he needed to hear what the Planning Commission said this
evening. He said there were new Councilmembers and the City was dealing with a very bruising election
process, and an experience that the City had never gone through before that had to do with land use.
Councilmember Freitag said you could call it gutless, but it was necessary to have this conversation. He
said he appreciated the work the Planning Commission had done and the extra burden they may have felt
in reviewing this again. Councilmember Freitag said at the end, when the decision was made in two
weeks it would be the best decision for the entire community. He said not everyone would be happy, but

it wasn’t the Council’s job to make everyone happy, it was to make this a better community.

Councilmember Freitag said the job of a Commissioner was a thankless job. He expressed gratitude to
the Planning Commission for the service they provided, and to Mr. Green and the residents for the civil
engagement through this process. Councilmember Freitag said this was how the process was supposed to

work.
Commissioner Fitzpatrick said she appreciated Councilmember Freitag’s comments because the Planning

Commission was a little confused. She said no one had a crystal ball. This discussion had been good in

that it gave the City an opportunity to reopen the General Plan and address some of these issues.
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Councilmember Freitag said he felt that that would happen.

Commissioner Gilbert said at the last meeting Councilmember Flitton had mentioned that he couldn’t
vote in favor of this because of the citizens that were speaking against it. He said in the very first meeting
a representative of the HOA of Roberts Farms Subdivision spoke in favor of the rezone; at that meeting
there were as many people in favor of the rezone as those against it. Commissioner Gilbert said this was

bigger than the neighborhood; it would impact the entire City.

The meeting adjourned at 6:40 p.m.

Thieda Wellman, City Recorder
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MINUTES OF LAYTON CITY
COUNCIL MEETING

MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS
PRESENT:

STAFF PRESENT:

JANUARY 16, 2014; 7:00 P.M.

MAYOR BOB STEVENSON, JOYCE BROWN,
TOM DAY, JORY FRANCIS, SCOTT FREITAG
AND JOY PETRO

ALEX JENSEN, GARY CRANE, BILL WRIGHT,
PETER MATSON, TERRY COBURN, KEVIN
WARD, TORI CAMPBELL AND THIEDA
WELLMAN

The meeting was held in the Council Chambers of the Layton City Center.

Mayor Stevenson opened the meeting and led the Pledge of Allegiance. Rick Smith gave the invocation.

Scouts and students were welcomed.

MINUTES:

MOTION: Councilmember Brown moved and Councilmember Freitag seconded to approve the minutes

of:

Layton City Council Work Meeting — November 21, 2013;
Layton City Council Meeting — November 21, 2013;
Layton City Council Work Meeting — December 5, 2013;

Layton City Council Meeting — December 5, 2013;

Layton City Council Special Meeting — December 16, 2013;

Layton City Council Work Meeting — December 19, 2013; and

Layton City Council Meeting — December 19, 2013;

The vote was unanimous to approve the minutes as written.

MUNICIPAL EVENT ANNOUNCEMENTS:

Councilmember Brown indicated that the Family Recreation Annual Valentine’s Day Dance would be held

on February 14th from 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. at the Central Davis Jr. High Gymnasium. She said there
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would be a live band and refreshments. Councilmember Brown said this was always a fun family activity.

Councilmember Petro said in conjunction with the Davis Arts Council, the High School art display would be

open on Friday, January 24th at the Conference Center.

Councilmember Petro said there were free concerts once a month on Friday nights at the Kaysville

Tabernacle.
PRESENTATIONS:

YOUTH COUNCIL SWEARING IN

Carolyn Hunter, Advisor, introduced members of the Youth Council. The Youth Council members came
forward to shake hands with the Mayor and Council. Thieda Wellman, City Recorder, administered the oath

of office.

RECOGNITION OF COMMUNITY EMERGENCY RESPONSE TEAM (CERT) GRADUATES

Kevin Ward, Fire Chief, explained the CERT program. He introduced the recent graduates. The graduates

came forward to shake hands with the Mayor and Council.

YEARS OF SERVICE AWARDS

Alex Jensen, City Manager, explained that the City recognized employees for their years of service at five-
year increments. He said employees with 20 or more years of service were recognized at a City Council
meeting. The employees came forward to receive their years of service plaques and to shake hands with the

Mayor and Council.

CONSENT AGENDA:

APPOINTMENT TO THE NORTH DAVIS SEWER DISTRICT BOARD — RESOLUTION 14-02

Mayor Stevenson said Resolution 14-02 was an appointment to the North Davis Sewer District Board. He

said he would be serving on the Sewer District Board.
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APPOINTMENT TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE CONTROL BOARD OF THE WASATCH
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT DISTRICT — RESOLUTION 14-03

Mayor Stevenson said Resolution 14-03 would appoint a member to the Administrative Control Board of the

Wasatch Integrated Waste Management District. He said he would be serving on that Board as well.

