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E4.

E.5.

E.6.

E.7.

E.8.

E.9.

E.10.

E.1L.

E.12.

Rezone of Park Expansion Property — The City owns approximately six acres on the south side of
the Community Park for expansion. The property is currently zoned Agricultural-Low and needs to
be rezoned to Public Facility-Low to conform with the City’s land use ordinances. The initial phase
of park construction on this property will begin this spring, which is anticipated to include site
grading, drainage and other underground utilities. It will take several years to complete this
expansion, depending on funding from Park Impact Fees. The expansion will add two multi-sports
playing fields to the Community Park, an extension of the walking path and additional parking.

Public_hearing — Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments — The City Attorney recommends a
number of amendments to the City’s ordinances pertaining to noticing and public hearings for land

use matters. Some of these amendments will bring the City’s ordinances into harmony with recent
changes to State law. Staff does not expect the City Council to act on these amendments at this
meeting. Tabling action on this matter to the next meeting is anticipated.

Process to amend the West Centerville Neighborhood Plan — In 2013 the Planning Commission
and City Counci! agreed there is a need to review and update the General Plan regarding the area

west of I-15. The Planning Commission and staff have recommended a process for doing this. The
City Council now needs to weigh in on that process and give pertinent direction.

Main & Parrish Intersection Project — These actions will allow this intersection project to move
forward to construction. First is the approval of a Construction Engineering Management Contract
with Horrocks Engineering to oversee the contractor who will construct these improvements. The
second action is to approve the sale of a small piece of City property to UDOT, which is needed for
the construction of the improvements. Third, I recommend the Council authorize the Mayor to
consent to or concur with the award of a construction contract once the bids are known and verified
by UDOT, without bringing this matter back to the City Council. The reasons for this
recommendation are explained in my staff report. UDOT administers the bidding process and wishes
to move quickly with bid award once the lowest responsible bidder has been identified.

Mavor’s Report — Mayor Cutler may report on one or more matters, including a UTOPIA update.

City Manager’s Report — I may report on one or more matters, although none are identified yet on the
agenda.

Miscellaneous Business — No specific topics are identified at this time under this heading.

Closed meeting, if necessary — At this time I do not know of a need for a closed meeting, but the
agenda allows for that possibility.

Appointments to boards and committees — Mayor Cutler may recommend appointments to City
boards/committees.

Potential Agenda Items for February 18 regular City Council Meeting (subject to change):

Approve Electronic Meetings Policy (amended)

Approve Minutes Policy (amended)

Zoning Text Amendment re noticing & public hearings (continued from February 4 meeting)

RDA meeting to consider agreement re the Salmon Pasture Development and to appoint two reps to ACB
of Davis Center for Performing Arts

Discuss Community Development Department procedures for providing information to public

Approve Museum building use guidelines

mim
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CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT THE CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL WILL HOLD
ITS REGULAR PUBLIC MEETING AT 7:00 P.M. ON TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2014
AT THE CENTERVILLE CITY COMMUNITY CENTER AND CITY HALL COUNCIL
CHAMBERS, 250 NORTH MAIN STREET, CENTERVILLE, UTAH. THE AGENDA IS
SHOWN BELOW.

Meetings of the City Council of Centerville City may be conducted via electronic means pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 52-4-207,
as amended. In such circumstances, contact will be established and maintained via electronic means and the meeting will be
conducted pursuant to the Electronic Meetings Policy established by the City Council for electranic meetings.

Centerville City, in compliance with the Americans With Disabilities Act, provides accommodations and auxiliary communicative
aids and services for all those citizens in need of assistance, including hearing devices. Persons requesting these
accommodations for City-sponsored public meetings, services, programs, or events should call Blaine Lutz, Centerville Finance
Director, at 295-3477, giving at least 24 hours notice prior to the meeting.

A notebook containing supporting materials for the business agenda items is available for public inspection
and review at City Hall and will be available for review at the meeting. Upon request, a citizen may obtain
(without charge) the City Manager’s memo summarizing the agenda business, or may read this meme on the City’s
website: http://centervillepublic.novusagenda.com/.

Tentative - The times shown below are tentative and are subject to change during the meeting.
Time:

5:00 Open House re Transportation Planning and Projects Affecting Centerville

7:00 A, ROLL CALL

(See City Manager’s Memo for summary of meeting business)

B. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

C. PRAYER OR THOUGHT
Councilman Ken Averett

7:05 D. OPEN SESSION (This item allows for the public to comment on any subject
of municipal concern, including agenda items that are not scheduled for a
public hearing. Citizens are encouraged to limit their comments to two (2)
minutes per person. Citizens may request a time to speak during Open
Session by calling the City Recorder’s office at 801-295-3477, or may make
such request at the beginning of Open Session.) Please state vour name and
city of residence.

E. BUSINESS
7:10 1. Transportation planning and projects affecting Centerville

a. Presentations from UDOT, WFRC and UTA
b. Public comments and questions

(OVER)
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8:.10

8:15

8:25

8:35

8:55

9:15

9:30

9:40

9:50

10:00

10:00

2.

12.

MINUTES REVIEW AND ACCEPTANCE — January 21, 2014 work
session; January 21, 2014 regular City Council meeting and closed
meeting

Summary Action Calendar
a. Approve request for extension of Woods Park Subdivision final plat
b. Approve submittal of CL.G grant application

Public Hearing ~ Rezone Community Park expansion property— 1250
North 800 West

Consider Ordinance No. 2014-02 amending the Zone Map (rezone) for property
being used for the expansion of the Centerville Community Park, from A-L
(Agricultural-Low) to PF-L (Public Facility-Low)

Public Hearing - Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments - Public Hearing

and Notice Requirements
Public Hearing - Consider Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments regarding
Noticing and Public Hearing Requirements - Ordinance No. 2014-03

Planning Commission recommendation for the public process to amend
the West Centerville Neighborhood Plan

Approve the process and initiate action for a General Plan Update for the West
Centerville Neighborhood Plan

Actions relating to construction of Main & Parrish Intersection Project
a. Approve construction engineering management contract

b. Approve sale of City property to UDOT

¢. Authorize Mayor to consent to award of construction contract

Mayor’s Report

City Manager’s Report

Miscellaneous Business

Closed meeting, if necessary, for reasons allowed by state law , including,
but not limited to, the provisions of Section 52-4-205 of the Utah Open
and Public Meetings Act, and for attorney-client matters that are

privileged pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78B-1-137, as amended.

Possible action following closed meeting, including appointments to
boards and committees

ADJOURNMENT

Items of Interest (i.c., newspaper articles, not items on agenda)

Marsha L. Morrow, MMC
Centerville City Recorder
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Short Title: Open House re Transportation Planning and Projects Affecting Centerville
Initiated By:

Scheduled Time: 5:00

SUBJECT

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

Representatives of Wasatch Front Regional Council, UTA, UDOT and the City will be at apen
house stations to explain the Regional Transportation Plan (including mass transit section as it
pertains to Centerville), the I-15 Express Lane Project (including a pedestrian bridge), and the
Parrish & Main Intersection Project scheduled for construction this spring. The attachment
provides further details.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description

[ Standard Adticle - Open House
C Transportation Open House & Presentation
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Date: Jan 25, 2014; Section: Top of Utah - Davis; Page: 1B

Open house to address transit questions

Centerville mayor wants agencies to lay out facts
By BRYON SAXTON

Standard-Examiner staff

CENTERVILLE — The mass-transit debate that once raged here, creating rumors and misconceptions among
residents, will be put to rest

— this time by a new mavyor and city council.

Centerville will host a transportation open house from 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. Feb. 4 at City Hall, 250 N. Main St.

Representatives from the Wasatch Front Regional Council, Utah Transit Authority, Utah Department of
Transportation and the city will be on hand to answer questions relating to transportation plans for the city.

“Our intent is for this open house and council meeting presentation to clear up misconceptions and help settle
down the emotions in our community about how mass transit may affect Main Street in the future,” City Manager
Steve Thacker said.

The idea for this event comes from the context of the local election campaigns last year, he said.

The issue of whether there would be light rail on Main Street; what the Regional Transportation Plan says
about it; whether city officials support or oppose it; and whether specific candidates favor it all led to the previous
city council in December agreeing to have UTA or WFRC come to explain what the RTP actuaily says about mass
transit in Centerville and answer related questions, Thacker said.

Thacker said mass transit in Centerville has been a very sensitive subject in recent years.

A group known as Centerville Citizens Against Main Street Rail formed in 2010 after a UTA study proposed a
transportation plan involving a dedicated Main Street street-car fine.

Because of opposition, Thacker said, the council did not support the street-car propasal, or any proposal that
would involve the widening of Main Street,

And it shows.

The most updated RTP shows for Centerville only an enhanced bus service, Bus Rapid Transit, for Main Street
in mixed-use traffic, and not an exclusive lane for buses, Thacker said. He said that should settle some of those
suspicions that the group opposing the street-car proposal may have had.

S0, bottom ling, the overall purpose is to give our elected officials and residents the most reliable information
we can get on this subject by hearing it from the representatives of these agencies,” Thacker said. “In doing so,
any community discussion that occurs thereafter on the subject of mass transit will be based on this commonly
understood foundation of factual information.”

Those exhibiting displays during the open house:

* WFRC/UTA will make available its 2015-2040 Draft Regional Transporta- tion Plan in addressing what is
proposed for mass transit in Centerville, including on Main Street. The groups will also explain highway projects in
the RTP affect- ing Centerville, such as the Parrish Lane/Interstate 15 interchange replacement,

* UDOT officials will be

available to explain the Interstate 15 Express Lane Project, induding a pedestrian crossing at Parrish Lane.
Construction is set to begin on that project in 2014.

* The Centerville city

hutp://digital.olivesoftware .com/Olive/ODE/StandardExaminer/PrintComponentView.htm 1/27/2014
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engineer will be available to answer questions about the Main and Parrish intersection project, scheduled to be
advertised for bid in February.

Following the open house, transit agencies will provide presentations to the Centervilie City Council beginning
at7 p.m.

It was agreed by the former city council to wait until the new council was seated to have the presentations,
Thacker said.

Since the first of the year, Centerville has added a new mayor, Paul Cutler, and two new council members,
Tami Fillmaore and Stephanie Ivie.

"This is a great opportunity for citizens to learn more about regional plans that are in place both in Centerville
and around the south end of Davis County,” Cutler told the Standard-Examiner.

UTA officials will be on hand to explain transit studies in south Davis County in recent years, including a

summary of the SLC-Davis County Connector Study and Centerville’s role in that study as part of the “area of |
influence.”

The patential for a Front-

Runner stop in Centerville

will also be discussed.

Contact reporter Bryon Saxton at 801-625-4244 or
bsaxton@standard.net.

Follow him on Twitter at

@BryonSaxton.

http://digital.olivesoftware.com/Olive/QDE/ StandardExaminer/PrintComponentView.htm 1/27/2014




Transportation Open House and Presentation
- Centerville City Hall
February 4, 2014
Agenda/Content

Open House in Lobby—5 to 7 p.m.
Three display stations with personnel to answer questions:’

e WFRC/UTA —2015-2040 Draft Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Specifically address
what is proposed for mass transit in Centerville, including on Main Sireet. Also explain
highway projects in the RTP that affect Centerville, such as Parrish Lane/I-15
Interchange replacement. Do WFRC and UTA want to break this into two display

stations?

e UDOT - Explain |-15 Express Lane Project, including pedestrian crossing at Parrish Lane
over freeway. Construction to begin in 2014 and finish in 2015.

» Centerville City — City Engineer will answer questions about the Main & Parrish
Intersection Project, which is scheduled to be advertised for bid in February. Residents
can also express concerns to City staff about other intersections or traffic issues.

Presentation in Council Meeting—7 p.m.

Three presentations at first of meeting:
1. UDOT -5 minutes for explanation of i-15 Express Lane Project, including pedestrian
crossing {Nathan Peterson, project manager)
2. WFRC— (Greg Scott) 15 minutes for power point presentation expiaining:
*  What the WFRC is (brief)
* What the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is and the process for creating it
¢ How input is sought from public officials and residents for the RTP

* Broad overview of regional road network in the RTP (brief)
¢ Mass Transit section of the RTP, with focus on what is proposed for Centerville in
the Draft 2015-2040 Plan, including Main Street (how will this affect the width of
Main Street?)
3. UTA—(Hal Johnson or Matt Sibul} 15 minutes explaining:
* Transit studies in south Davis County in recent years
e Summary of current SLC-Davis County Connector Study and Centerville’s role in
that study as part of the “area of influence”
» Explanation regarding whether there is potential for a Frontrunner Stop in
Centerville in future
Public comments and questions following these presentations
Answers from WFRC/UTA/UDQT reps
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Short Title: Transportation planning and projects affecting Centerville
Initiated By: City Council

Scheduled Time: 7:10

SUBJECT

a. Presentations from UDOT, WFRC and UTA
b. Public comments and questions

RECOMMENDATION

Allow presentations from representatives of UDOT, Wasatch Front Regional Council (WFRC) and
UTA, followed by comments and questions from the public and answers from the agency reps. At
the conclusion of this matter, the Mayor may want to take a break to accomodate residents wishing
to leave before the Council continues with other business.

BACKGROUND

The presenters will be (subject to change): UDOT--Nathan Peterson: WFRC-Greg Scott; and
UTA--Hal Johnson or Matt Sibul. Their topics are shown in the attachment. Nathan has been told
he has 5 minutes and the other two have 15 minutes each. Following their presentations, Mayor
Cutler will invite the public to comment and ask questions regarding any of these topics. The
agencies' reps will answer those questions. Councilwomen Fillmore and Ivie have agreed to
prepare polished summaries of these questions and answers after the meeting to put on the City's
website, along with power point slides used by the agencies in their presentations {assuming they
give permission).

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
D Transportation Open House & Presentatian




Transportation Open House and Presentation
Centerville City Hall
February 4, 2014
Agenda/Content

Open House in Lobby—5t0 7 p.m.

Three display stations with personnel to answer guestions:

e WFRC/UTA — 2015-2040 Draft Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Specifically address
what is proposed for mass transit in Centerville, including on Main Street. Also explain
highway projects in the RTP that affect Centerville, such as Parrish Lane/!-15
Interchange replacement. Do WFRC and UTA want to break this into two display
stations?

* UDOT - Explain |-15 Express Lane Project, including pedestrian crossing at Parrish Lane
over freeway. Construction to begin in 2014 and finish in 2015.

e (Centerville City - City Engineer will answer questions about the Main & Parrish
Intersection Project, which is scheduled to be advertised for bid in February. Residents
can also express concerns to City staff about other intersections or traffic issues.

Presentation in Council Meeting—7 p.m.
Three presentations at first of meeting:
1. UDOT -5 minutes for explanation of I-15 Express Lane Project, including pedestrian
crossing (Nathan Peterson, project manager)
2. WFRC~ (Greg Scott) 15 minutes for power point presentation explaining:
¢ What the WFRC is (brief)
e What the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is and the process for creating it
+ How input is sought from public officials and residents for the RTP
e Broad overview of regional road network in the RTP {brief)
* Mass Transit section of the RTP, with focus on what is propased for Centerville in
the Draft 2015-2040 Plan, including Main Street (how will this affect the width of
Main Street?)
3. UTA —(Hal Johnson or Matt Sibul) 15 minutes explaining:
» Transit studies in south Davis County in recent years
e Summary of current SLC-Davis County Connector Study and Centerville’s role in
that study as part of the “area of influence”
* Explanation regarding whether there is potential for a Frontrunner Stop in
Centerville in future
Public comments and questions foliowing these presentations
Answers from WFRC/UTA/UDOT reps
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Short Title: Minutes Review and Acceptance
Initiated By:

Scheduled Time: 8:10

SUBJECT

January 21, 2014 work session; January 21, 2014 regular City Council meeting and closed
meeting

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

ATTACHMENTS:
Description

D January 21, 2014 YWork Session
D January 21, 2014 City Council meeting
D January 21, 2014 closed mesting
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Minutes of the Centerville City Council work session held Tuesday, January 21, 2014 at 5:40
p.m. in the Centerville City Council Chambers, 250 North Main Street, Centerville, Utah.

MEMBERS PRESENT

Mayor Paul A, Cutler

Council Members Ken Averett
Tamilyn Fillmore

Stephanie lvie
Lawrence Wright

MEMBER ABSENT John T. Higginson
STAFF PRESENT Steve Thacker, City Manager

Lisa Romney, City Attorney
Katie Rust, Recording Secretary

STAFF ABSENT Blaine Lutz, Finance Director/Assistant City Manager
VISITORS Senator Stuart Adams (arrived at 6:09 p.m.)

Representative Roger Barrus

Senator Todd Weiler

Roger Tew, Utah League of Cities and Towns lobbyist
Clayton Schmoekel, Intern to Senator Weiler

WORK SESSION WITH STATE LEGISLATORS REPRESENTING CENTERVILLE

Roger Tew, lobbyist for the Utah League of Cities and Towns (ULCT), expressed a hope
to see Centerville officials at the ULCT Local Officials Day on January 29". Mr. Tew referred to
a speech given by Kevin Lo, Google Fiber General Manager, at the ULCT annual conference in
September of 2013. He believes Mr. Lo’'s remarks may have changed the minds of some
legislators and raised important issues regarding fiber networks. Mr. Tew stated that fiber to the
end user is now widely recognized as infrastructure. He said Google representatives expressed
a concern regarding impediments towards implementation from different government entities.
Mr. Tew has been put in charge of a study group that will identify and examine existing
impediments, and try to facilitate improvements. The Council and Legislators discussed open
access versus proprietary infrastructure, a discussion that Mr. Tew pointed out is happening
nationwide.

Mr. Tew updated the Council on the Marketplace Fairness Act passed in the U.S.
Senate in 2013 which addressed the collection of sales tax on internet sales. He stated he does
not have confidence it will pass in the House of Representatives. State Legislators may see a
bill during the Session that would expand the definition of “nexus” or presence of a company in
the State. Companies are required to collect sales tax on sales originating in states in which
they have a presence. Mr. Tew added that if the Marketplace Fairness Act were to pass, it
would prompt discussions regarding redistribution of sales tax. Senator Weiler commented that
Davis County could enact a .25% sales tax increase currently authorized by State law for
transportation purposes if the County Commissicners chose to do so. One of the allowed uses
in the law is streets maintenance. Senator Adams added that distribution of the .25% increase
would be at the discretion of the County Commissioners. Senator Adams explained that 17-
20% of current sales tax income is auto related, making it, to some extent, a user-related fee,
because cities are using some of their sales tax revenue for streets maintenance. The Council
and Legislators discussed sales tax versus fuel tax, and benefits/drawbacks of user-related
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Centerville City Council Work Session
Minutes of Meeting of January 21, 2014 Page 2

fees. Councilman Wright asked if a study has been conducted to examine the impact various
taxes all together have on individual citizens. Senator Adams stated there are arguments in
favor of a local option, arguments in favor of a tax increase, and arguments in favor of
increasing registration fees.