APPOINT JORY FRANCIS AS A MEMBER OF THE UTAH TELECOMMUNICATIONS OPEN
INFRASTRUCTURE AGENCY (UTOPIA) BOARD OF DIRECTORS — RESOLUTION 14-04

Mayor Stevenson said Resolution 14-04 would appoint Councilmember Francis as member of the UTOPIA

Board of Directors.

OFF-PREMISE BEER RETAILER LICENSE - 7-ELEVEN STORE #23550H — 1998 NORTH MAIN
STREET

Bill Wright, Community and Economic Development Director, said this was an off-premise beer retailer
license for the 7-Eleven Store located at 1998 North Main Street. He said there was a change in ownership at
this location, which required a new license. Bill said the location met all buffer requirements and background

checks had been approved by the Police Department. He said Staff recommended approval.

MOTION: Councilmember Freitag moved to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. Councilmember

Brown seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:

Councilmember Freitag asked if the Council needed to make a formal decision relative to the Park and Ride
on the Antelope Drive project. He said there had been some discussion and he had heard that UDOT may be

waiting for some direction from the City.

Alex said Staff had continued to have dialog with UDOT about some of the concerns that had been expressed
and with refinement of some of their plans. He said that was still very much in flux in terms of what it would
look like and some of the off-site improvements and amenities that would be associated with it, if it was
constructed. Alex said UDOT was anxious to have a more definitive recommendation; their desire and
UTA’s desire was to build the Park and Ride because they believed it would provide improved safety along

the Highway 89 corridor, as well as meet a demand that exists. He said UDOT had been flexible and

3
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generally fair minded about allocating the costs properly, but any feedback the Council could give to Staff

would be helpful.

Councilmember Freitag said there was a Strategic Planning meeting scheduled for the 30th. He asked if this

could be added to the agenda for discussion.
Mayor Stevenson said that was a good idea.
Councilmember Freitag asked if UDOT needed a decision before that time.

Alex said that would give Staff adequate time to try and finalize something to present to the Council for their

consideration.
CITIZEN COMMENTS:

Michelle Ward, Fox Creek Apartments, asked if the City had property available for a community garden, or

if there was private property available.
Councilmember Petro asked how much property would be needed.

Ms. Ward said the property in Clearfield was about as big as this room and was divided into plots. She said

the cost was $25 per month for a 10 foot by 20 foot plot.

Mayor Stevenson asked Ms. Ward if there were a number of people in her complex that would be interested.
He said if there was a big enough interest, the City may visit with property owners that may be interested in
providing the service.

Ms. Ward said there were a couple of people in her complex that would like to see this.

Mayor Stevenson said the City could maybe do some research; he didn’t think the City had any ground that
could be set up to do something like this. He said there may be some other organizations that would allow it

to happen.

Mayor Stevenson asked Councilmember Day if he had any knowledge of anything like this.
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Councilmember Day said he didn’t know of anything other than the LDS Church farm, which was never

fully utilized. He said they would need to contact the people in charge of the LDS Church farm.
Mayor Stevenson asked Councilmember Day if he would take the assignment to find that information.
Councilmember Day said he would get back with Ms. Ward.

Ms. Ward asked where the crash zone for Hill AFB was located.

Councilmember Brown said it was generally between Fort Lane and Fairfield Road from Highway 193 to

Antelope Drive.
Ms. Ward asked if there were residential homes in that area.

Councilmember Brown said there were homes in the area that were existing before the zone was created, and

they were allowed to stay, but no additional homes were allowed to be built in that area.

The meeting adjourned at 7:38 p.m.

Thieda Wellman, City Recorder
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LAYTON CITY COUNCIL MEETING
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

Item Number: 5.A.

Subject:
Amend the Budget for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 - Ordinance 14-05

Background:
Utah State Code Sections 10-6-127 and 10-6-128 provide that amendments may be made to any fund after
advertising and holding a public hearing.

On February 6, 2014, a public hearing was set for February 20, 2014, to hear all interested persons regarding
amendments to the 2013-2014 budget. The public hearing was advertised for at least seven days prior to the
hearing. A summary of the proposed amendments is attached for the Council’s review.

The Council should hear all interested persons regarding the amendments prior to adoption.

Alternatives:
Alternatives are to 1) Adopt Ordinance 14-05 amending the budget for fiscal year 2013-2014; 2) Adopt
Ordinance 14-05 with modifications; or 3) Not adopt Ordinance 14-05 and remand to Staff with directions.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends the Council adopt Ordinance 14-05 amending the budget for fiscal year 2013-2014.