Mayor Cutler stated he would like to see the fairest methodology possible to cover costs.
He stated that a gas tax seems fairer than a property or sales tax increase. The Mayor
expressed that maintaining high quality roads is an essential function of government and

essential to an effective economy. Councilman Wright disagreed, stating that taxes are an

inhibitor to commerce. Councilman Wright expressed appreciation to the Legislators that a
pedestrian walkway to the west side of the City has been added to the 18-month HOV-lane
expansion project beginning in 2014, Senator Adams responded that the addition of the
walkway to the project is the resuit of hard work by City staff and officials.

Councilman Averett asked if owners of fuel efficient cars pay a premium when they
register their vehicles. Representative Barrus responded they do not. Councilwoman lvie
stated that a gas tax increase results in lower-income families paying more for fuel, as well as
other goocds that become more expensive as a result of increased transportation costs.
Councilwoman Fillmore pointed out that owners of fuel efficient vehicles pay a premium
purchase price and therefore more sales tax, and provide a benefit to society by helping the
environment.  Councilwoman Fillmore stated she believes officials should do everything
possible to encourage the purchase of vehicles that will contribute less to the air quality
problem. Senator Weiler added that about 55% of the smog visible this winter is due to vehicle
emissions. Home furnaces and fireplaces are also a major contributor. Representative Barrus
serves on a task force examining air quality, and he pointed out that the Salt Lake area currently
has half the pollution that was present in 1997. Much has already been done to improve air
quality. As a society, behavior will have to change for improvement to continue.

Senator Adams explained Senate Bill 153, which passed in 2013 and provides that
developers be allowed to install infrastructure to serve their projects before recording the plat,
and without depositing a bond with the city to assure the proper construction of such
infrastructure. Centerville staff is working on revisions to the City’s ordinances to harmonize
with this new State law, which came as a surprise to many cities. Lisa Romney, City Attorney,
expressed concerns raised by the change. Senator Adams stated it is important to be careful
with barriers to development. He expressed respect for the ULCT and a willingness to listen if
significant problems are raised.

At the Mayor’s request, the Legislators briefly described topics they will be addressing
during the upcoming Session. They indicated that email would be the best way to communicate
with them during the Session.

ADJOURNMENT

The work session was adjourned at 6:50 p.m.

Marsha L. Morrow, City Recorder Date Approved

Katie Rust, Recording Secretary




PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Minutes of the Centerviile City Council meeting held Tuesday, January 21, 2014 at 7:00 p.m. in
the Centerville City Hall Council Chambers, 250 North Main Street, Centerville, Utah.

MEMBERS PRESENT

Mayor Paul A. Cutler

Council Members Ken S. Averett
Tamilyn Fillmore
Stephanie Ivie
Lawrence Wright

MEMBER ABSENT John T. Higginson
STAFF PRESENT Steve Thacker, City Manager

Jacob Smith, Management Assistant
Brandon Toponce, Assistant City Planner
Neal Worsley, Centerville Police Chief
Lisa Romney, City Attorney

Katie Rust, Recording Secretary

STAFF ABSENT Blaine Lutz, Finance Director/Assistant City Manager
VISITORS Interested citizens (see attached sign-in sheet)

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PRAYER OR THOUGHT Councilman Lawrence Wright

COMMENDATIONS

Mayor Cutler recognized Steven Markham for seven years of service on the Planning
Commission and Tamilyn Fillmore for five years of service on the Planning Commission.

OPEN SESSION

George McEwan - Mr. McEwan referred to item 11 on the agenda regarding
reappointment of the City Recorder. He expressed he does not feel it would be appropriate for
the Council to reappoint the City Recorder at this time considering the open investigation into
action taken during the recent election.

Grant Peterson — Mr. Peterson mentioned that a resident of the apartments on the west
side of the freeway recently expressed to him that pedestrian access between the east side and
the west side would be nice. He urged the Council to consider pedestrian and bicycle access
before continuing growth west of the freeway.

Brandon lvie — Mr. lvie expressed that UTOPIA is an important issue to him. He stated
that the possible public/private venture discussed in the papers recently sounds like it may be a
good opportunity. He mentioned that the number of UTOPIA subscribers is lower than originally
anticipated, and expressed a fear that UTOPIA is still operating with the original inflated
numbers. He urged the Council to evaluate the business plan and the numbers being used.
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Centerville City Council
Minutes of Meeting of January 21, 2014 Page 2

Mayor Cutler responded to Mr. Peterson’s comments, reporting that a pedestrian bridge
will be added to the north side of the Parrish Lane overpass as part of the 18-month UDOT
HOV-lane project beginning in 2014,

MINUTES REVIEW AND APPROVAL

The minutes of the Tuesday, January 7, 2014 Swearing-In Ceremony and the January 7,
2014 Council meeting were reviewed. Councilwoman Filimore questioned whether or not her
appointment to the South Davis Recreation District mentioned on page 6 of the Council meeting
minutes was done by resolution. Councilman Wright made a motion to approve both sets of
minutes, subject to staff verifying and correcting page 6 of the Council meeting minutes if
necessary. Councilwoman lvie seconded the motion, which passed by unanimous vote (4-0).

PIPELINE CROSSING AGREEMENTS FOR LUND LANE DRAINAGE CULVERT

In connection with the Woods Park PDO, the developer entered into an agreement with
the City pertaining to the construction of a drainage culvert under the railroad tracks. For the
past several months, staff have been seeking permits from Union Pacific Railroad and the UTA
for the construction of this drainage pipeline. Those agreements are now ready for Council
approval. The construction contract for this project will be awarded in a future meeting. Lisa
Romney, City Attorney, explained that the developer will pay the cost of a 24-inch pipe, and the
City will pay the cost of upsizing to a 36-inch pipe. Councilman Wright commented that it would
make sense to improve other utilities, such as fiber optics, as part of the same project. Ms.
Romney responded that staff have already begun discussions with Union Pacific and UTA
regarding other utilities, however, this drainage culvert would not be the appropriate location.

Councilman Averett made a motion to;

a. Approve Pipeline Crossing Agreement between the City and UTA for
construction and operation of 36" pipeline under the UTA right-of-way adjacent to
the Union Pacific railroad tracks at approximately Lund Lane conditioned upon:
(1} receipt of $150,000 from Woods Park developer (Henry Walker Homes) in
accordance with requirements of the Woods Park PDO Deveiopment Agreement:
and (2) approval of similar agreement by Union Pacific prior to execution of UTA
Pipeline Crossing Agreement.

b. Approve Pipeline Crossing Agreement between the City and Union Pacific
Railroad Company for construction and operation of 36" pipeline under the Union
Pacific railroad tracks at approximately Lund Lane conditioned upon: (1) receipt .
of $150,000 from Woods Park developer (Henry Walker Homes) in accordance
with requirements of the Woods Park PDO Development Agreement; and (2)
approval of similar agreement by UTA prior to execution of UPRR Pipeline
Crossing Agreement.

Councilwoman lvie seconded the motion, which passed by unanimous vote (4-0).

CONSIDER FUNDING REQUEST FROM CENTENNIAL BOOK COMMITTEE

Brandon Toponce, Assistant City Planner and representative of the Centennial Book
Committee, gave a brief overview of what the Centennial book will include and the efforts taken
to guarantee a professional result. The Committee is requesting $10,000 from the Council in
2014 and another $10,000 in 2015 to cover preparation and initial printing costs. The book will
be available at the beginning of July 2015, with a planned printing of 1,000 copies. Mr. Toponce
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Centerviile City Council
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asked for feedback from the Council regarding whether to offer presales or wait until the
availability date. Mayor Cutler mentioned that with digital printing capabilities it is less
expensive to print smaller orders of books than it used to be, and asked if the Committee has
considered starting with a smaller initial order. Lloyd Carr, President of Carr Printing Company,
responded that traditional printing methods are less expensive for orders of 300 or more books.
The Committee would like to begin with presales to get a feel for the number of books needed.
Mayor Cutler suggested advertising the book during the 2014 4% of July celebration.
Councilman Wright said he would like to see the Committee collect money now as part of the
presale to help gauge how much money is needed from the City. Mr. Carr indicated a desire to
meet with staff regarding how to accept donations. Mr. Carr also asked if the remaining balance
would be available in 2015 if the Commitiee does not use the full $10,000 allocated for 2014.
Steve Thacker, City Manager, responded that the Council would be able to reappropriate
remaining funds as part of the next year's budget.

Councilman Averett asked how the price of the book was originally determined. Mr. Carr
responded the price ($25) was originally based on a 200-page book. The Committee now
beiieves the book will have at least 250 pages. Mr. Carr stated the price couid be reevaluated.
Mayor Cutler stated the book project is valuable to the City in terms of documenting history.
While it would be nice to cover the cost of printing with sales, he believes it is worth investing in
and that the Council should move forward with the process regardless of sales. Councilman
Wright stated he is fully behind the project, but would like to make it self sustaining rather than
government funded if possible. Councilman Wright asked why the Committee needs the
$10,000 now. Mr. Carr responded that the Committee has been financing all expenses to this
point from their own pockets. They do not want to pull money from the City’s account sooner
than needed, but expenses will be more substantial moving forward. He stated the Committee
could look at raising the price of the book slightly, and they are hoping to receive private
donations to help with the project. Councilman Wright suggested the Committee consider
offering a less expensive e-book option as well.

Earl C. Tingey, a member of the Centennial Book Committee, commented that it can be
difficult to pre-sell a book without a visible finished product. The books wili not be ready for
distribution until July of 2015. He reported that the Committee has already pre-sold 72 copies,
and expressed confidence that once the book is available for distribution the City will sell 1,000
copies “over night” Mr. Carr expressed a hope that the City will help with advertising by
including information about the book in the newsletter and on the website. The Committee does
not want to entice peopie too soon because the public will get tired of waiting. Staff indicated
that book sales could be made possible online, and they will lock into the possibility of online
donations.

Councilman Averett made a motion to approve the use of up to $10,000 from the 2014
Council Contingency Budget for the initial funding, support and production of the Centennial
book, and direct staff that any unspent amount of this $10,000 be re-appropriated to the next
budget for the project. Councilwoman lvie seconded the motion. Councilwoman Fillmore
expressed excitement for the preject and cenfidence in community donation support as word
gets out. She encouraged the Committee to set the goal of reaching the second $10,000 with
donations. The motion passed by unanimous vote (4-0).

DISCUSSION OF HB 76 FROM 2013 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Council members Ivie and Wright requested discussion of HB 76 (Conceaied Weapon
Carry Amendments) at the meeting, and an explanation from Chief Worsley regarding a letter
sent to the Governor as if on behalf of Centerville. Chief Worsley explained to the Council the
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series of events that led to the letter being sent, and acknowledged his mistake in not exercising
due care to see that the letter was appropriately modified to make it clear that he was speaking
for himself in his professional capacity. Chief Worsley stated he will correct the situation, and
expressed a desire to hear Council members’ opinions of the concealed weapon issue. Mayor
Cutler stated he is opposed to eliminating concealed carry permits. He believes police should
be able to question citizens regarding dangerous weapons. Councilman Wright suggested it
would be a good topic for public discussion. Councilwoman Fillmore stated she feels a Council
meeting would be an appropriate forum for a public discussion of the issue. Chief Worsley
suggested it would be appropriate to see what happens in the next Legislative Session before
holding public discussions.

Councilman Averett voiced the opinion that a Council meeting is an appropriate place to
discuss gun rights and gun control. However, he does not think it is an appropriate place to
discuss staff issues. He feels a closed meeting is the appropriate place for discussions
regarding staff performance and credibility. Councilman Averett stated he personally does not
appreciate the way the Chief was brought before the Council in such a public way. Councilman
Wright countered that the issue was brought up in a public meeting (December 3, 2013 open
session). Councilman Wright added that he does not question Chief Worsley's competency.

LEGACY CROSSING DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT AND EASEMENT
AMENDMENTS

Lisa Romney, City Attorney, explained that the developer of Lot 404 within the Lot 4
Amended Subdivision of the Legacy Crossing Project desires to build an office building and
related improvements. As part of the conceptual site plan review for the office building on Lot
404, it was determined that certain amendments to the Development Agreement and
Declaration of Parking and Cross-Access Easement would be necessary to permit the proposed
development. Specifically, the developer has requested the following amendments to the
Development Agreement: (1) eliminating some fencing along Legacy Boulevard immediately
adjacent to the new Lots 403 and 404; (2) eliminating a drive access point along Legacy
Boulevard and revising the parking layout; and (3) amending the Master Site Plan to allow the
buildings to be brought closer to Legacy Boulevard and addressing the parking layout. The
developer is also requesting an amendment to the Declaration of Parking and Cross-Access
Easement to revise the on-site parking requirements for lots within Lot 4 Amended Subdivision.
Staff recommends approval of the proposed amendments to the Legacy Crossing Development
Agreement and Declaration of Parking and Cross-Access, with the condition that the final
exhibits to the Development Agreement are found acceptable by staff.

Craig Widmier with US Development stated he feels the proposed changes will give an
enhanced fook and feel along the Boulevard. Councilman Wright commented that the driving
area on Legacy Boulevard is often narrowed with vehicles parked along both sides. Mr.
Widmier responded that one side of the Boulevard will be striped “no parking” when the office
building is completed and more parking becomes available. Councilwoman Fillmore added that,
from a planning perspective, on-street parking contributes to the community feel considered
desirable in a PDO. Gary Wright with Wright Development Group briefly described the office
buildings that will be built on Lots 403 and 404.

Councilman Wright made a motion to:

a. Approve the Third Amendment to the Legacy Crossing Development Agreement
regarding master site plan, fencing, drive aisles and parking, as related to
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development of the Lot 4 Amended Subdivision, subject to verification of the exhibits
by staff :

b. Approve the Second Amendment to Legacy Crossing Declaration of Parking and
Cross-Access Easement relating to on-site parking requirements for lots within Lot 4
Amended Subdivision.

The motion was seconded by Councilwoman Fillmore and passed by unanimous vote (4-0).

ORDINANCE CORRECTING REVISIONS TO SECTION 12-41-060 OF ZONING
ORDINANCE

Lisa Romney, City Attorney, explained that it has recently come to staff's attention that
the version of Ordinance No. 2009-22 signed by the Mayor and put in the City’s books did not
include the staff recommended amendments as approved by the Council on December 1, 2009.
In order to ensure that Ordinance No. 2009-22 properly reflects what the City Council adopted,
staff proposes Ordinance No. 2014-01 ratifying and correcting Ordinance No. 2009-22.

Councilwoman Fillmore made a motion to approve Ordinance No. 2014-01 ratifying
amendments to Section 12-41-060 and Table 12-36 of the Zoning Ordinance regarding mixed
commercial uses in Planned Development Overlay Zone. Councilman Wright seconded the
motion, which passed by unanimous vote (4-0).

The Council tock a recess at 8:37 p.m. and returned at 8:46 p.m.

DISCUSSION OF POLICIES AND GUIDELINES FOR CONDUCTING COUNCIL
BUSINESS AND INTERACTIONS WITH STAFF

The Council and staff reviewed the Approval of Minutes Policy, and Electronic Meetings
Policy. Mayor Cutler asked if the Whitaker Museum Board meetings could be covered by the
Electronic Meeting Policy. Ms. Romney responded that any public body is allowed to have an
electronic meeting as long as a policy is in place. She added that the City's Policy could be
broadened to include all City boards and committees. The boards or committees would also
need to meet technoiogy requirements in the statute.

The Council and staff discussed guidelines for Council/staff relations. Councilman
Wright expressed a desire for the Council to review the code regarding responsibilities of the
Mayor and responsibilities delegated to the City Manager. Councilwoman Fillmore suggested a
short period of time be added on the agenda for each meeting to allow Council members to
mention issues or complaints shared with them by community members. Mr. Thacker
responded that the miscellaneous portion of the agenda has traditionally been used for that
purpose. Councilman Wright mentioned it would be beneficial for the discussion to be earlier in
the meeting while more community members are present. City Manager Thacker expressed a
preference to be notified of the complaints and issues prior to the meetings to have a chance to
collect relevant information. Mayor Cutler stated he would prefer to discuss those types of
concerns under miscellaneous business, but would be willing to amend the agenda when
appropriate.

The Council and staff briefly reviewed guidelines for dealing with news media. The
Mayor and the City Manager are the two officials authorized to speak to media representatives
on behaif of the City. Other officials can be delegated the authority when appropriate.
Councilman Wright stated he feels Council members should have a chance to discuss issues
before communication with the press.
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Ms. Romney provided the Council with a list of training topics she recommends for 2014.
Councilwoman Fillmore expressed an interest in a review of the ethics and civility training that
was given in 2013. She also asked if a budget training session could be held to explain the
overall structure of the City's accounting system. Councilwoman lvie also expressed interest in
a budget training session. Mayor Cutler requested staff provide financial training before the
budget planning period starts. Councilman Averett requested emergency training regarding
responses to emergencies in City Hall. The Council indicated support for holding a work
session to receive emergency response training — i.e., how to respond to a hostile threat in the
building.

FINANCIAL REPORT

City Manager Thacker presented a financial report for the six-month period ending
December 31, 2013.

MAYOR’S REPORT

« Commissioner Brett Milburn has been elected Chairman of the Fire Agency Board.
Mayor Cutler has been appointed Vice Chair. He stated that updating the Centerville
Fire Station is a high priority of the Fire Agency Board.

e Mayor Cutler reported that the 2014 4" of July Committee does not yet have a Chair.
He would welcome recommendations from Council members. The Mayor stated he
has received a lot of response to volunteer opportunities that were posted on the
website, and is ready to recommend a few appointments.

 The UTOPIA and UIA Boards postponed election of new officers at their recent
meetings. Mayor Cutler informed the Council that UTOPIA has partnered with
Macquarie, a potential private sector partner, for an in-depth assessment. The Pre-
Development Agreement has been posted on-line with NovusAgenda for tonight's
meeting. Councilman Wright stated he would somehow like to present the results of
the assessment to the public and get public feedback. Mayor Cutler explained that
alternative proposals are being explored that will be presented in conjunction with the
Macquarie offer to provide options. Councilman Wright requested that information
be put on the City website as soon as possible for citizen benefit.

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

+ Steve Thacker, City Manager, presented a proposed agenda for the February 4"
Transportation Open House and presentation. Counciiman Wright asked if the
presentations given by Wasatch Front Regional Council, UTA, and UDOT could be
video recorded and put on the City website. Mr. Thacker responded that PowerPoint
presentations used that night couid be put on the website. Councilwoman Fillmore
suggested putting together a summary of frequently asked citizen questions. Council
members Fillmore and lvie offered to help put a summary together.

¢ An RDA work session will be held on January 28" at 5:30 p.m.

MISCELLANEOUS
» Regarding Resolution No. 2014-06, Counciiman Wright requested a closed meeting

to discuss reappointment of the City Recorder. Mayor Cutler suggested postponing
remaining miscelianeous business on the agenda until after the closed meeting.
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Councilwoman lvie asked if Council members are given an opportunity to review the
recreation booklet provided to the community each year. Staff was surprised she
had not received an email with the 2014 booklet attached. The email was sent on
Friday, January 17", and was apparently not received by Council members
Higginson, Ivie, and Wright. The booklet has been sent to the printer, and
Councilman Wright asked if printing could be stopped to provide an opportunity for
review.

Mayor Cutler asked if a targeted request for volunteers for the 2014 4% of July
Committee could be included in the upcoming utility bill insert. The insert will also
advertise the February 4" Transportation Open House.

CLOSED MEETING

At 10:17 p.m. Councilman Wright made a motion to move to a closed meeting to
discuss the sale and purchase of real property, and the character and competency of
individuals. Councilwoman Ivie seconded the motion, which passed by unanimous vote (4-0).
In Attendance were: Paul Cutler, Mayor;, Council members Averett, Fillmore, lvie, and Wright;
Steve Thacker, City Manager; Lisa Romney, City Attorney; and Katie Rust, Recording

Secretary.

The Council returned to open session at 11:13 p.m.

MISCELLANEQUS BUSINESS

Councilwoman Fillmore made a motion to approve Resolution No. 2014-06
reappointing the following officers of Centervilte: (1) City Recorder, Marsha Morrow,
and (2) City Treasurer, Jolene Jackson. The motion was seconded by Councilman
Averett and passed by unanimous vote (4-0).

Mayor Cutler recommended appointing Steven Markham to the Board of
Adjustments; Kyle Barney to the Parks and Recreation Committee; Monte Roberts to
the Landmarks Commission; and Jack Dellastatious to the Community Foundation.
Councilman Averett made a motion to appoint Steven Markham to the Board of
Adjustments; Kyle Barney to the Parks and Recreation Commiittee; Monte Roberts to
the Landmarks Commission; and Jack Dellastatious to the Community Foundation.
The motion was seconded by Councilwoman Fillmore and passed by unanimous
vote (4-0).

Councilman Averett made a motion to approve sale of property on Main Street with
the following conditions: the City can move forward in selling the south portion of
property to UDOT without delay, but offer the north portion of the property to the
property owners, respectively, for the same price per square foot the City is receiving
from the State. If all three property owners do not accept the City's offer to sell the
property, the City is authorized to sell the property to UDOT without any further
approval from the Council. The motion did not receive a second.

Councilwoman Fillmore made a motion to approve sale of the southern most portion
of the property to UDOT, authorize an administrative lot-split if allowable, and offer
sale of the remaining property to the property owners at the square-foot sale price
without the additional charge for improvements to the property. If the three property
owners are not all interested in purchasing the property, the City will retain the
property. The motion was seconded by Councilwoman lvie and passed by majority
vote (3-1), with Councilman Averett dissenting.
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ADJOURNMENT

At 11:12 p.m. Councilwoman Fillmore made a motion to adjourn. Councilwoman lvie
seconded the motion, which passed by unanimous vote {4-0).

Marsha L. Morrow, City Recorder Date Approved

Katie Rust, Recording Secretary
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(Not for public dissemination)
Minutes of the Centerville City Council closed meeting held Tuesday, January 21, 2014 at
10:21 p.m. in the Centerville City Hail Council Chambers, 250 North Main Street, Centerville,

Utah.
MEMBERS PRESENT
Mayor Paul A. Cutler
Council Members Ken Averett
Tamilyn Fillmore

Stephanie Ivie
Lawrence Wright

MEMBER ABSENT John T. Higginson
STAFF PRESENT Steve Thacker, City Manager

Lisa Romney, City Attorney
Katie Rust, Recording Secretary

STAFF ABSENT Blaine Lutz, Finance Director/Assistant City Manager

UDOT OFFER TO PURCHASE MAIN STREET PROPERTY

Steve Thacker, City Manager, explained UDOT's offer to purchase a seven-foot strip of
City-owned property on the west side of Main Street near the Parrish Lane intersection. Not all
of the property will be needed for the intersection project. Mr. Thacker stated that the City does
not need the property for utility purposes. Councilwoman Fillmore stated she would prefer to
either hold onto the property as a City, or offer the property owners the opportunity to purchase
the property. Mr. Thacker responded that UDOT is offering $17,000 for the strip of property,
and the City would have to figure out how to let UDOT use the portion they need for the
intersection project if the City does not sell the whole strip. Councilwoman lvie stated she is
reluctant to sell any portion of City property to another entity. She agreed with the suggestion to
offer it for sale to the property owners. Mayor Cutler stated he does not want to hold up the bid
process for the project, and he does not see a reason not to sell it to UDOT. Councilman Wright
stated he feels the City should sell the property to the property owners. Councilman Averett
stated his opinion that the City should sell UDOT the portion needed for the project, and offer
the remaining land to the property owners for sale. Councilman Averett continued that if the
property owners are not interested, he does not see a reason for the City to hold onto it. Mr.
Thacker said he will research the options for disposal of the property. Councilwoman Fillmore
restated her desire to not sell the property to UDOT. She feels owning the property may be a
greater benefit to the City in the future than $17,000 now. Councilwoman Fillmore added it
would only be a benefit to sell the property to the property owners if all three owners agree to
purchase the land. She wouid not want to break it up. Councilman Wright agreed it would be
appropriate to offer the land to the property owners first, and if they don’t want it, sell it to UDOT.
Mr. Thacker pointed out that $10,500 of the UDQT offer is for the land. The rest of the offer
covers improvements on the land.

At 10:42 p.m. the Council turned off the recorder to discuss the character and
competency of individuals.
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ADJOURNMENT

At 11:13 p.m. Councilwoman lvie made a motion to return to open session. Councilman
Wright seconded the motion, which passed by unanimous vote (4-0).

Marsha L. Morrow, City Recorder Date Approved

Katie Rust, Recording Secretary




CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Staff Backup Report
2/4/2014

ltem No. 3.

Short Title: Summary Action Calendar

Initiated By: Woods Park developer and City staff
Scheduled Time: 8:15

SUBJECT

a. Approve request for extension of Woods Park Subdivision final plat
b. Approve submittal of CLG grant application

RECOMMENDATION

a. Approve the Woods Park Subdivision final plat extension subject to a specific date of June 12,
2014 to record the final plat. (See the attached confidential memo from Lisa Romney explaining
why the deadline for recording would be June 12 rather than six months.)

b. Authorize submittal of an application for a Certified Local Government (CLG) grant to fund
projects for both the Museum and the Landmarks Commission.

BACKGROUND

a. See the attached staff report from Cory Snyder, Community Development Director, and the City
Attorney's confidential memo, for background on the Woods Park matter.

b. See the attached staff report from Brandon Toponce, Assistant City Planner, for background on
the CLG grant matter. The Museum Director understands that the match for the Museum's portion
of the grant ($7800) will come from a combination of in-kind services/goods and funds already in
the Whitaker Museum Fund (prior donations, available City funds already transferred into the
Whitaker Fund, etc). The match ($2150) needed for the Landmarks Commission activities would
be addressed in the next City Budget (FY 2015), or if needed sooner, could be accomodated in the
current Community Development budget with line item savings.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Staff Report for Final Subdivision Plat Approval Extension

Woods Pask Extensicn Letter from Henry Walker Homes

Final Plat Expiration - Woods Park - Meme
CLG Grant Staff Report

D oD D




CENTERVILLE CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
655 North 1250 West, Centerville, Utah 84014
(801) 292-8232

STAFF TRANSMITTAL REPORT

DATE: JAUNARY 22, 2014

TO: STEVE THACKER, CITY MANAGER
FROM: CORVIN M. SNYDER, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
APPLICANT: PHIL HOLLAND

HENRY WALKER HOMES

500 NORTH MARKET PLACE DRIVE SUITE #201
CENTERVILLE, UTAH 84014

PROPERTY: WOODS PARK SUBDIVISION
APPLICATION: REQUEST FOR FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT APPROVAL
EXTENSION

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE THE REQUEST FOR EXTENSION

BACKGROUND

The final plat for the Woods Park PDO was approved by the City Council on August 6, 2013.
Such approval was conditioned upon a number of terms and conditions, many of which are still
outstanding. Section 15-4-112 of the Centerville Subdivision Ordinance provides that “[i]f the
final plat is not recorded within six (6) months from the date of City Council approval, such
approval shall be null and void. Given the City Council approval date of August 6, 2013, the
Woods Park PDO final plat is set to expire if it is not recorded by February 6, 2014. Section 15-
4-112 does allow for an extension of final plat approval to be granted by the City Council for up
to an additional six (6) months. If granted, such extension would give the developer until August
6, 2014 to record the final plat.

It should also be noted that since Woods Park is a PDO, there are relevant deadlines regarding
subdivision plat approval and recording as set forth in Title 12, Chapter 41. Such provisions are
more restrictive than the provisions in the Subdivision Ordinance. Specifically, Section 12-41-
120 provides that the rezoning of any property to a PDO zone is subject to the “submission,
approval, and recording of a final subdivision plat within one (1) year from the effective date of
approval of the preliminary subdivision plat(s) and/or site plan approval, as applicable.” The
preliminary subdivision plat was approved by the Planning Commission on June 12, 2013.




Under the provisions of Section 12-41-120, the final plat is required to be approved and recorded
by June 12, 2014. There are no extension provisions under Section 12-41-120.

RECOMMENDATION

The request for this extension needs to be scheduled for the February 04, 2014 City Council
Agenda. Staff recommends that the City Council grant the final subdivision approval, subject to
a specific date of June 12, 2014 to record the final plat (see Memo from Lisa Romney explaining
the reason for this date).




HENRY WALKER

HOoMES™

Henry Walker Homes

Phil Helland

500 North Marketplace Drive Suite #201
Centerville, Utah 84014

Corvin M. Snyder, AICP
Community Development Director
655 North 1250 West, Centerville, Utah 84014

RE: Woods Park Extension
Corvin,
We would like to request an extension to the PDO Preliminary Plan and Final Subdivision

Plan Approval for our Woods Park community. This community is located at 800 West and
Lund Lane {2400 North). Please process this request at your earliest convenience,

~

Phil Holldnd V4

500 N. Marketplace Drive  Suite 201 Centerville, Utah 84014  801-677-1600




CENTERVILLE CITY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE
250 North Main Street

Centerville, Utah 84014
801.335.8842

MEMORANDUM

Privileged and Confidential under Attorney/Client Privilege

TO: Cory Snyder, Community Development Director
FROM:; Lisa G. Romney, City Attorney

DATE: January 7, 2014

RE: Expiration of Finai Plat Approval for Woods Park PDO

The final plat for the Woods Park PDO was approved by the City Council on August 6, 2013.
Such approval was conditioned upon a number of terms and conditions, many of which are still
outstanding. Section 15-4-112 of the Centerville Subdivision Ordinance provides that “[i]f the
final plat is not recorded within six {6) months from the date of City Council approval, such
approvai shall be null and void. Given the City Council approval date of August 6, 2013, the
Woods Park PDO final plat is set to expire if it is not recorded by February 6, 2014, Section 15-
4-112 does allow for an extension of final plat approval to be granted by the City Council for up
to an additional six (6) months. If granted, such extension would give the developer until
August 6, 2014 to record the final plat.

In order to qualify for an extension, the developer must petition the City Council in writing for
an extension prior to the expiration of the original six months. The City Council may grant an
extension “for good cause shown.” An extension shall not be granted if it is determined that
the extension “will be detrimental to the City.” If any fees charged as a condition of subdivision
approval have increased, the City is authorized to require the bond estimate to be recalculated
and to require the developer to pay any applicable fee increases as a condition of granting the
extension. Based on these provisions of Section 15-4-112, the developer must submit a request




Privileged and Confidential
Memorandum
Page 2

for extension of final plat approval by February 6, 2014, and must provide evidence of good
cause for granting of the extension.

Given the language and standards set forth in Section 15-4-112, the City Council does have
discretion to determine whether there is good cause for an extension and/or whether granting
the extension would be detrimental to the City. It is arguable that lack of maney is insufficient
grounds for the showing of good cause. It is also arguable that granting an extension would be
detrimental to the City given the time sensitive requirements of the Development Agreement
and the new statutory framework regarding installation of improvements prior to final plat
recording. However, it is probably more sustainable and defensible for the City to grant the
extension as such extensions are generally granted as a matter of course so long as the
developer is moving forward with the project and making a good faith effort to pursue
development. The City would have to make a sufficient finding of detrimental impact and lack
of good cause for extension. If the extension is denied, the developer would have to start over
with approvals. From a practical standpoint, it is likely that the City would re-approve the
project, which would merely extend the deadlines for recording the final plat for another six
months to a year.

Based on Section 15-4-112, the developer is required to record the final plat or request an
extension of time to record by February 6, 2014. If the extension is granted, the developer will
have until August 6, 2014 to record the final plat. There are no further extensions for recording
the final plat under such provisions. Thus, if the developer moves forward with instaliation of
infrastructure prior to recording the plat (as provided under B 153), they will need to complete
such improvements and record the plat by August 6, 2014, or bond for the remaining
infrastructure prior to recording the final plat by August 6, 2014,

it should also be noted that since Woods Park is a PDO, there are relevant deadlines regarding
subdivision plat approval and recording as set forth in Title 12, Chapter 41. Such provisions are
more restrictive than the provisions in the Subdivision Ordinance. Specifically, Section 12-41-
120 provides that the rezoning of any property to a PDO zone is subject to the “submission,
approval, and recording of a final subdivision plat within one (1) year from the effective date of
approval of the preliminary subdivision plat(s} and/or site plan approval, as applicable.” The
preliminary subdivision plat was approved by the Planning Commission on June 12, 2013.
Under the provisions of Section 12-41-120, the final plat is required to be approved and
recorded by June 12, 2014. There are no extension provisions under Section 12-41-120.
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Under standard rules of statutory construction, we are to give meaning to all provisions of the
code to the extent practical. In the event of conflict, the more specific provision generally
applies. |think it is reasonable to argue that the PDO provision is more restrictive and specific
than the general subdivision ordinance requirements and should be controlling. In order to be
granted a PDO, the terms and conditions of Chapter 12-41 must be met. In addition, Section
12-41-080 provides that PDO approval does not exempt any applicant from meeting the
requirements of Title 15 “except as may be modified” pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 12-
4]. Section 12-41-120 alters the recording date requirements of Title 15 and should govern for
PDO developments. Given the more restrictive provisions of the PDO Ordinance, it is arguable
that the Woods Park PDO final plat must be recorded by June 12, 2014. In light of this
provision, an extension could be granted, but should probably not extend the recording
deadline beyend June 12, 2014,
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STAFF TRANSMITTAL REPORT

DATE: FEBRUARY 4, 2014

TO: STEVE THACKER, CITY MANAGER
FROM: BRANDON TOPONCE, ASSISTANT CITY PLANNER

REQUEST: CLG GRANT APPLICATION PROPOSAL

CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT OVERVIEW

The Certified Local Government (CLG) is a partnership between the State Preservation Offices
and the National Park Service to help promote preservation efforts at a local level. Being a part
of the CLG, allows local communities to take part in federal funding for projects that are related
to historic structures. These grants are applied for in February and begin in April of that year
and run for 16 months. The grants that are awarded are a 50/50 matching grant with the
expectation that the participating CLG provide the matching amount given by the National Park
Service.

CENTERVILLE’S PARTICIPATION

The last several years the City of Centerville has requested funding for projects associated with
the preservation within our community. Last year, the city requested and received $10,000 for
the Whitaker Museum renovations and for the Landmarks Commission to create a historic
walking tour map, among other projects. The funding for preservation projects are divided
among the Landmarks Commission and Whitaker Museum Board. Each organization selects
projects they believe will be beneficial for the community and qualify for CLG funding.

PROPOSED CLG PROJECTS
Proposed CLG Projects
Organization Project Total Cost City Obligation | Grant Funding

Whitaker Museum | Fascia and Soffits $2,400 $1,200 $1,200
Rain Gutters $2.400 $1,200 $£1.200
Heat Coil $600 $300 $300
Dormer Repair $1,600 $300 3800
Foundation Stone | $1000 $500 $500
Sealing
Exterior Painting $7,600 $3,800 $3.800
Combined Total | $15,600 $7,800 $7,800




Proposed CLG Projects

Organization Project Total Cost City Obligation | Grant Funding
Landmarks National Register | $2,000 $1,000 $1,000
Commission Nomination
National Register | $2,000 $£1,000 $1,000
Nomination
Utah Preservation | $300 $150 $150
Conference
Combined Total | $4,300 $2,150 $2,150
Combined Group Totals
Organization To;::_ lnﬁ:::: of CLG Grant City Match
Museum Board $15,600 $7.800 $7.800
Landmarks $4,300 $2,150 $2,150
Commission
Combined Totals | $19,900 $9,950 $9,950

Centerville City CLG Request

Total CLG
Request $9,950

RECOMMENDATION

It is the recommendation of City Staff that the City Council reviews the CL.G Request and
approve the projects and total city match. This recommendation is based on the funding already
in place for the Whitaker Museum and Landmarks Commission for the . After the City Council
approves the amount, staff will prepare the application and send it to the State Preservation
Office in Salt Lake, which is due by February 7, 2014. The grant Cycle will run from April 1,
2014 to August 31, 2015,
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ltem No. 4.

Short Title: Public Hearing - Rezone Community Park expansion property - 1250 North 800 West
Initiated By: City staff

Scheduled Time: 8:25

SUBJECT

Consider Ordinance No. 2014-02 amending the Zone Map (rezone) for property being used for the
expansion of the Centerville Community Park, from A-L {Agricultural-Low) to PF-L (Public Facility-

Low)

RECOMMENDATION

Foliowing a public hearing, approve Ordinance No. 2014-02 amending the Zone Map for property
being used for the expansion of the Centerville Community Park, from A-L (Agricultural-Low) to
PF-L (Public Facility-Low).