ORDINANCE 14-05

AMENDING THE ADOPTED BUDGET FOR LAYTON CITY FOR THE FISCAL
YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 2013, AND ENDING JUNE 30, 2014.

WHEREAS, a budget was previously approved and adopted by the City Council as required by
law; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing has been advertised and held as required by law for Thursday,
February 20, 2014, at the Layton City Center, for the purpose of hearing all interested persons on the matter
of said budget amendments; and

WHEREAS, said public hearing having been duly and regularly held, and all persons present to be
heard, having been heard; and

WHEREAS, the City Council must approve and adopt amendments to the budget for the period
beginning July 1, 2013, and ending June 30, 2014, for Layton City, Utah.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF LAYTON, UTAH:

That the City Council of Layton City, Davis County, State of Utah, does hereby approve and adopt
the budget amendments for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2013, and ending June 30, 2014, in form and
amounts set forth in the written document attached hereto and made a part of this ordinance, as though set
forth in full herein.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of Layton, Utah, this 20th day of February,
2014.

ROBERT J STEVENSON, Mayor
ATTEST:

THIEDA WELLMAN, City Recorder

APPROVED AS TO FORM: PREPARED BY:

L L]
/TﬁACY OBERT, Finance Director




S 293,452.60

S 124,215.57

S 115,563.89

S 51,673.14

S 2,000.00

S 293,452.60

E911

Davis Metro

Debt service

Capital projects

Water

Storm Water

Sewer

Athletic

EMS

Layton City Corporation
FY2013-2014 Budget Amendment Summary

General Fund
Net additions and reductions of the budget
Appropriation of fund balance
Bud Willey land settlement, WIFI in parks, Municipal building entrances,

Carryover revenues from prior years

Revenue received for which a preliminary estimate was not available
Police and fire special services, donations and recreation event revenues

Grant revenue that was unanticipated or for which a preliminary estimate
was not available

Sale of assets - Police UFED device/tool

Layton City Corporation
FY2013-2014 Budget Amendment Summary

Other Funds
S 660.00 Appropriate EMS grant revenue received
S 7,930.03 Appropriate grant revenue received and carryover
S 5,000.00 Change in amount due to UTOPIA debt service reserve
S 104,054.57 Developer payment for Layton parkway fence, Willey property settlement
S 214,908.00 Reallocation of budget based on employee primary assignments
$ (239,335.00) Reallocation of budget based on employee primary assignments
S 35,882.00 Reallocation of budget based on employee primary assignments
S 684.00 Transfer collected revenue for scholarship program

S 4,115.71 Overrun on Medical Engine refurbishment



Budget Amendments Fiscal Year 2013 - 2014

Fund: |
Department/Division Increase
|Description (Decrease)
eral Fund:
Expenditure:
Administration
Appropriate fund balance for Council packet software program $6,100.00
Management Services - Adminstration
Appropriate funds collected from drug testing for UTOPIA 130.00
Management Services - Information Technology Services
Appropriate fund balance for installation of WIFI - Layton Lightspeed - in parks 25,500.00
Management Services - Facilities Maintenance
Appropriate additional funding for Municipal Building entrances 14,028.00
Appropriate additional funding for Council chambers chairs 3,214.00
Police - Administration
CIT (crisis intervention team) class expenses 1,200.00
Police special services overtime and supplies - support of events and DARE 1,576.00
Appropriate fund balance for hate crimes training funds from prior years 1,000.00
Appropriate fund balance to carry over CIT academy class fees 4,445.00
Police - Patrol
Appropriate refund on personal protective clothing 398.00
Appropriate DOJ Edward Byrne Memorial grant for vehicle equipment 16,945.00
Police special services overtime and supplies - support of events and DARE 18,521.78
Police - Support Services
Equipment for support services secretary 2,370.00
SAFG grant 14N60 for FY14 10,728.14
ICAC grant for FY14 24,000.00
Police special services overtime and supplies - support of events and DARE 60,933.11
Appropriate trade in value of old UFED tool per agreement for new UFED tool 2,000.00
Fire
Recognize private donation to fire department 80.00
Extractor at the Fire Training Facility 30,000.00
Community & Economic Development
Appropriate developer payments for geotechnical review services 1,350.00
Street lighting
Reduce the amount budgeted for street lighting and poles to tranfer to street lighting utility fund (94,725.00)
Parks & Recreation Administration
Appropriate donations received for Christmas lighting display 1,242.00
Recreation
Appropriate funds for purchase of Bee's tickets program 1,710.00
Parks
Appropriate funds for NURPA luncheon 77.00
Appropriate donation for 3D animal Christmas displays 500.00
Non-departmental
Transfer to street lighting fund from the general fund of funds originally budgeted in GF 94,725.00
Transfer to the debt service fund for change in the UTOPIA debt reserve payment 5,000.00
Transfer to the capital projects fund for land settlement on Bud Willey property 59,720.57
Transfer to Athletic fund for purchase of tickets in scholarship program 684.00
Total General Fund Expenditure| $ 293,452.60
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Budget Amendments Fiscal Year 2013 - 2014