BACKGROUND

See the attached staff report from Brandon Toponce, Assistant City Planner, for an explanation of
this subject.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
D  Staff Report

b] Public Hearing Notice for Rezene
C Ordinance No. 2014-02




CENTERVILLE CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
655 North 1250 West, Centerville, Utah 84014
(801) 292-8232

STAFF TRANSMITTAL REPORT

" JANUARY 21,204

TO: STEVE THACKER, CITY MANAGER

FROM: BRANDON TOPONCE, ASSISTANT CITY PLANNER

APPLICANT: CENTERVILLE CITY
250 NORTH MAIN STREET
CENTERVILLE

PROPERTY: PARCEL 02-014-0043 (5.93ACRES), APPROXIMATELY
1250 NORTH 800 WEST

ACREAGE: 5.9 ACRES

ZONING: A-L (AGRICULTURAL-LOW)

APPLICATION: ZONING MAP AMENDMENT REQUEST TO REZONE

FROM AGRICULTURAL-LOW (A-L) TO PUBLIC
FACILITY-LOW (PF-L)

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE THE REZONE TQ PUBLIC FACILITY-LOW
{PF-L)

BACKGROUND

The Centerville Parks Department has requested the rezone of the property located south of the
Community Park, adjacent to the Frontage Road. Centerville City desires to expand the
Community Park in order to create additional sports fields and parking. The applicant desires to
rezone the parcel from A-L to PF-L, to match the existing park and to allow the development of
the sports fields and parking expansion.

REVIEW

The Planning Commission reviewed the application at the January 8, 2014 meeting and at that
time found that it was in harmony with the General plan according to Section 12-460-1(2) and
Section 12-460-1(3)(c). In addition, the rezone would allow for a park to be constructed, which
will benefit the overall aesthetics of the community and for those living in Chase Lane Village.




There are currently no utility services into the property and would need to be completed as part
of the park construction, which will include a storm drain, culinary and irrigation, plus
electricity. One of the concerns staff had was that of lighting of the fields identical to the
adjacent baseball fields. Bruce Cox, stated that in the future as the budget allows a play area,
restroom facility and soccer field lighting could be possibilities. However, it was also stated that
lighting for soccer fields are lower and face directly downward which would not have a large
impact on the neighboring community. Finally, the issue of the reduction of the drainage swell
was brought up. It was discussed by the applicant that the entire park is actually constructed as a
drainage swell and the City Engineer has allowed the reduction within the swell along the
Frontage Road. Yet, staff will still be requesting written verification from the Engineer
concerning the drainage swell reduction.

RECOMMENDATION
After reviewing the staff report the Planning Commission recommended that the City Council
approve the following amendment to the Centerville City Zoning Map:

Rezone Parcel 02-014-0043 (5.93 ACRES) owned by Centerville City, from Agricultural-Low
(A-L) to Public Facility-Low (PF-L.).

Suggested Reasons for the Action (Findings):

1. The proposed rezone meets the criteria found in Section 12-21-080(e) of the Zoning
Ordinance.

2. The rezone is consistent with the goals of the General Plan found in Section 12-460-1.

3. In order to meet the goals of the General Plan, the property must be rezoned to PF-L to
allow for the park expansion.

4. No adverse effects will occur with the rezoning of this property for the development of
the park expansion.

Planning Commission Vote (4-1):

Commissioner | Yes | No | Not Present
Hirschi (Chair)
Hirst
Holman
Johnson
Kjar
Merrill
Randall
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CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL
ZONING MAP AMENDMENT

Notice is hereby given that the Centerville City Council will hold a public hearing
on Tuesday, February 4, 2014, beginning at 7:00 p.m., or as soon as the matter
may be heard, in the City Council Chambers at the Centerville City Hall Building,
250 North Main Street, Centerville, to consider a zone map amendment (rezone)
for property being used for the expansion of the Centerville Community Park,
located at approximately 1250 North 800 West. Such property is currently zoned
A-L {Agricultural-Low) and is to be rezoned to PF-L (Public Facility-Low).

More information about this proposed change contact Community Development
at 801-292-8232.

Marsha L. Morrow, MMC
Centerville City Recorder




ORDINANCE NO. 2014-02

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE CENTERVILLE CITY ZONING MAP
BY CHANGING THE ZONING OF APPROXIMATELY 5.93 ACRES OF
THAT CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY AS DESCRIBED HEREIN FROM
AGRICULTURAL LOW (A-L) TO PUBLIC FACILITY-LOW (PF-L).

WHEREAS, the City is authorized to enact a zoning map consistent with the purposes set
forth in the Utah Land Use Development and Management Act, as more particularly provided in
Utah Code Ann. §§ 10-9a-101, ef seq., as amended, and the City is further authorized to make
amendments to such zoning map in accordance with procedures set forth in Utak Code Ann, § 10-9a-
503, as amended; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with applicable provisions of Utah law and the goals of the
Centerville City General Plan for the subject property as set forth in Section 12-460-1, the City
Council desires to amend the Centerville City Zoning Map to rezone the subject property from
Agricultural Low (A-L) to Public Facility-Low (PF-L) as more particularly provided herein; and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendments to the Centerville City Zoning Map as set forth
herein have been reviewed by the Planning Commission and the City Council and all appropriate
public hearings have been held in accordance with Utah law to obtain public input regarding the
proposed revisions to the City Zoning Map.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
CENTERVILLE CITY, STATE OF UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendment. The real property located at approximately 1250 North 800
West in Northwest Centerville consisting of approximately 5.93 acres as more particularly described
in the legal description set forth in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this
reference, is hereby rezoned and changed from Agricultural Low (A-L) to Public Facility-Low (PF-
L) and the Centerville City Zoning Map is correspondingly amended as described herein.

Section 2.  Findings. The rezone of the subject property and corresponding amendment
to the Centerville City Zoning Map is based on the following findings:

a. The proposed rezone meets the criteria found in Section 12-21-080(e) of the Zoning
Ordinance.
. The rezone is consistent with the goals of the General Plan found in Section 12-460-1.
C. In order (o meet the goals of the General Plan, the property must be rezoned to PF-L
to allow for the park expansion.
d. No adverse effects will occur with the rezoning of this property for the development
of the park expansion.




Section 3. Severability. Ifany section, part or provision of this Ordinance is held invalid
or unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or unenforceability shall not
affect any other portion of this Ordinance, and all sections, parts and provisions of this Ordinance
shall be severable,

Section 4, Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective upon publication or

posting, or thirty (30) days after passage, whichever occurs first.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF CENTERVILLE CITY,

STATE OF UTAH, THIS 4th DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2014.

ATTEST:

Marsha L. Morrow, City Recorder

Voting by the City Council:

Councilmember Averett
Councilmember Fillmore
Councilmember Higginson
Councilmember Ivie
Councilmember Wright

Ord/rezone~(Community Park Expansion)

CENTERVILLE CITY

By:

GSAYE!’

1]

Mayor Paul A. Cutler

“NAY”

|1

February 4, 2014




EXHIBIT “A”

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF REZONE PROPERTY

Ord/rezone-(Community Parlk Expangion) 3 February 4, 2014




2 EXHIBIT "A"

ESI Engineering, inc. Tel: (801) 263-1762
—Sl 3500 South Maln Sulte 206 Fex: (801) 263-1780
Salt Lake City, Utah 84145 www,esleng.com

Email: kevin.campbell@esieng.com

Comumunity Park Expansion Property Description from Wearranty Deed (06-30-06):

Beginning 13.858 chains North and 1,623.61 fect West from the Southeast corner of the
Southwest Quarter of Section 6, Township 2 North, Range 1 East, Salt Lake Base and Meridian,
and running thence South 89°28'58" West 697,952 feet to the East of a Frontage Road as
conveyed to State Road Commission by 394/658; thence North 0°18' East 395,27 feet, more or
less, along said East line; thence East 684.13 feet: thence South 0°0647" West 376,06 feet to the

point of beginning.

* CIVIL ENGINEERING STRUGCTURAL ENGINEERING LAND SURVERYING GPS
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ltem No. &.

Short Title: Public Hearing - Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments - Noticing and Public Hearing
Requirements

Initiated By: City Attorney
Scheduled Time: 8:35

SUBJECT

Public Hearing - Consider Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments regarding Noticing and Public
Hearing Requirements - Ordinance No. 2014-03

RECOMMENDATION

Hear Staff presentation on proposed Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments regarding noticing and
public hearing requirements; hold public hearing regarding proposed amendments; and table
action on Ordinance No. 2014-03 until next City Council meeting.

BACKGROUND

Staff has reviewed the noticing and public hearing requirements for various land use applications
as set forth in the City Zoning Ordinance for compliance with State law provisions. Such review
was initiated in response to State law amendments as adopted during the 2013 legislative
session. Specifically, HB 88 requires cities to provide additional courtesy notice to owners of real
property whose property is subject to a zoning map amendment (rezone). In reviewing relevant
provisions of the City's Zoning Ordinance, it was determined to conduct a more comprehensive
review of the noticing and public hearing requirements. The proposed amendments are intended
to bring City Ordinances into compliance with State law, where necessary, and to recommend
additional changes regarding electronic noticing, newspaper publications, and noticing
requirements for first and subsequent public hearings. The current Zoning Ordinances provide
additional noticing and public hearings above and beyond what State law requires. The proposed
amendments are not intended to reduce such additional opportunities for public input regarding
zoning and land use applications, but to provide more meaningful and less costly noticing through
electronic means. Staff is not recommending action by the City Council at tonight's meeting
regarding the proposed amendments. This meeting will be an opportunity for Staff to present the
proposed changes and to explain some of the issues involved. After Staff presentation, the City
Council should hold a public hearing regarding the proposed amendments. The City Council can
provide Staff with any initial comments, questions or discussion regarding the proposed
amendments. It is recommended the City Council table this matter for further discusssion and
action at the next meeting to be held on February 18, 2014,

The Planning Commission first reviewed these Zoning Code amendments and held a public
hearing regarding the same on November 13, 2013. On January 8, 2014, after further review and
study of the matter, the Planning Commission recommended to the City Council approval of the
proposed Zoning Code amendments as set forth in Ordinance No. 2014-03 regarding public
hearing and noticing requirements for land use applications.




ATTACHMENTS:

Description
Ordinange No. 2014-02

Exhibit A - Zoning Crdinance Amendments
HB 88

Public Notice Flow Charis
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ORDINANCE NO. 2014-03

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 12-12-030, 12-21-040, 12-21-
050, 12-21-070, 12-21-080 AND 12-21-120 OF THE CENTERVILLE
7ZONING CODE REGARDING PUBLIC HEARINGS, NOTICE
REQUIREMENTS AND OTHER VARIOUS PROCEDURAL
AMENDMENTS REGARDING ZONING APPLICATIONS

WHEREAS, the Utah Legislature recently amended provisions of Utah Code Ann. § 10-
9a-205 regarding notice of public hearings for zoning map amendments, including new courtesy
notice requirements for rezone applications, as more particularly set forth in H.B. 88 of the 2013
General Session; and

WHERFAS, City Staff has reviewed the noticing and public hearing requirements for
various zoning applications for compliance with State law and has made various recommended
changes to the City Council as more particularly provided herein; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the proposed amendments to various
provisions of the Centerville Zoning Code are in the best interest of the City and the public which
it serves to ensure that appropriate, effective and lawful notice is provided to the public and
developers for various zoning applications in compliance with applicable provisions of Utah law;
and

WHEREAS, all required notice and public hearings have been held before the Planning
Commission and City Council regarding these proposed amendments to the Centerville Zoning
Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
CENTERVILLE CITY, STATE OF UTAH, AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendment. Section 12-12-030(i) of the Centerville Zoning Code
regarding Computation of Time is hereby amended to read as more particularly provided in
Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.

Section 2. Amendment. Subsection 12-21-040 of the Centerville Zoning Code
regarding General Requirements for land use applications and procedures is hereby amended to
read as more patticularly provided in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this
reference.

Section3.  Amendment. Subsection 12-21-050 of the Centerville Zoning Code
regarding Public Hearings and Meetings for land use applications and procedures is hereby
amended to read as more particularly provided in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated
herein by this reference.

O1\Ords\12-21-040-(public hearings and notice}-ena i January 29, 2014




Section 4. Amendment. Subsection 12-21-070 of the Centerville Zoning Code
regarding General Plan Amendments is hereby amended to read as more particularly provided in
Exhibit A, attached hercto and incorporated herein by this reference.

Section S. Amendment. Subsection 12-21-080 of the Centerville Zoning Code
regarding Zoning Map and Text Amendments is hereby amended to read as more particularly
provided in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.

Section 6. Amendment. Subsection 12-21-120 of the Centerville Zoning Code
regarding Special Exceptions is hereby amended to read as more particularly provided in Exhibit
A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.

Section 7. Severability. If any section, part or provision of this Ordinance is held
invalid or unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or unenforceability
shall not affect any other portion of this Ordinance, and all sections, parts and provisions of this
Ordinance shall be severable.

Section 8. Omission Not a Waiver. The omission to specify or enumerate in this
ordinance those provisions of general law applicable to all cities shall not be construed as a
waiver of the benefits of any such provisions.

Section 9. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon
publication or posting, or thirty (30) days after passage, whichever occurs first.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF CENTERVILLE CITY,
STATE OF UTAH, THIS DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2014,

CENTERVILLE CITY

By:

Mayor Paul A. Cutler
ATTEST:

Marsha L. Morrow, City Recorder

Voting by the City Council:

“AYE” “NAY”
Councilmember Averett
Councilmember Fillmore
Councilmember Higginson
Councilmember lvie
Councilmember Wright

O1\Ords\12-21-040-(public hearings and notice)-ena 2 January 29, 2014




EXHIBIT A

CENTERVILLE ZONING CODE AMENDMENTS TO:

O1VOrds\t 2-21-040-{public hearings and notice)-ena

Section 12-12-030
Section 12-21-040
Section 12-21-050
Section 12-21-070
Section 12-21-080
Section 12-21-120

3 January 29, 2014




Proposed Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments regarding
Noticing and Public Hearing Requirements

January 9, 2014
{As Recommended for Approval by the Planning Commission)

12-12-030. Rules of Interpretation.

* 3k k

(i) Computation of Time. The time within which an act is to be
done shall be computed by excluding the first day and
including the last day. If the last day is a Saturday, Sunday, or
holiday, then the last day shall be the next following business
day. 1 e theti o " ‘ ice,
the-day-efthe-hearingshal-be-exchided:

12-21-040. General Requirements.

The following requirements shall apply to a proposed land
use, development, or ather matter which is subject to a
procedure set forth in this Title.

(a) Application Form. An application shall be submitted on

a form provided by the Zoning Administrator and in such
numbers as reasonably required by the Zoning Administrator
for a particular type of application._Applicants shall be
reguired to submit electronic copies of all drawings, plans,
plats, etc., submitted as part of the application process, upon
request of the Zoning Administrator. Applicants shall be
required to provide a designated contact name and accurate
mailing address and email address for receiving legal notice of
staff reports, public meetings, public hearings, final action, and
other notices required to be provided by the City to applicants.

* & %
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12-21-050. Public Hearings and Meetings.

Any public hearing or meeting required under this Title, as
the case may be, shall be scheduled and held subject to the
requirements of this section.

(a) Schedufing a Public Hearing or Meeting. An application
requiring a public hearing or meeting shall be scheduled within
a reasonable time following receipt of a complete application.
The amount of time between receipt of an application and
holding a public hearing or meeting regarding the application
shall be considered in light of:

(1) The complexity of the application submitted;

{2) The number of other applications received which

require a public hearing or meeting;

(3) Available staff resources; and

(4) Applicable public notice requirements.

{b) Notice of Public Meeting. In accordance with the Utah
Open and Public Meetings Act, as set forth in Utah Code Ann.
§§ 52-4-101, 52-4-1, et seq., as amended, the applicable land
use authority shall provide public notice of its meetings.

(1) Annual Meeting Schedule. The applicable land use
authority shall give public notice at least once each year of
its annual meeting schedule specifying the date, time and
place of such meetings_in accordance with Utah Code Ann. §
52-4-202, as amended. ‘

(2) Individual Meeting. The applicable land use authority
shall also provide not less than 24 hours' public notice of the
agenda, date, time and place of each of its meetings_in
accordance with Utah Code Ann. § 52-4-202, as amended.

{3) For purposes of Subsection {1} and (2], public Rublic-notice
of meetings shall be satisfied by:

{i) posting written notice in-atHeastthreepubliclocations
within-the-City—including at City Hall; and

{ii) publishing notice on the Utah Public Notice Website created
under Utgh Code Ann. § 63F-1-701, as amended;

{iii} publishing notice on the City’s website; and

(ivit) providing notice to at least one newspaper of

general circulation within the area of the City.

(43) Emergency Meetings. When because of unforseen
circumstances it is necessary for the applicable land use
authority to hold an emergency meeting to consider matters
of an emergency or urgent nature, the noticing requirements
set forth herein may be disregarded and the best notice
practical will be given in accordance with the Utah Open and
Public Meetings Act.

2| Page




{c) Notice of Public Hearing. When this Title or any state
statute requires a public hearing for any land use application,
permit, or matter governed by this Title, notice of the first
public hearing regarding such matter shall be provided in
accordance with the provisions set forth herein,

(1) Contents. Public notice of the public hearing should
include the following information:

(i) a statement summarizing the substance of the

application;

(ii) the date, time and place of the public hearing; and

(iii} the place where the application may be inspected

by the public_or the person to contact for further information.
(2) Notice for First Public Hearing. Public notice of the first
public hearing on an application shall be provided at least ten
(10) calendar days before the public hearing:. Such notice shall

(i) m@mm%&apewﬁge%%ﬁt@m
tha-area:published on the Utah Public Notice Website created

under Utah Code Ann. § 63F-1-701, as amended,;

(i) mailed-to-eachaffected-entibp-fas-detined+n
Sectien12-12-040) and

Li-posted inatleast three publiclocationswithinthe
City-or-on the City's official website:;

(i} for the first public hearing for general plan enactment or
amendment, zoning ordinance enactment or amendment, and
zoning map enactment or amendment, notice shall be
published at least 10 calendar days before the hearingin a
newspaper of general circulation in the area and mailed to
each affected entity {as defined in Section 12-12-04Q); and

{iv) for the first public hearing regarding a zoning map
enactment or amendment, the City shall send a courtesy
notice at least 10 days prior to the hearing to each owner of
private real propersty whose property is located entirely of
partiatly within the proposed map amendment in accordance
with Utah Code Ann. § 10-Sa-205, as amended.

{3) Notice for Subsequent Public Hearings. Public notice of any
additional or subsequent public hearing on an application shali
be provided at least ten (10) catendar days before the public
hearing by:

(i) publishing notice on the Utah Public Notice Website created
under Utah Code Ann. § 63F-1-701, as amended; and

(i) posting notice on the City's official wehsite.

3|Page




(d} Applicant Notice. For each land use application filed in
accordance with the provisions of this Title, the City shal! notify
the applicant of the date, time, and place of each public
hearing and public meeting to consider the application. The
City shall provide each applicant a copy of each staff report
regarding the applicant or the pending application at least

three (3) business days before the public hearing or public
meeting, subject to the waiver warranky-provisions of Utah
Code Ann. § 10-9a-202, as amended. Such notice may be
provided by mail, email or other electronic means to the
designated contact and mailing address or email address
provided by the applicant_in accordance with Section 12-21-
040. The City shall also provide the applicant notice of any
final action on a pending application in accordance with the
provisions of Subsection ().

{e) Notice of Intent to Prepare General Plan AmendmentNetice.
Before preparing a proposed general plan or general plan
amendment, the City shall provide ten (10) calendar days
notice of its intent to prepare a proposed general plan or
general plan amendment to the following listed entities or
persons. Such notice shall comply with the requirements of
Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-203, as amended. Notice of intent
shall be provided to:

(1) each affected entity (as defined in Section 12-12-040);

(2) the Automated Geographic Reference Center (as

defined in Utah Code Ann. § 63F-1-506, as amended);

(3) the association of governments of which the Cityisa
member; and

(4) the Utah Public Notice Website created under Utah Code
Ann. § 63F-1-701, as amended. the State-Plapaing-Coordnator
{appointedpursuantto-Uieh-Code-Arn—5-63-38d2044s
amendedy

(f) Posting Notice On-Site. In addition to public notice of

a public hearing as provided in this section, the City shall post
on-site notice of the first public hearing regarding a proposed
zoning map amendment, conditional use permit, or conceptual
site plan application at least ten {10) calendar days before the
public hearing. Such notice should include the information set
forth in Section 12-21-050(c}{1). Applications that involve
multiple parcels need not have notice posted on each
individual parcel, but shall be posted in a location or locations
representative of the proposed project area.
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(1) The Zoning Administrator, in his or her sole

discretion, may provide additional notice of any application,

including, but not limited to, direct mailings to neighboring

property owners.

(2) Any on-site posting, direct mailing, or other notice

provided under this Subsection {f} is intended as a courtesy

only. Any error or failure on the part of the City to provide

on-site posting or other courtesy notice shall not affect the

adequacy or sufficiency of published and/or posted notice of
| the meeting or hearing as required by law.

(g) Challenge of Notice. Pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 10-9a-

209, as amended, if #-notice required by this section

or any other applicable provision of this Title is not challenged

in accordance with applicable appeal procedures within thirty

(30} days from the date of the hearing or meeting for which

notice was given, the notice shall be considered adequate and
| proper.

{(h) Examination of Application. Upon reasonable request
during normal business hours, any person may examine an
application and materials submitted in support of or in
opposition to an application in accordance with the
Government Records Access Management Act, Utah Code

| Ann., §8 63G-2-101, 632101 et seq., as amended. Copies of
such materials shall be made available at reasonable cost in
accordance with the City's fee schedule.

(i) Public Hearing and Meeting Procedures. An application
shall be considered pursuant to policies and procedures
established by the decision-making body or official for the
conduct of its meetings.

(i) Withdrawal of Application. An applicant may withdraw

an application at any time prior to action on the application by
the decision-making body or official. Application fees shall not
be refundable if prior to withdrawal:

(1) A staff review of the application has been undertaken; or
{2) Notice for a public hearing or meeting on the

application has been mailed, posted or published.

(k) Record of Public Hearing or Meeting.
{1) Except as provided by law, written Wiritten-minutes and e+a

digitat-or-tape-recording shall be kept of all pubke-hearingsor

cpen meetings. Written minutes of an open meeting Sueh

minutes-ora-digitalortaperecording-shall include:

S|rPage




(i) The date, time, and place of the meeting;

{ii) The names of members present and absent;

(iii) The substance of all matters proposed, discussed,

or decided, and a record, by individual member, of votes
taken;

(iv) The names of each person who provides testimony or

comments to the public body al-citizens-whe-appeared-and the
substance in brief of their testimony or comments; and

{v) Any other information that is a record of the proceedings of
the meeting that any member requests be entered in the
minutes or recording.

(2) The minutes, tape-recordings, all applications,

exhibits, papers and reports submitted in any proceeding
before the decision-making body or official, and the decision
of the decision-making body or official, shall constitute the
record thereof. The record shall be made available for

public examination as provided in Section 12-21-050(h) of

this section.

{1) Final Action Notification. Notice of any final action or
decision on a pending application by the decision-making body
or official shall be provided to an applicant within a reasonable
time. Such notice shall be provided by mail, email or other
electronic means to the designated contact and mailing
address or email address provided by the applicant in
accordance with Section 12-21-040.
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12-21-070. General Plan Amendment.

* ¥ ¥

{3) After an application is determined to be complete or
prior to the initiation of a City-initiated Genera! Plan
amendment, the Zoning Administrator shall provide notice
of intent to prepare or amend the General Plan in
accordance with the provisions of Section 12-21-050. After
providing the required 10-day notice of intent to prepare or
amend the General Plan, the Zoning Administrator shall
thereafter review and prepare a staff report evaluating the
application.

(4) The Planning Commission shall schedule and hold a

public hearing on the proposed amendment. Public notice

of the public hearing and the public meeting shall be
provided in accordance with the provisions of Section 12-21-
050. The public hearing before the Planning Commission shall
be deemed the first public hearing on the application subject
to noticing requirements as set forth in Section 12-21-
050(c)(2). After the public hearing, the Planning Commission
may modify the proposed General Plan. The Planning
Commission shall then forward its recommendation regarding
the proposed General Plan amendment to the City

Council.

(5) The City Council shall schedule and hold a public

hearing on the proposed General Plan recommended to it

by the Planning Commission. Public notice of the public
hearing and the public meeting shall be provided in
accordance with the provisions of Section 12-21-050. The
public hearing before the City Council shall be deemed an
additional or subseguent public hearing on the application
subject to noticing requirements as set forth in Section 12-21-

050(c)(3}.

* * K
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12-21-080. Zoning Map and Text Amendments.

* & k

(3) The Planning Commission shall schedule and hold a

public hearing on the proposed amendment. Public notice

of the public hearing and the public meeting shall be

provided in accordance with the provisions of Section 12-21-
050. The public hearing hefore the Planning Commission shall
be deemed the first public hearing on the application subject
to noticing requirements as set forth in Section 12-21-
050{c}(2). Prior to the public hearing regarding any zoning map
amendment, the Planning Commission shall consider each
written objection filed in accordance with Utah Code Ann. § 10-
9a-502, as amended. After the public hearing, the Planning
Commission shall review the application and thereafter submit
its recommendation for approval, approval with modifications,
or denial thereof to the City Council. The Planning Commission
shall forward to the City Council all objections to a zoning map
amendment filed in accordance with Utah Code Ann. § 10-Sa-
502, as amended.

{4) Following receipt of a recommendation from the
Planning Commission, the City Council sha!l schedule and
hold a public hearing on the application. Public notice of the
public hearing and the public meeting shall be provided in
accordance with the provisions of Section 12-21-050._The
public hearing before the City Council shall be deemed an
additional or subsequent public hearing on the application
subject to noticing requirements as set forth in Section 12-21-
050(c)(3). Following a public hearing and after due
consideration the City Council may approve, approve with
modifications, or deny the proposed amendment.

(e} Approval Standards. A decision to amend the text of
this Title or the zoning map is a matter within the legislative
discretion of the City Council as described in Section 12-21-
060(a) of this Chapter. In making an amendment, the
following factors should be considered:

( 1) Whether the proposed text or map amendment is
consistent with goals, objectives and policies of the City's
General Plan;

(2) Whether the proposed map amendment is harmonious
with the overall character of existing development in the
vicinity of the subject property;

8|Fage




] (3) The extent to which the proposed map amendment may
adversely affect adjacent property; and
| (4) For proposed map amendments, the Fhe-adequacy of

facilities and services intended to serve the subject property,
including, but not limited to, roadways, parks and recreation
facilities, police and fire protection, schools, stormwater
drainage systems, water supplies, and waste water and refuse
collection.

12-21-100. Conditional Use Permit.

* & ok

{4) The Planning Commission shall schedule and hold a
public hearing on the proposed conditional use permit
application. Public notice of the public hearing and the
public meeting shall be provided in accordance with the
provisions of Section 12-21-050. After due consideration

the Planning Commission shall approve, approve with
conditions, or deny the application pursuant to the standards
set forth in Section 12-21-100(e) of this section. A
conditiona! use shall be approved if reasonable conditions
are proposed, or can be imposed, to mitigate the reasonably
anticipated detrimental effects of the proposed use in
accordance with applicable standards. If the reasonably
anticipated detrimental effects of the proposed conditional
use cannot be substantially mitigated by the proposal or the
imposition of reasonable conditions to achieve compliance
with applicable standards, the conditional use may be
denied. Any conditions of approval shall be limited to
conditions needed to conform the conditional use permit to
approval standards.

* Kk ok
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12-21-110. Site Plan Review.

& %k ¥

(4) The Planning Commission shall schedule and hold a
public hearing on the proposed conceptual site plan. Public
notice of the public hearing and public meeting shall be
provided in accordance with the provisions of Section 12-21-
050. After due consideration, the Planning Commission

shall accept, accept with conditions, or reject the application
pursuant to the standards set forth herein. Any conditions
of acceptance shall be limited to conditions needed to
conform the conceptual site plan to approval standards and
ordinance requirements. Any conceptual site plan
acceptance for a planned development shall not be effective
until and unless a corresponding Planned Development
Overlay Zone is approved by the City Council.

* % ¥k

12-21-120. Special Exception.

* %k %k

{4) The Planning Commission shall consider at a public meeting
schedwle-ard-hold apublichearinz regarding the proposed
special exception application. Public notice of the public
hearing and the public meeting shall be provided in accordance
with the provisions of Section 12-21-050. After due
consideration the Planning Commission shall approve, approve
with conditions or deny the application pursuant to the
standards set forth in Section 12-21-120(e) of this

section. Any conditions of approval shall be limited to
conditions needed to conform the special exception to
approval standards.

* % %k
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LLAND USE AMENDMENTS

2013 GENERAL SESSION
STATE OF UTAH

Chief Sponsor: Melvin R. Brown
Senate Sponsor: David P. Hinkins

LONG TITLE
General Description:

This bill modifies provisions governing land use.
Highlighted Provisions:

This bill:

» requires a municipality or county to give notice to an owner of private real property
if the property is located within an area located in a proposed zoning map or map
amendment;

» permits an owner of private real property located within a proposed zoning map or
map amendment to file a written objection to the zoning map or map amendment;

» requires the planning commission to consider the written objections and forward
them to the legislative body; and

» makes technical and conforming amendments.

Money Appropriated in this Bill:

None
Other Special Clauses:

None
Utah Code Sections Affected:

AMENDS:

10-9a-205, as last amended by Laws of Utah 2010, Chapters 90 and 123

10-9a-502, as renumbered and amended by Laws of Utah 2005, Chapter 254

17-27a-205, as last amended by Laws of Utah 2010, Chapters 90 and 123

17-27a-502, as renumbered and amended by Laws of Utah 2005, Chapter 254
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Be it enacted by the Legislature of the state of Utah:

Section 1. Section 10-9a-205 is amended to read:

10-9a-205. Notice of public hearings and public meetings on adoption or
modification of land use ordinance.

(1) Each municipality shall give:

(a) notice of the date, time, and place of the first public hearing to consider the
adoption or any modification of a land use ordinance; and

(b) notice of each public meeting on the subject.

(2) Each notice of a public hearing under Subsection (1)(a) shall be:

(a) mailed to each affected entity at least 10 calendar days before the public hearing;

(b) posted:

() in at least three public locations within the municipality; or

(ii) on the municipality's official website; and

(c) (i) (A) published in a newspaper of general circulation in the area at least 10
calendar days before the public hearing; and

(B) published on the Utah Public Notice Website created in Section 63F-1-701, at least
10 calendar days before the public hearing; or

(ii) mailed at least 10 days before the public hearing to:

(A) each property owner whose land is directly affected by the land use ordinance
change; and

(B) each adjacent property owner within the parameters specified by municipal
ordinance.

(3) Each notice of a public meeting under Subsection (1)(b) shall be at least 24 hours
before the meeting and shall be posted:

(a) in at least three public locations within the municipality; or

(b) on the municipality's official website.

(4) (a) If a municipality plans to hold a public hearing in accordance with Section
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10-92a-502 to adopt a zoning map or map amendment, the municipality shall send a courtesy

notice to each owner of private real property whose property is located entirgly or partially

within the proposed map at least 10 days prior to the scheduled day of the public hearing.

{b) The notice shall:

(i) identify with specificity each owner of record of real property that will be affected

by the proposed zoning map ot map amendments;

(ii) state the current zone in which the real property is located;

(iii) state the proposed new zone for the real property;

(iv) provide information regarding or a reference to the proposed regulations,

prohibitions, and permitted uses that the property will be subject to if the zoning map or map

amendment is adopted;

(v) state that the owner of real property may no later than 10 days after the day of the

first public hearing file a written objection to the inclusion of the owner's property in the

proposed zoning map or map amendment:
(vi) state the address where the property owner should file the protest;

(vii) notify the property owner that each written objection filed with the municipality
will be provided to the municipal legislative body: and

(viii) state the location, date. and time of the public hearing described in Section
10-9a-502.

(c)_If a municipality mails notice to a property owner in accordance with Subsection
(2)(c)(ii) for a public hearing on a zoning map or map amendment. the notice required in this

Subsection (4} may be included in or part of the notice described in Subsection (2)(c)ii) rather

than sent separately.

Section 2. Section 10-9a-502 is amended to read:
10-9a-502. Preparation and adoption of land use ordinance or zoning map.
(1) The planning commission shall:

(a) provide notice as required by Subsection 10-92-205(1)(a) and, if applicable,
Subsection 10-9a-205(4);
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(b) hold a public hearing on a proposed land use ordinance or zoning map; [and]

(c) if applicable, consider each written objection filed in accordance with Subsection

10-92-205{(4) orior to the public hearing; and

[te)] (d) (i) prepare and recommend to the legislative body a proposed land use
ordinance or ordinances and zoning map that represent the planning commission’s
recommendation for regulating the use and development of land within all or any part of the
area of the municipality|z]:and

(i) forward to the legislative body all objections filed in accordance with Subsection

10-9a-205(4).

(2) The municipal legislative body shall consider each proposed land use ordinance and

zoning map recommended to it by the planning commission, and, after providing notice as
required by Subsection 10-9a-205(1)(b) and holding a public meeting, the legislative body may
adopt or reject the ordinance or map either as proposed by the planning commission or after
making any revision the municipal legislative body considers appropriate.

Section 3. Section 17-27a-205 is amended to read:

17-27a-205. Notice of public hearings and public meetings on adoption or
modification of land use ordinance.

(1) Each county shall give:

(a) notice of the date, time, and place of the first public hearing to consider the
adoption or modification of a land use ordinance; and

(b) notice of each public meeting on the subject.

(2) Each notice of a public hearing under Subsection (1)(a) shall be:

() mailed to each affected entity at least 10 calendar days before the public hearing;

(b) posted:

(i) in at least three public locations within the county; or

(i) on the county's official website; and

(c) (i) published:

(A) in a newspaper of general circulation in the area at least 10 calendar days before
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the public hearing; and

(B) on the Utah Public Notice Website created in Section 63F-1-701, at least 10
calendar days before the public hearing; or

(ii) mailed at least 10 days before the public hearing to:

(A) each property owner whose land is directly affected by the land use ordinance
change; and

(B) each adjacent property owner within the parameters specified by county ordinance.

(3) Each notice of a public meeting under Subsection (1)(b) shall be at least 24 hours
before the hearing and shall be posted:

(a) in at least three public locations within the county; or

(b) on the county's official website.

(4) () If a county plans to hold a public hearing in accordance with Section

17-27a-502 to adopt a zoning map or map amendment. the municipality shall send a courtesy

notice to each owner of private real property whose property is located entirely or partially

within the proposed map at least 10 days prior to the scheduled day of the public hearing.

(b)_The notice shall:
(i) identify with specificity each owner of record of real property that will be affected

by the proposed zoning map or map amendments;
{ii) state the current zone in which the real property is located:

(iii) state the proposed new zone for the real property:

(iv) provide information regarding or a reference to the proposed regulations,

prohibitions, and permitted uses that the property will be subject to if the zoning map or map

amendment is adopted:
(v) state that the owner of real property may no later than 10 days after the day of the

first public hearing file a written objection to the inclusion of the owner's property in the

proposed zoning map or map amendment:
(vi) state the address where the property owner should file the protest;

(vii) notify the property owner that each written objection filed with the county will be
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provided to the municipal legislative body; and

(viii) state the location, date, and time of the public hearing described in Section

17-27a-502.

{c) If a county mails notice t0 a property owner in accordance with Subsection (2)(c)(ii)

for a public hearing on a_zoning map or map amendment. the notice required in this Subsection

{4) may be included in or part of the notice described in Subsection (2)(c)(ii) rather than sent

separately.
Section 4. Section 17-27a-502 is amended to read:

17-27a-502. Preparation and adoption of land use ordinance or zoning map.

(1) The planning commission shall:

(a) provide notice as required by Subsection 17-27a-205(1)(a) and, if applicable,
Subsection 17-27a-205(4);

(b) hold a public hearing on a proposed land use ordinance or zoning map; [and]

(¢) if applicable. consider each written objection filed in accordance with Subsection

17-27a-205(4) prior to the public hearing: and

[€e}] (d) (i) prepare and recommend to the legislative body a proposed land use
ordinance or ordinances and zoning map that represent the planning commission’s
recommendation for regulating the use and development of land within all or any part of the
unincorporated area of the county[]: and

(i) forward to the legislative body all objections filed in accordance with Subsection

17-27a-205(4).

(2) The county legislative body shall consider each proposed land use ordinance and

zoning map recommended to it by the planning commission, and, after providing notice as
required by Subsection 17-27a-205(1)(b) and holding a public meeting, the legislative body
may adopt or reject the proposed ordinance or map either as proposed by the planning

commiission or after making any revisien the county legislative body considers appropriate.