Fund: |
Department/Division Increase
|Description (Decrease)
Revenue:
Fund balance for Equipment for support services secretary $ 2,370.00
Fund balance to reappropriate unused Crisis Intervention Team funds from prior years 4,445.00
Fund balance to reappropriate hate crimes training funds from prior years 1,000.00
Fund balance for bees tickets sales in FY13 for FY14 event 1,596.00
Fund balance from donations collected the prior year for Christmas light display 1,242.00
Fund balance to cover cost of City Council packet/agenda software 6,100.00
Fund balance to cover cost of installing WIFI - Layton Lightspeed - in parks 25,500.00
Fund balance to cover overruns on municipal building entrances and Council chamber chairs 17,242.00
Fund balance to cover the cost of the settlement of the Bud Willey land case 59,720.57
Fund balance to cover change in UTOPIA debt reserve reimbursment transfer 5,000.00
Recognize refund of personal protective clothing 398.00
Recognize drug testing revenue from UTOPIA 130.00
Recognize revenue from fire special services - wildland fire 30,000.00
Recognize reimbursement for NURPA luncheon 77.00
Recognize private donation to fire department 80.00
Recognize ICAC grant award for FY14 24,000.00
Recognize developer payments for geotechnical review services 1,350.00
Recognize DOJ Edward Byrne Memorial grant for patrol vehicle equipment 16,945.00
Recognize private donation to Christmas 3D light displays 500.00
Recognize CIT class fees 1,200.00
Recognize police special services revenue 81,030.89
Recognize SAFG 14N60 grant for FY14 10,728.14
Recognize sale of asset proceeds from Police UFED tool 2,000.00
Recognize ticket sales for Bee's game tickets 798.00
Total General Fund Revenue| $ 293,452.60
E911 Dispatch Fund:
Expenditure:
EMS supplies per capita grant $ 660.00
Revenue:
EMS per capita grant $ 660.00
Davis Metro Narcotic Strike Force Fund:
Expenditure:
Appropriate prior year carryover for HIDTA grant overtime $ 2,930.03
NADDI grant - overtime, training and supplies $ 5,000.00
$ 7,930.03
Revenue:
Recognize grant award for HIDTA from prior year $ 2,930.03
NADDI (National Association of Drug Diversion Investigators) grant $ 5,000.00
$ 7,930.03
Debt Service Fund:
Expenditure:
Increase debt reserve replenishment reserve account - fiscal year end difference $ 5,000.00
Revenue:
Recognize transfer from the general fund $ 5,000.00
Capital Projects Fund:
Expenditure:
Appropriate developer payments toward fencing on Layton parkway $ 44,334.00
Appropriate funds to pay settlement on Bud Willey land case 59,720.57
$ 104,054.57
Revenue:
Recognize developer payments - Layton parkway fence $ 44,334.00
Recognize transfer from the general fund to cover settlement on Bud Willey land case 59,720.57
Total Revenue $ 104,054.57
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Budget Amendments Fiscal Year 2013 - 2014

Fund: |
Department/Division Increase
|Description (Decrease)
Water Operations Fund:
Expenditure:
Change in wage and benefit allocation between Utility funds based on updated personnel assignments $ 214,908.00
Total Expenditure| $ 214,908.00
Revenue:
Appropriation of net assets $ 214,908.00
Total Revenue $ 214,908.00
Sewer Operations Fund:
Expenditure:
Change in wage and benefit allocation between Utility funds based on updated personnel assignments ($239,335.00)
Total Expenditure ($239,335.00)
Revenue:
Return to net assets $224,179.00
Appropriate net assets $15,156.00
Total Revenue $239,335.00
Athletic Fund
Expenditure:
Purchase of Bee's tickets under scholarship program $ 684.00
Revenue:
Transfer from general fund for tickets sales for Bee's ticket program $ 684.00
Emergency Medical Services Fund
Expenditure:
Appropriate additional funds for refurbishing Medic Engine $ 4,115.71
Revenue:
Appropriation of net assets $ 4,115.71
Storm Water Operations Fund
Expenditure:
Change in wage and benefit allocation between Utility funds based on updated personnel assignments $ 35,882.00
Total Expenditure| $ 35,882.00
Revenue:
Appropriation of net assets $ 35,882.00
Total Revenue $ 35,882.00
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