NOTICE OF INTENT

Before preparing any general plan
amendment must provide 10 calendar
. day notice of intent to prepare
amendment

Notice of Intent shall be provided to:
affected entities; automated
geographic reference center;

association of governments; and
UPNW

General Plan Amendments

NOTICE OF FIRST PUBLIC HEARING

Must provide 10 calendar day notice of
the first public hearing on general plan
amendment

Notice of first public hearing shall be
provided by: posting on UPNW; posting
on City website; publishing in newspaper;
and mailing to affected entities

APPLICANT NOTICE

City must provide applicant with notice of the date,
time and place of each public hearing and public
meeting to consider general plan amendment and
must provide applicant with copy of Staff Report at
least 3 business days before the hearing or meeting

NOTICE OF MEETING

City must provide 24 hour notice of the
agenda, date, time and place of public
meeting

Notice of meeting shall be provided by:
posting at City Hall; posting on UPNW;
posting on City website; and providing
notice to newspaper or media
correspondent

PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARING

ON GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT

NOTICE OF MEETING

City must provide 24 hour notice of the
agenda, date, time and place of the public
meeting

Notice of the meeting shall be provided by: [

posting at City Hall; posting on UPNW;
posting on City website; and provideing
notice to newspaper or media
correspondent

CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARING ON
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT




NOTICE OF FIRST PUBLIC HEARING

Must provide 10 calendar day notice of the
first public hearing on zoning ordinance text
amendments

Notice of first public hearing shall be provided
by: posting on UPNW,; posting on City
website; publishing in newspaper; and

mailing to affected entities

Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments

APPLICANT NOTICE

City must provide applicant with notice of
the date, time and place of each public
hearing and public meeting to consider

zoning ordinance text amendment and must
provide applicant with copy of Staff Report
at least 3 business days before the hearing
or meeting

NOTICE OF MEETING

City must provide 24 hour notice of the agenda,
date, time and place of public meeting

Notice of meeting shall be provided by: posting
at City Hall; posting on UPNW; posting on City
website; and providing notice to newspaper or

media correspondent

PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARING ON
ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT

NOTICE OF MEETING

City must provide 24 hour notice of the agenda,
date, time and place of public meeting

Notice of meeting shall be provided by: posting
at City Hall; posting on UPNW; posting on City
website; and providing notice to newspaper or

media correspondent

CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARING ON ZONING
ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT




Zoning Map Amendments

NOTICE OF FIRST PUBLIC HEARING APPLICANT NOTICE

E\gfuf,: > ;ﬁ:t'deuiﬂ 5 i':;r?:r iivzgﬁf:e COURTESY NOTICE TO PROPERTY City must provide applicant with
mapp amendmer?ts g OWNERS notice of the date, time and
Must provide 10 calendar day place of each public hearing and
courtesy notice of first public  |— e public meeting todconmderd
Notice of first public hearing shall be hearing on rezone to each owner zoning map amen _m_Er\t an
provided by: posting on UPNW; of private real property whose must provide applicant with
posting on City website; publishing in property is subject to rezone copy of Staff Report at least 3
newspaper; and maiing to affected busmes_s days befo.re the
entities hearing or meeting.

NOTICE OF MEETING

City must provide 24 hour notice of the
REendd, cate, tr'n”;Zt‘i’;‘:Sp*ace of publlc PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC
HEARING ON ZONING MAP
Notice of meeting shall be provided by: AMENDMENT
posting at City Hall; posting on UPNW;
posting on City website; and providing notice
to newspaper or media correspondent

NOTICE OF MEETING

City must provide 24 hour notice of the agenda,
date, time and place of public meeting

Notice of meeting shall be provided by: posting at c
City Hall; posting on UPNW; posting on City
website; and providing notice to newspaper or
media correspondent

CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARING ON ZONING

MAP AMENDMENT




CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Staff Backup Report
2/4/2014

ltem No. 6.

Short Title: Planning Commission recommendation for public process to amend the West
Centerville Neighborhood Plan

Initiated By: City Council and Planning Commission
Scheduled Time: 8:55
SUBJECT

Approve the process and initiate action for a General Plan Update for the West Centerville
Neighborhood Plan

RECOMMENDATION

Discuss the process proposed by the Planning Commission for updating the West Centerville
Neighborhood Plan (i.e. west of I-15) and agree upon any changes to that process.

BACKGROUND

Last year both the City Council and Planning Commission adopted the work program goal of
updating the General Plan for the area west of I-15. The attachments explain the need for an
update and the proposed process.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

D Staff Report
G Event Planner




CENTERVILLE CITY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
655 North 1250 West, Centerville, Utah 84014
(801) 292-8232

STAFF TRANSMITTAL REPORT

DATE: JANUARY 23, 2014

TO: STEVE THACKER, CITY MANAGER
FROM: CORVIN M. SNYDER, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

AGENDA REQUEST: PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION FOR
THE PUBLIC PROCESS TO AMEND THE WEST
CENTERVILLE NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE THE PROCESS AND INITATE ACTION FOR A
GENERAL PLAN UPDATE FOR THE WEST
CENTERVILLE NEIGHBORHOOD PLLAN

BACKGROUND
As part of the “work program” goals for the Community Development Department, both the
Planning Commission and City Council agreed to undertake a General Plan Update for the West
Centerville Neighborhood. This goal was in response to the introduction of the residential uses of
the Legacy Crossing at Parrish Lane Development (aka: Megaplex Theater). The update was to
evaluate how introducing the residential uses in the Legacy-Parrish Gateway area affects the land
use pattern in the immediate area and if and what changes ought to be considered in the future
land use pattern for this area.

During the latter part of 2013, the Planning Commission began discussions about how such an
update process ought to proceed. On January 22, 2014, the Planning Commission solidified a
process outline for implementing a neighborhood plan update.

Although, the process is being presented in a calendar type format, it’s the process outline that is
being recommended by the Planning Commission. The purpose of the calendar is to understand
the time commitment it takes to undertake this particular process and the dates, weeks, and
months can be adjusted to when an actual oversight committee is selected.




WEST CENTERVILLE. SCHEDULE

february

MAST Y WL TH] E 30§
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june

WEST CENTERVILLE NEIGHBORHOOD AMENDMENT

PROJECT TIMELINE
Formal Process Implementation for Planning
TR g s e e, Ly JULY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
Formal Process Implementation for City Councit
Raview tind AdbpioH AUGUST AUGUST 4655 NORTH 1250 WEST

CENTERVILLE, UTAH 84014
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ltem No. 7.

Short Title: Actions relating to construction of Main & Parrish Intersection Project
Initiated By: City Manager

Scheduled Time: 9:15

SUBJECT

a. Approve construction engineering management contract

b. Approve sale of City property to UDOT

c. Authorize Mayor to consent to the award of construction contract

RECOMMENDATION

a. Approve contract for Construction Engineering Management services relating to the
construction of the Parrish & Main Intersection Project, with Horrocks Engineering, Inc. in the
maximum amount of $117,855.25.

b. Approve sale of 553 square feet of City-owned property to UDOT for the Parrish & Main
Intersection Project, for the amount of $3456.

c. Authorize Mayor to "concur” with the award of a bid to construct the Parrish & Main Intersection
Project, conditioned upon adequate funding as established in the Federal Aid Agreement approved
earlier by the City Council.

BACKGROUND

a. UDOT recommended Horrocks Engineering, Inc. to provide Construction Engineering
Management (CEM) services for this project. They made this selection from a pool of engineering
companies that are gualified to provide such services for federal aid projects, which have many
special regulations. Per UDOT or Federal regs, the CEM services must be provided by a different
engineering company than those which provided design services (ES| and Lochner). These
expenses are covered by the Federal Aid Agreement approved earlier by the City Council.
Pertinent excerpts of the CEM contract are attached.

b. Centerville City owns a narrow strip of property, 7 feet wide and 241 feet long, that runs through
the front yards of the first three homes north of Wells Fargo Bank. The southern portion of this
strip is needed for the construction of the intersection improvements. UDOT offered to buy the
entire strip from the City. However, at their January 21 meeting, the City Council directed staff to
divide off the portion needed by UDOT and offer to sell the remainder to the homeowners. Staff
recommend the strip of land be divided at the property line between the first and second homes.
The portion in front of the first home would be sold to UDOT. This is 553 square feet. At $6.25 per
square foot (the same value used in compensating this homeowner for sale of a sliver of land to
UDOT), total value would be $3456. The project contractor will replace concrete driveway and
repair/restore the lawn and sprinkler system. The City Manager will contact the owners of the
second and third homes to see if they want to purchase the remainder of the narrow strip from the




City. If not, the City will remain the owner, per the City Council's direction on January 21.

c. The "Federal Aid Agreement for Local Agency Project" (attached)-the governing document
pertaining to the funding of this project--was approved by the City Council in 2012. it shows total
project funding of $1,634,861--consisting of $1,197,876 of Federal funds, $350,000 from the State
(UDOT), and $86,985 from the City. According to UDOT, once the Federal Aid Agreement is
approved for a Local Agency Project, UDOT normally needs only a signature from the Mayor or
City Manager to approve contracts for engineering, construction, etc. In other words, according to
the UDOT project manager for this intersection project, it is an anomaly for city councils to be
involved in approving these various contracts once the Federal Aid Agreement is approved. in
Centerville's case, City staff were being conservative in following the City's own purchasing policy
when it brought these contracts to the Council for approval. In keeping with that pattern, the
Horrocks contract for CEM services is on this agenda for approval (see item "a" above). However,
UDOT has asked that Centerville City allow the construction contract to be awarded--with
the Mayor's "concurring” signature--without coming back to the City Council for approval.
UDOT's practice and desire is to award construction contracts as soon as they have determined
the lowest responsible bidder and have checked the bid calculations. This allows UDOT to release
the bid bonds for the unsuccessful contractors so they have capacity to bid on other projects right
away. This is particulary important to the smaller contractors, which are likely to be attracted to
Centerville's project. Under this scenario, if UDOT concludes after opening bids that there is not
enough funding remaining to cover the construction bid, then a new Federal Aid Agreement will be
prepared for the City Council's consideration. If this happens, most of the additional funding would
again come from Federal and State sources, with a small share from the City (i.e. 6.77% of the
total of the Federal and local government funds).

ATTACHMENTS:

Description
I  CEMContract - Horrocks

B Federal Aid Agreement
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

GCEMN

STATE OF UTAH

LocAL GOVERNMENT CONTRACT NO. _ Hme
ENGINEERING SERVICES EFFECTIVE DATE _ Wﬁ
2013-2016 LG POOL (DIRECT SELECT) TRACKING NO. prm

CosT PLus FiIXeD FEE

Project No.: F-0106(1133

PIN Description: SR-106; MAIN STREET & PARRISH LANE
FINET Prog No.: 5276413C

PiN No.: 7194

Work Discipline: Construction Engineering Management

1.

CONTRACTING PARTIES: This contract is between Centerville City, referred to as LOCAL AUTHORITY
and

Horrocks Engineers, Inc Legal Status of Consultant: For Profit Corporation
2162 West Grove Pkwy Ste 400
Pleasant Grove, UT 84062 Fed ID No.:  87-0296502

referred to as CONSULTANT, and approved by the Utah Department of Transportation, referred to as
DEPARTMENT.

REASON FOR CONTRACT: The LOCAL AUTHORITY does not have sufficient qualified staff to
complete the work required in the suggested time frame and the CONSULTANT is professionally qualified
and willing to assist the LOCAL AUTHORITY with Construction Engineering Management services as
further described in Attachment C.

PROJECT/CONTRACT PERIOD: The project/contract will terminate December 22, 2014, unless
otherwise extended or canceled in accordance with the terms and conditions of this contract.

CONTRACT COSTS: The CONSULTANT will be paid a maximum of $117,855.25 for costs authorized by
this Contract as further described in Attachment D.

ATTACHMENTS INCLUDED AS PART OF THIS CONTRACT:
Attachment A - Certification of Consultant and Local Authority
Attachment B — Standard Terms and Conditions
Attachment € — Services Provided by the Consuliant
Attachment D — Fees

The parties below hereto agree to abide by all the provisions of this contract. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the
parties sign and cause this contract to be executed.

CONSULTANT - Hoz{ocks Engineers, Inc LOCAL AUTHORITY - Centerville City
By Z\( \ : / 21261% sy
| 14 itie:
Title: E;(r_,f qu\JJ \}11 u:—*ﬁ" (\JED;\JDae Title Date
UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT Comptroller’s Office
By: . ﬂ'éﬁ*ﬁa By:
Title:  Endinetj)for Préginstruction Date Title:  Contract Administrator Date
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CERTIFI\CAT!ON OF CONSULTANT

| hereby certify thaf i, ZJ\ [V, i YOS AS _am a duly authorized representative of
Horrocks Engineers, Inc and th)ér meither | northe above CONSULTANT | hereby represent has:

(a) employed or retained for commission, percentage, brokerage, contingent fee, or other
consideration, any firm or person (other than a bona fide employee working solely for me or the
above CONSULTANT) to sclicit or secure this contract,

{b) agreed, as an express or implied condition for obtaining this contract, to employ or retain the
services of any firm or person in connection with carrying out the contract, or

{c) paid, or agreed to pay to any firm, organization or person (other than a bona fide employee
working solely for me or the above CONSULTANT) any fee, contribution, donation, of
consideration of any kind for, or in connection with, procuring or carrying out the contract; except
as hereby expressly stated (if any):

| acknowledge that this certificate is to be furnished to the Utah Department of Transportation and the Federal
Highway Administration in connection with this contract involving participatlgn of Federal-aid Highway Funds, and
is subject to applicable State and Federal laws, both criminal and civil. i

e

-

\/ 2] zod “

< \ = ’ \S\ﬂ"—-—‘n
U Date CONSULTANT Signature/Title

CERTIFICATION OF LOCAL AUTHORITY

| hereby certify that | am the of Centerville City and that the
above CONSULTANT or its representative has not been required, directly or indirectly as an express or implied
condition in connection with obtaining or carrying out this contract, to:

(a) employ or retain, or agree to employ or retain, any firm or persan, or

{h) pay, or agree to pay, to any firm, person, or organization, any fee, contribution, donation, or

consideration of any kind; except as hereby expressly stated (if any):

| acknowledge that this certificate is subject to applicable State and Federal laws, both criminal and civil.

Date Centerviite City Signature
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SERVICES PROVIDED BY THE CONSULTANT

SCOPE SUMMARY:

This is a Local Government project with Steve Thacker from Centerville City being the principal decision
maker. This contract is for complete CEM services with the Consultant being the Resident Engineer and
will confer with the Construction Contractor in behalf of the City and UDOT during the construction of the
project. The Consultant will provide contro! over the Project as described in the most current UboT
Construction Manual of Insiruction. UDOT's District Engineer will exercise oversight control over the
Project. This will include periodic audits, budget control, praocess reviews, and other involvement.

2, SCOPE DOCUMENTS:
Following are the scope items contained in this attachment pages 2 through 12:
(a) Approval Memo
{b) Detailed Work Plan
{c) Personnel,’Staffing Plan
(d) Schedule

m Completion: All work shall begin within seven (7) days of notice to proceed and shall be
completed by December 22, 2014.

(2) Project/Contract Period: The project/contract will terminate December 22, 2014, unless
otherwise extended or canceled in accordance with the terms and conditions of this
contract. If additional time is required heyond the project completion date, the
CONSULTANT shall submit a "Contract Time Extension Modification” to the LOCAL
AUTHORITY and the DEPARTMENT’S Project Manager for approval and processing.

(e) Certificate of Insurance

Revised 7/21/09 Page C10f12




HORROCKS ENGINEERS, INC

Prime
UDOT Executive Summary
Contract Nurber: - "| new
‘Project Number {Fotos(1n3 . [hoenf719s | - UBOT Project Manager: - | Bret Slater
PIN.Description '| SR-106; MAIN STREET & PARRISH LANE

Brief Description

This contract is for Construction Engineering Services for the project F-0106(11)3. The scope of this project is to
add upgrade the existing signal, add dual left turns, widen existing intersection and upgrade ped ramps.
HORROCKS Engineers will provide Construction Engineering Services for the Utah Department of
Transpaortation. The werk will include project administration, meetings, inspection, and documentaticn, material

testing, pay requests, and close out,.

HORROCKS will act as UDOT's consultant and will hayve administrative responsibility and authority to enforce the

contract documents. The project will be staffed by engineers, technicians and administrative personnel during

construction.

Project Team

No sub consuitants
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#\ssumptions

UDQT will advertise this project as a price pius time contract and the contractors schedule is unknow. The cost
estimate will assume 45 calendar days which will work out to be 6 weeks. The contractor has not submitted hig

actual work schedute and we are making the following assumptions
Pre-construction:

Resident Engineer will work 30 hours preview plans, submittals, meeting with contractors and

conduction the pre-construction meeting.
FE will work 28 hours assisting the RE with the same duties

Inspectors will work 18 hours reviewing plans setting up materials tracking software and attending

pre caonstruction meeting
Cffice Staff will work 20 hours setting up project and preparing for meetings
Construction

Resident Engineer will work 117 hours during this phase

Field Engineer will work 20 hours/week far 6 weeks

Inspectors will work 10 hours pér day & days/week for 6 weeks
Lab Technician will work 60 hours testing concrete, HMA and soils.

Office Manager and office tech will work combined 240 hours, working an DBE, EEQ, payralls,

Estimates, Project filas (PW) and reviewing quantities,

Project Close out
The entire staff will work 2 combinad effort of 164 hours
Phasing

The pre-construction work is anticipated to begin in April 2014 when the praject advert. The canstruction wil!
being May 2014 and will be completed by July 2014 and final close out of the profect in October 2014.The
contract is a Cost Plus Fixed Fee, HORROCKS will invoice UDOT Monthly far the priar monthly services which
include time, expensas, fixed fee earned as incurred and terms of payment will be 30 days. The fee is fixed,
however any labor, overhead, and direct expenses not expended will not be charged. This type of contract is
applicable because the majority of the costs are labor related and HORROCKS has been financially screened to

perform these services at the approved overhead rates.
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‘Fee Type

The contractis a Cost Plus Fixed Fee. HORROCKS will inveice UDOT Monthly for the prior monthly services which

include time, expenses, fixed fee earned as incurred and terms of payment will be 30 days, The fee is fixed, howaver

any labor, overhead, and direct expenses not expended will not be charged. This type of contract is applicable because

the majority of the costs are labor

the approved overhead rates.

refated and HORROCKS has been financially screened to perform these services at
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State of Utah N
Department of Transpottation L

R LTI COMIMTES

id Agreement Maximum Project
Federal A g . Centerviliz City - Stave Thacker Lo Value Authorized
for Local Agency Project A
CFDA MNo. 20,205 _ . 51.634.861
PIN Number ' Project Number Agreement Number
7194 FO106(11)3 {Assigned By Comptrollers)
FINET Number Project Location
52764 SR-106 MAIN STREET & PARRISH LANE 128644
FMIS Number Date Executed
FOQ5595
-\~

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) will authorize the Local Agency to proceed on the project upon execution
of this agreement providing the Local Agency has complied, or hereby agreed to comply, with the terms and conditions
set forth in (1) Title 23, U.S. Code Highways, (2) the regulations issued pursuant thereto, (3) Office of Management and
Budget Circulars A-102, A-B7, and A-133, (4) Utah State Code, (5) Utah Department of Transportation Local Government
and State Aid Project Guide, (B) the Federal Aid Project Agreement entered into between UDOT and the Federal Highway
Adninistration (FHWA), relative to the above project. Faderal funds which are to be obligated for the project may not
exceed the amount shown herein, without written authority by UDOT, subject to the approval of FHYWA, Al project costs
not reimbursed by FHWA shail be the responsibility of the Local Agency. The Local Agency is responsible for all
increased costs to UDQT if the Local Agency decides not to proceed after signing this agreement. No costs are eligible
for federal-aid reimburseément unfi authorized by the FHWA through Form R-709, Request for Federal Aid Project

Approval, separate from this Local Agancy Agreement,

State Wide Transportation improvement Program STIP 2012 - 2015

Fund® Prior | 2012 2013 2014 205 | Total - FedAid State Other Pt
CMaQ WERC | SA7161] S1217.7001 i) T 306 $1.284.881] 51.197.878] M SR 085 577
ST SIGNALS s3se000] sgk §0. 80 . S8i  §350.000 80 5350.000 so oo%

~ Tolak|  s417.161] S1217.700] S0 sol S0l 51.634.861] §1.197876]  $350000] — S86985]  5.37%
“hrtecd e pdpt i a i gt ety et s o ’ o ’ 7

Upon signing this agreement the Local Agency agrees o pay its estimated maiching share in phases when requested by
UDOT. Phases lypically include environmental, design, right-of-way and construgtion. The tocal match for this project is
represented by the perceniages. of the Total Project Valug shown sbove. In addition the Local Agency agrees to pay
100% of the overruns that exceed $1.63¢ 881 and ahy ineligible costs when réguested by LDOT,

UDOT will request payment of matching shares and overruns through an emait that will be sent to Steve Thacker at
STEVETECENTERVILLEUT.COM the Local Agency Gontact. The Local Agency shall pay within 30 days after each
payment reques!. The Local Agency shall make the check payahle to the Utai: Department of Transportation referencing
the project number above and mail to UDOT Comptrolier's Officg, 4501 South 2700 West, Box 1415010, Salt Lake City,

Utah B4114-1510.

tHah Department of Transportation

Date l,]%!! 1% ‘:“7‘;7’4" __ Daez-gurz

(R{eﬁlon Director

tof5
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Provisions

. Roles and Responsibilities:

In accordance with 23 U.S.C. 106® and 23 CFR
635.105 the Utah Department of Transportation is
responsible for acting on beshalf of the Federal
Highway Administration in the determination of
federal-aid eligibility on ail Local Agercy Federal-aid
projects as described in Appendix C of the FHWA-
UDOT Stewardship Oversight Agreement.

Il.  Project Authorization for Federal-aid:

The Local Agengy, through UDOT, must obtain an
Authorization to proceed from FHWA besfore
beginning work on any Federal-aid project. Federa!
funds shall not participate in costs incurred prior to the
date of Authorization except as provided by 23 CFR
1.9(b).

I, Agreement provisions:

The Local Agency accepts and agrees to comply with
the applicable terms and conditions set forth in tifle
23, U.5.C,, the regulations issued pursuant thereto,
the policies and procedures promulgated by FHWA
relative to the designated project covered by the
agresment, and all other appiicable Federal laws and
regulations.

" IV. Liability:
Local Agency agrees to hold harmless and indemnify
UDOT, its officers, employees and agents

{indemnities) from and against all claims, suits and
costs, including attorneys' fees for injury or damags of
any kind, arising out of the Local Agency's negligent
acts, errors or omissions in the performance of this
project, and from and against all claims, suits and
costs, including attorneys' feas for injury or damage of
any kind, arising out of Indemnities' failure to inspect,
discover, correct, or otherwise address any defect,
dangsrous coadition or other condition created by or
resulting from Local Agency's negligent acts, errors or
omissions in the performance of this project.

Any periodic plan and specification review or
construction inspection performed by UDOT arising
out of the performance of the project does not relieve
the Locatl Agency of its duty in the performance of this
‘project or to ensure compliance with acoeptabls
standards,

V. Termination:
This agreement may be terminated as follows:

a. By mutual agreement of the parties, in writing

b. By either UDOT or the Local Agency for failure of
the other party to Rulfiil their obligations as set
forth in the provisions of this agreement
Reasonable allowances will be made for
circumstances beyond the contral of the parties.
Written nofice of intent to terminate is required
and shall specify the reasons for termination.

c. By UDOT for the convenience of the State upon
written notice to the Local Agency.

Revized 11-7-11
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d. Upon satisfaciory completion of the provisions of
this agreement.

€. By UDQOT, in the event that construction of the
project for which this design engineering is
undertaken is not started by the close of the fifth
fiscal year following the fiscal year in which this
agreement is executed.

VI. Single Audit Act:

The Local Agency, as a sub-recipient of federal funds,
shall adhere to the Federal Office of Management and
Budgst {OMB) Circular A-133, Audits of States, Local
Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations,
http.//www.whitehouse.gov/iomb/circulars/a133/a133.h
tm!. A sub-reciplent who expends $500,000 or more
in federal awards from all sources during a given
fiscal year shall have a single or program-specific
audit performed for that year in accordance with the
provision of OMB Circular A-133. Upon conclusion of
the A-133 audit, the Local Agericy shall be
responsible for ensuring that a copy of the report is
transmitted to the Utah Department of Trangportation,
Internal Audit, 4501 S 2700 W, Box 148230, Salt Lake
City, Utah 84114.8230.

Vil. Maintenance:

The Local Agency shall propery maintain and restore
each type of roadway, sfructure and facility as nearly
as possible in its ariginal condition as constructed or
improved in accordance with State and Federal
requirements. Future utility instaflations will ba made
according fo  UDOT's = "Regulations for the
Accommodation of Utilities on Federal-aid and Non
Federal-aid Highway Right-of-Way."

VI,  Availability of Records:

For a perfod not less then three (3} years from the
date of final project close out with Federal
Govemment, the Local Agency accounting records
peraining to the federal aid project are to be kept
available for inspeciion and audit by the State and
Federal Government, or furnished upon regquest.

IX. Payment and Reimbursement to UDOT:
UDQT shall nat be ultimately responsible for any of
the cost of the project The Local Agency shalt be
responsible for all costs associated with the project
which are not reimbursed by the Federal Govermnment.
For a Joint Highway Committee project, the federal
participation for construction engineering costs is
limited to 20 percent of the construction contract
costs,

Funds requested beyond the amount set forth will
require execution of a Supplermental Financial
Agreement.

If the project averruns in costs, the Local Agency shall
pay the additional amouni required within 30 days of
receiving the invoice. Should the Local Agency fali to
reimburse UDOT for costs that excead the federal
reimbursement, federal funding for other Local
Agency projects or B&C road funds may be withheld
until payment is made.




if the advanced amount exceeds the Local Agency's
share of project cost, UDOT will return the amount of
overpayment to the Local Agency upon financial close
out of the project.

UDQOT shall provide the Local Agency with a quartery
statement reflecting a cost summary of project costs.

X. Reimbursement Claims by Local Agency:
The Local Agency shall bill UDOT for eligible federal
aid project cost incurred after FHWA approval for
autharization to proceed (form R708) and in
canformity with applicable federal and state laws.
Authorized Local Agency reimbursement claims
should be submitted to UDCT Project Manager.
Reimbursements to the Local Agency for right of way
claims are classified as a pass-through of Federal
funds from UDQT to the Local Agency. Expenditures
by the Local Agency for general administration,
supervision, and other overhead shail nct be eligible
for federal participation unless an indirect cost plan
has been approved by the Federal government.

XI. Right of Way:

The Local Agency shall comply with 23 CFR 710.203
for FHWA reimbursement requests of real property
acquisitions. A Local Agency shall not request
reimbursement for excess acquisitions which are not
eligible for FHWA reimbursement under 23 CFR
710.203  hitp:ifwww. gpozsgeess.qoviciiiretrieve. himl
{(6) Propery not incorporated into a project funded
under title 23 of the United States Code.

For real property disposals the Local Agency shall
comply with 23 CFR 710.409 and 710.403. The Local
Agency should have property management records,
whiich identify inventories of real property considered
excess to project needs. f a Local Agency
determines that real property initially acquired as part
of the project is declared excess and disposed of the
Local Agency must comply with 23 CFR 710.409 and
71C.403. This requires that the Federal share of net
incame from the sale or lease of real property
acquired with Federal assistance be used for Title 23

eligible projects. Refer o
http;//www.gpoaccess govicfriretrieve. htmi for

additional information.  The Local Agency shall
deposit the net proceeds from the sale or lease with
UDOT to be applied towards a Title 23 efigible project
as authorized by the appropriate Metropalitan
Planning Organization or the Joint Highway
Committee.

For UDOT right-of-way ceriifications required for
advertising access the following:

htto: wwwr.udat utsh. covimain/i?o= 1000001 T.V:80
8.34728

Xil. Change in Scope and Schedule:
Local Agency recognizes that if a project scope
changes from the original intent of the project
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application, the project will need to be re-evaluated by
the respansible agency that programmed the project.
Such a review may result in apgroval of the scope
change, removai from the pregram, or adjustment in
the federal aid funds programmed for the project,

Local Agency is responsibie for the schadule of the
project. if the project cannot progress as
programmed, the responsible programming agency
imay advance other projects and require the project to
wait for next available funding.

Any change orders reguired fo mest the terms and
conditions of the construction contract will be initiated
by UDOT. UDOT will natify the Local Agency of any
such change orders.

At the Local Agency's request, UDOT will initiate
change orders that cover betterments.

The Local Agency agrees they will be responsible for
106% of the costs of all change orders on the project
not reimbursed by FHWA,

Xlli. UDOT Service Costs:

UDOT may provide expartise in project management,
cantract preparation, design plan reviews, advertising,
construction materials varification/certification,
technical assistance, engineering services or cther
services as needed. Appropriate charges for these
costs will be included in invoices ta the Local Agency.

XIV. H.B. 296 (UCA 72-5-108.5. Class B and
C Roads - Federal-aid Highway Construction
Contracts):

If the local authority desires to participate as provided .
in HB. 286 (General Session 2G41) to be an
additional contracting party and included as an
additional bondholder or obligee on the performance
bond, a signed lefter is to be included as an
attachment to this Federal Aid Agreement. This letter
must be on Local Agency letterhead and signed by
the same individual that has signed the first page of
this Federal Aid Agresment. This provision applies
only to Federally Funded projects and only on 8 and
Croads. (Provision added November 7, 2017.)

XV. Content Review
Language content was reviewed and approved by the
Utah AG's office on November 7, 2011.



GENERAL (FHWA)} PROVISIONS FOR FEDERAL-AID AGREEMENT

1. General Provislons: The Grantee will comply with all Federal laws and
requirements which are applicable tnv&rant agresments, and imposed by the
Federa! Highway Administration (FHWA)} concerning spacial requirements of
law, program requirements, and other administrative requirements.

2. Modification: This agreement may be amended at any time by a written
modification properly egecuted by ho’trh the FHWA and we)érantee.

3. Retention and Gustodia! for Records: .
(2} Financial recards, supporting documents, statistical records, and all
ather recards pertinent 1o this instrument shall be retained for a period of

three (3) years, with the following exception:

51) If any litigation, claim, or audit is started before the expiration of the
-year periog. the records shall be retained untii all litigation claims, or
audit findings invalving the records have been resolved.

2) Records for non-expendable property, if any, required with Federal
’unds shall be retained for three years after its final disposition.

{32 When records are transferred to or maintained by FHWA, the 3-year
retention requirement is not applicable to the recipient.

{b} The retention period starts from the date of the submission of the final
expenditure report,

The Secretary of Transportation and the Complroller General of the
United States; o7 any of their duly authorzed representatives, shall have
access to any pertinent books, documents, papers, and records of the
recipient, and its contractors and subcontractors, to meke audils,

examinations, excerpts, and dranscripts,

4. Equal Employment Opportunity: . . .
(53 Tha applcationfremglent agrees 1o incorporate in all contracts having a
,000, the provisions raquiring compliance with
Executive Order 11246, as amended, and imglemantln regulations of
the United States Department of Labor at 41 CFR 6C, the provisions of
which, other than the standard EEO clause and applicable goais for
e:f"ployment of minofities and women, may be incorporated by
reference.

(b} The application/recipient agrees to ensure that ifs contractors and
subconiraciors, regardless of tier, awarding contracts andfor issuing
purchase orders for matenal..supglles. or eguipment over $10,400 in
value will incorporate the required EEQ provisions in such contracts and
purchase orders,

The applicant/recipient further agrees that its own employment policies
and practices will be without diserimination based on race, color, religion
sex, naliona! ongin, handicap or age; and that it has or wil develop an
submit fo FHWA by Augusi 1 an affirnative’ action plan consistent with
the Uniform Guidelines on Employee Section Procedures, 29 CFR 1607,
and the Affirmative Action Guidelines, 25 CFR 1608.

5. Capeland Act: Al contracts in excess of $2,000 for constructon _or repair
awarded by recipient and its coniractors or subcontracters shall include a
provision for compliance with the Capeland "Anti-Kick Back" Act (18 U.5.C.
874) as supplemented In Department of Labor regulations (29 CFR, Part 3,
This act provides that each condractor or subcontractor shall be prohibited
from inducing, by any means, and perscn employed in the constructior,
completion, or regair of public work, or give up anﬁ part of the compensation
to which he is otherwise entitied. The recipient shall report all suspecied or
reported violafions to FHWA.

6. Davis-Bacon Act: When required by the Federal program ‘legislation, ali
construction confracts awarded by the recipient and jts conbractors or
subcontractors of more than $2,000 shall include & provision for eampliance
with the Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. 2763 1o a-7) and as supplemented by
Department of Labor regulaticns {28 CFR, Parl 5}, " Under this act, contraciors
ghall be required to pay wages to lahcrers and mechanics at a rate not less
than the minimum wages specified in a wage getermination made by the
Secretary of Labor. [0 addition, contractors shall be required to ay wages
nof less than once a week, The recipient shall place a cop# of the current
prevailing wage delermination issued Dy the Department of Labor in each
solicitatien and the award of a contract shall be conditioned upon the accep-
tance of the wage determination. The recipient shall report all suspected er
reparted violations to the G/CAD.,

7. Centract Work Hours and Safe

(c

—

walue of over 31

(¢

£

Standards Act. Where applicable, ali
contracts awarded by reciplent In excess of 32,500 that mvolve the
employment of mechanics or laborars, shall Include a provision for
comeliance with sections 103 and 107 of the Cantract Work Hours and Safety
Standards Act (40 U.5.C. 327-330) as supplemented by Department of Lapar
regulation (29 CFR, Part 5). Under secgm 103 of the Act, each contractor
shall ba required to compute the wages or every mechanic and laborer on the
basis of a standard workday of 8 holrs and a stancard workweak of 40 hours,
Work jn excess of the standard workday or workweek is permissible gru\nde_d
that the warker js compensated at a 1ate of not less than 1-2 times the basic
rate of pa&for all hours worked in excess of 8 hours in any calendar day or 40
hors in the workweek. Section 107 of the Act i applicable to construction
woik provides that no Jaborer or mechanic shall ke required ko work in
surroundings or under working conditions which are unsanitary, hazardous, or
dangerous 1o his health and safety as determined under construction safety
and heallh standards promulgated by the Secretary of Labor, These
regmre_ment do not 2paly to the purchases of supplies or matenals or articles
ordinarily avadable on 1t¥e open market, or contracts for irersportation or
trans mission of intefligance.
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8. Access to Records: Al negatiated contracts (except those of $10,000 or
less) awarded by recipients shall include a provision_to the effect that the
recipient, FHWA, the Comptroller General of the United States, or any of
their duly authorized representatives, shall have Jdccess io any books,
documents, papers and records of the contractor which are directly pertinent
W0 2 specific program for the purpose of making audils, examinations,
excerpts, and iranscriptions.

9. Civil Ri?hts Act: The recipient shall comply with Title V! of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 (P.L. 88.352), and in sccordance with Title Vi of that Act, ne
person in the United States shall on the ground of race, coior, or national
origin, be exchided from participation in, be denied that benefits of, or be
otherwise subjected fo discrimination under any program or activity for which
the /ecipient recelved Federal financial assislance and shall immediately
take apr measures ne;c'ess_a?: ta effecluate this Agreement. It shall comply
with Tifle V1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1864 {42 U.5.C. 2000d) prohibiting
employment discrimination where;

(@) Tke primary purpase of and instrument is to provide employment, ar

(b} Diseriminatory employment practices w¥l result in unequal treafment
oftjp_e[;sons who are ar should be henefitting from the grant-aided
activity.

10.Nondiscrimination:  The applicantreciplent hereby agrees thal, as a
condition to receiving any Federal financial assistarce from the Department
of Transportation, it will comply with Tide VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964
(78 Stat 252, 42 U.5.C. 2000d), related nondiscrimination statutes, and
applicabla regulatory requirements 1o the end thal no person in the United
States shall, an the grounds of race, color, national origin, sex, handieap or
2ge, be excluded frorn participation in, be denied the benefits of, o atherwise
be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity for which the
applicani/recipient receives Federa] financial assistance. The spechic
requirements of the United Siates Department of Transportation standard
Civil Rights assurances with regard to the Siates' h hway safely programs
(required by 48 CFR 21.7 and on file with the U.S. DOT) are incorporated in
this grant agreement.

11.Rehabilitation Act: The recipient shall comg!% with Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended {29 U.S.C, 794, P.L. 93-112), and all
requirements imposed by or pursuant to the regulations of the Department of
Heallh, Education, and fare (45 CFR, Parts 80, 81, and 84J.tgrcmulgated
under the foregoing statute. It agrees that, in accordance with the !nregoin%
requirements, no otherwise quatified handicapped person, by reason o
handicap, shall be excluded from participatian in, be denied the benefit of, or
be subjected to discriminafion Under any program or activity receiving
Federal financial assistance, and that # shall take eny measures necessary
to effectuate this Agreement.

12. Government Rights {(Unlimited); FHWA shall have unlimited rights for the
benzfit of the Government in all other work devaloped in the performance of
this Agreement, including the right to use same on any other Govemment
work without additional cost to FHWA

13. Accountability of equipment acquired in prior years will be transterred o the
current year Grant. An updated inventory list will be provided by FrWA.

14.This Grant is subject fo the conditions specified In the enclosed Nagetiation
Dacument.

15, Drug-Free Workplace: By sigrin thisva\l‘greemeni, the retifjoient cerlifies that
it is'in sompllance with the Crug-Free Workplace Act (41 U S.C. Sec. 701 et
Tshs_q.] And implementing regutations (48 CFR Part 29), which require, in Ear:,

at graniees prohibit drug use in the workplace, nofify the FHWA of
emplu[yee corvictions for vidations of edminal drug laws occurang in the
wofkplace, and take appropriate personnel aclion against a convicted
employee or require the employee to paricipate in a drug abuse assistance
program.

16, Limitation on Use of Federal Funds for Labbying for Grants in Excess of
$100,000: By signir{? this agreement the reciplent deciares that it is in
compliance with 31 U.8.C. Sac. 1352, which prohibits the use of Federally
apprepriated funds to influence a Federal employse, officer, or Mernber of
Congress in connecticn with the making or modification of any Federal grant,
{oan, contract, or couﬁ)eraﬁve agreement.  Unless the payment of funds is
otherwise reported FHWA, signing this_ agreement conslitutes a
declaration tha! no funds, inc_tud’lng unds not Federally appropristed, were
used or afgreed 1o be used to influence this grant. .Recllments of subgrants in
excess of $100,000 must make tha same declarations to the grant racipient
With respect to the paymer! of funds not Fet:lara.\l%(’J appropriated by the
recipient and sub-racipients, the racipient must report io the FHWA the name
and address of each person paid or performing servicas far which payment is
made, the amount paid, and the activity for which the person was paid.

50036.2-M-34b
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CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Staff Backup Report
2/4/2014

ltem No. 8.

Short Title: Mayor's Report
initiated By:

Scheduled Time: 9:30
SUBJECT
RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

Mayor Cutler may wish to report on one or more matters, including UTOPIA.




CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Staff Backup Report
2/4/2014

ltem No. 9.

Short Title: City Manager's Report
Initiated By:

Scheduled Time: 9:40

SUBJECT

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

The City Manager may report on one or more matters.




CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Staff Backup Report
2/4/2014

ltem No. 10.

Short Title: Miscellaneous Business
Initiated By:

Scheduled Time: 9:50

SUBJECT

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

No specific matters are identified at this time.




CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Staff Backup Report
2/412014

ltem No. 11.
Short Title: Closed meeting, if necessary, for reasons allowed by state law , including, but not

limited to, the provisions of Section 52-4-205 of the Utah Open and Public Meetings Act, and for
attorney-client matters that are privileged pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78B-1-137, as amended

Initiated By:
Scheduled Time: 10:00
SUBJECT

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND




CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Staff Backup Report
2/4{2014

tem No. 12.

Short Titie: Possible action following closed meeting, including appointments to boards and
committees

Initiated By:

Scheduled Time: 10:00
SUBJECT
RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

Mayor Cutler may recommend appointments to City boards/committees.



CENTERVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Staff Backup Report
2/412014

ltem No.

Short Title: ftems of Interest (i.e., newspaper articles, not items on agenda)
Initiated By:

Scheduled Time:

SUBJECT

RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

Solid Waste Stafjstics

Newspaper article - Centerville hosts UTA open house
Newspaper aricle - Congestion-easing project moves ahead

Future Centerville Olympian?

Newspaper article - UTQPIA director resigns
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Waste Collection

By Tons
2009] Recycle Waste Green Total | Recycle %] Waste % | Green% y
September 82.85] N/A N/A B286] NA N/A /A Recycling
October 66.99 NiA VY 5699 N/A /A A
November 61.66; NA MNIA 61.66 N/A A NIA
December 85.83 460.01 NIA 545.84 15.72% 84.28% MN/A
1 2010] Recycle W Green Total | Recycle Waste % en%
January 68.06 303.07 MIA 371.13 18 34% 81.66% A
February 60.08 283.39 N/A 343.47 17.49% 82.51% INFA w2010
March 65.17 42751 INIA 492,78 13.22% 86.78% A g =201
{April Tz 436.21 N/A 513.43 15.04% B84 96% INIA o w2012
May 3.67 437.2 A 500.87 1271% 87.29% NIA #2013
June 2,61 587,36 MNA £664.97 12.33% 87 67% INCA
[July 8471 5475 MNIA 612,22 10.57% 89.43% NIA
August 5573 598.01 69.15 732.89] 8.97% 81.60% 9.44%
Seplember 7101 §70.94 65.09 707.04]  10.04% 80.75% 8.21%
Qetober 6291 430.08 44.94 537.83 11.69% 79.95% 8.35%
November 70.69 53593 61.85] €68.47| 1057%| B80.17% 9.25%
December 8371 482 26 NiA 565.97 14.79% 85.21% INIA
Totals B83557| 563957 24103] 5716.17 12.44% 83.97% 3.59%
2011] Recycle | Waste Green Total | Recycle %] Waste % | Green%
January €6.9 301 11 N/A 368.0 18.18% 81.82% 0.00%
February 50.49 290.42 NiA 240.9 14.81% 85.19% 0.00%
March 55.09 418.05 6.21 479.35 11.49% 87.21% 1.30%
April 59.66 40726 40.33 507.25 11.76% 80.29% 7.95%
Ma 72.26 57, 95.92 741.18 9.75 77.31% 2.94%
June 73.49 850. 102,15 82602 8.90% 78.74% 2.37%
July 65.71] 489 75.56 630.28 10.43% 771.59% 1.89% Waste
August 73.25 540. 8511 699.01]  10.489 77.35% 2.18%
September 66.45 512.48 74.85 653.7! 10.16% 78.39% 11.45%
October 63.11 422.37 59.11 544 5¢ 11.59%] 77.56%| 10.85%
Navember 74.36]  564.45 B4.24| 723.05] 10.28%| 7B.07%| 11.65% Ll
December 73.17 520.45] NA 50362] 12.33%| 87.67% 0.00%
Totals 793.94] 568583 62348 710705 1117%| 80.06% 877%
w2010
2 w2011
Reeycle | Waste Green | Total [Recycle %] Waste % | Green® ] k) .
74.08 369.25 [i] 44333] 1671%| 83.290% 0.00% e
65.77 328@ 0 393.85 16.70% 83.30% 0.00%
64.58 364.09 24.14 452.81 14.26% 80.41% 5.33%
61.46 472 64 62.6 596.7 10.30% 79.21% 10.49%
77.9. £698.78 129.8 906.51 8.60% 77.08% 14.22%
59.05 470.67 60.53 590.25 10.00% 79.74% 10.25%
62.0: 536.19 82.68 680.9 9.11% 7B.75% 12.14%
80.84 575.12 104.41 760.37 10.63% 75.64% 13.73%
60.5 488.29 85.22 634.01 9.54% 77.02% 13.44%
6822 532.93 81.14 £82.29 10.00% 78.11% 11.88%
70.09| 54029 84.74] 695.12] 1008%| 7773%| 12.19%
656.39 381.62 1] 448.01 14.82% 85.18% 0.00%
81094 575795 715.28] 7.284.15 11.13% 79.05% 9.82%
1 T Waste Green Total ecycle % \Wast n
January 7928 35568 [1] 434.96 18.23% B81.77% 0.00%
February 54.08 276.15 0 330.23 16.38% 83.62% 0.00%
March 6101 349.1 17.79 427.9 14.26% B81.58% 4.16%
| April 64.38 433234 52.07] S548.79] 11.71%| 78.82% 9.47% Green Waste
|Vay 74.35 64352 134 3 852.17 8.72% 75.52% 5.76%
June 66,66 493.37 4.1 654.13 10.19% 72.42% 4.39%
[July 74.61 54168 98.75 715.04 10.43% 75.76% 3.81%
August 67.1 503.99 92.41 663.5 10.11% 75.96% 13.93%
September 59.3 491.3 90.35 640.95 9.25% 76.65% 14.10%
Octaber 76.77 549.41 75.29 701.47 10.94% 73.32 10.73%
MNovember 65.64 470.69 83.66 619.99 10.59% 73.92% 13.48%
December 728] 39037 O 46317 15.72%| 84.28 00% sEn
Totals §15.98] 5498.60] 736.72| 7.05330| 11.57%| 77.96%| 1047% : RAYY
¥ w2012
%2013
Total tons 463.17 . : : -
Waste 84.28% B : g & - : & g
Recycle 15.72% = % 5 @ % i . .
e 0.00% vj‘ o & ?“v‘
%f:in 100.00% s’*‘f & i # a:f‘eiqp qpe'@a c’fe
% of Primary
Primary residential waste cans - 4,183  100.00%
Secondary residential waste cans - 748 17.83%
Recycling cans - 3,651 B87.28%
Green waste cans - 1111 26.56%
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pality big

serm at

itol

!‘glslators talked of

d to improve air qual-
{he Wasatch Front,

ﬁaze enveloped the

1pitol where they met.
iDavis County legislo-

‘spotisoring bills to
; the problem.

to by Louise R. Shaw |
s Davis Clipper

YUISE R. SHAW
1- Staff Writer

IIIINGTON — With
ie dissenting vote,
school Board adopted
htibn in support of a
sdévelopment project
i.r'ﬁeld’s FrontRunner

L1:uae:cl this project very
;said ‘Tamara Lowe,
pres,ldent as she Cast

t of six votes in favor
ifiterlocal agreemnent
:if Clearfield City and
i¥is Schoot District.

ite was talen at the

s tegularly scheduled
ig Jan. 21.

-agteement will allow
i dollars generated by
djéet to go into infra-
Ire improvements and
ing structure related
levetopment for a set
I-of time.

{e pomted out th'lt no

LA P |

sistant city manager.
UTA currently owns 70

- acres that will be used for

the project. Another 56 acres
in and around that land will
be included in the develop-
ment.

While UTAsx plan initially
was 1o fill it entirely with
multi family residential as
a way to increase ridership,
city leaders negotiated a
plan with fewer homes and
mote business and industrial
space,

“This meets the needs of
UTA, but also meets the
needs of Clearfield City’
said Allen. “One of our ma-
jor objectives is to promote
new jobs for the ayea. We ex-
pect almost 1,000 new jobs
will be brought in. We think
that’s a great component?”

School board members
are working with city leaders
to determine il a five-acre
parcel reserved for com-

mmrrndtn nr cluie caee wenled

to be involved if a school is
needed in the area.

School board member
Peter Cannon was the
lone vote in oppaosition to
the agreement, objecting
that with sc many homes,

a smaller percentage of
new taxes should go to the
project.

“In this case 1 feel my arm
is being twisted by a federal
government;’ said Cannon,
“We're being held hostage
by a federal government
that wants to force the
people into small enclaves. If
we dor’t stand up as citizens,
we deserve what we get”

Citizens are being driven
likke sheep, he said, gnd need
to stand up rather than do
whalever the “pharach” tells
them, like slaves.

Other board members
expressed suppoit of the
project.

“I disagree that the fed-
eral sovernment is involved”

,@trict suppofts Clearfield project

communily development
agency project he'’s been
asked to support, said he
was comfortable voting for
it after hearing at an earlier
workshop dbout the history
of the project. Former mayor
Don Wood had spoken to
the board about 10 years of
work and negotiations and
three different developers
the city had been involved
with to make it happen.
Clearfield City and
Davis County have already

.approved interlocal agree-

ments related to the project.
All other taxing entitles, in-
cluding the county libraries
and the mosquito abatement
district, rnust also determine
whether or not to enter into
similar agreements. The
school district has the largest
share of property tax rev-
enue, 50 the board’s decision
had a significant impact on
the future of the project.
Ishaw@davisclippercom
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CENTERVILLE —
Centerville residents
concerned with transporta-
tion issues in the city may
attend an open house on
Feb, 4 from 5-7 p.m. at
Centerville City Hall and
subsequent presentations
by transportation apen-
cies during the city council
meeting at 7 p.m.

The presentations are
held in conjunction with
the Davis-Salt Lake City
Community Connector
Transit Study.

Representatives of
UTA wilt address what is
proposed for mass transit
in Centerville, including
along Main Street. Cur-
rently, only extended bus
service is being considered
for Main Street, City Man-
ager Steve Thacker said.

Centerville City repre-
sentatives will also answer
questions about the Main
and Parrish Intersection
Project, which will be put
out to bid in February.

Representatives from
the Utah Department
of Transportation and
Wasatch Front Regional
Council will talk about the
I-15 Express Lane Project,
the function of WFRC and
the Regional Transporta-
tion Plan.

The issue of possible
light rail on Main Street
has been a topic of debate

__,___,,___,_,.,.N«—"""/

ews IEN

Centerville bosts
UIA open bouse

Open house:

» UTA will hold an
open housé about
the Davis-Sait
Lale City Com-
munity Connecior

. Transh Study on -

Feb. 4 from 5-7

p.m..at Centerwlle

- Cliy Halt: -

within the city for several
years.

The previous city council
agreed someone from
UTA or WFRC should
be invited to a meeting to
explain what the Regional
Tranportation Plan says
about mass transit in
Centerville and to answer
questions, Thacker said.
They felt that meeting
should be held after the
new council was seated, '

“The overall purpose is !
to give our elected officials
and residents the most reli- !
able information we can :
get on the subject by hear- :
ing it from representatives !
of these agencies] Thacker

‘said. “In doing so, any

community discussion that
oceurs thereafter on the
subject of mass transit will
be based on this commoniy
understood foundation of i
factual information?
mwitliams@davisclipper com



“Congestion-easing project moves ahead

BY JERIMIFFER WARDELL

Associate Editor

CEMTERWVILLE —
‘When warm weather comes,
construction barriers will
start springing up at one of
the city’s busiest intersec-
lions.

The long-planned widen-
ing of the intersection of
Main Street and Parrish
Laue will start moving next
month, when UTXOT will re-

iease the project for bidding.

Centerville City Manager
Steve Thacker said the bid
will likely be awarded in
April, with construction ex-
pected to last through May
and June.

“The estimaie is that it
will take about 45 days to
complete, which means it

should be done in time for
our July 4 celebration;” he
said.

The project will add two
additional left-hand turn
lanes to the intersection,
one each on Main Street
and Parrish Lane.

Centerville has been
considering the widening
since 2007 though early ver-
sions only included a second
left-hand turn lane on Main
Street, UDOT added the
gecond lane when it put
the project on its agenda in
2000.

‘The goal was to reduce
congestion in the intersec-
tion, as well as the pollu-
tion that comes from that.
In fact, the original federal
money for the project came
from the government’s

Congestion Mitigation and
Alir Quality Improvement
(CMAQ) Program.

“The idea is to reduce
emissions” said Thacker.

The planned widen-
ing came under fire from
Centerville residents in late
2012, who profested that it
would take property from
the front yards of homes lo-
cated near the intersection.
One of those houses, the
historic Joel Parrish home,
was built in 1860.

Thacker said that agree-
ments have been made with
owners (o purchase all the
necessary property, with the
paperwork on the final deal
still being finalized as of last
weelk.

“Everything else is
wrapped up;’ said Thacker.

—— W - AR et T e i e S R A - T T 4 AR B

“We're cleared to proceed?”

The first signs of con-
struction are expected to
happen in March, when
Rocky Mountain Power will
relocate a few power poles
cwrrently in the way Major
construction is set to start in
late April or early May |

City officials have made
agreements with local busi-
ness owners {o keep access
ta them open throughout
the project. The intersec-
tion itself will remain open
throughout the construction,
though there may be occa-
sional total closures during
nighttime hours.

City officials will warn of

closures and ather devel-

opments under the “con-
struction update” link on
centervilleut.net.
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Olympic dreams
9-year-old Centerville girl becoming regular at elite gymnastics training camp
By DANA RIMINGTON

Standard-Examiner correspondent

CENTERVILLE — It is & rare opportunity for a gymnast to set foot in the Bela Karolyi's Gymnastics Camp at the
Olympic Training site near Houston for the USA Women’s National Gymnastics team, but 9-year-old Seneka
Erickson of Centerville has been to the camp five times in the last two years,

Erickson has been selected out of thousands of girls throughout the nation to participate in the USA’s
Gymnastics Talent Opportunity Program (TOPs), which identifies talented gymnasts between the ages of 8 and 10
and trains them for future opportunities with the national elite gymnastics teams, including the Olympic team.

Participants in the TOPs program are instructed that training for the 2020 Olympics starts now, and every day
they are preparing for that goal. Erickson tries not to think about the Olympics though, knowing it would be a

long shot.

"To become an elite gymnast is my goal and 1 just concentrate on what I need to do for that goal every day,”
said Erickson. “The skills are insanely hard, like standing tucks on the beam, and other crazy stuff, but I like

working on new skills until I can get it night.”

Her mom, Becky Erickson says, “If you could just watch her, you would see that she was born for this, You
can't make a 9-year-old work out for hours at the gym, and yet that is where she loves to be,” said Becky
Erickson, whose daughter spends 35 hours, six days a week training at the Olympus Scheol of Gymnastics in
Sandy. In between training sessions, Seneka grinds on her school work through Davis School District's online
program.

Becky Erickson knows seeing her daughter make it to the Olympics is extremely rare. “Seneka has a better
chance of getting on an NFL Football team, so I dont even dare hape for it, so we try not to talk about it much.
Instead, we just focus on the moments and cherish these oppaortunities she does have through this journey,”
Becky Erickson said.

Seneka’s journey didn't start out with Olympic dreams. Instead, as a typical 4-year-old with plenty of energy to
go around, Becky thought it wise to sign her up for a gymnastics class. Seneka was literally doing cartwheels
around her peers, doing sets of 30 cartwheels just in warm-up.

Seneka quickly worked her way through the gymnastics levels and entered her first gymnastics competition at
age 5, participating with girls twice her age. By the time she was 8, she was chosen as one of 10 8-year-oids on
the TOPs A-team, which is when talk of her Olympic potential began.

The Erickson family was shocked. "I didn't even know anything about gymnastics,” said Becky Erickson.
Anytime Seneka begins learning a new move, Becky has to look it up on YouTube,
Seneka now works with her four coaches at the gym and competes across the nation.

One of her coaches, Mary Wright, says in the 45 years she has been coaching, it is extremely rare to come
across an athlete with elite potential.

*Very rarely do you get all of the components of an elite athlete with the ability to fight for every single pinch,
with the physical ability of power, strength, and flexibility, with the emotional stability, and attitude and effort
they have to give 100 percent every time they go out onto the floor,” said Wright. “That’s why out of 300,000
gymnasts, there are only 20 girls on the elite national team.”

For an athlete with elite potential, there are extreme sacrifices made on the part of their coaches, spending
long hours in training; and for parents, who have to commit their time and finances to the effort; and from the
athlete, who endures grueling training sessions.

http://digital.olivesoftware.com/Olive/ODE/StandardExaminer/PrintComponentView.htm 1/31/2014
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Seneka spends several days a week gefting up at 6 a.m. so she can be to the gym by 7:15 a.m. Once there,
she and her coach begin the intense training, leaming the five or six drills that go into each skill.

Wright says an Olympian gymnast has to master their muscle memory for each drill, which takes a minimum of
1,000 repetitions.

With 40 different skills in each competition, Wright says an elite gymnast has their work cut out for them.

"It's a very hard spart, and a lot of people decide they don't want to work that hard, and that’s fine, but those
who continue on get many rewards,” said Wright.

Seneka’s mom is constantly watching for any warning signs in her daughter to make sure she isn't pushed too
hard. Becky confesses sometimes she doesn't want to get up early to take Seneka to the gym, espedially in the
summer, but then Seneca is always up and ready to go.

"I don't like missing the gym because I don't want to lose my skills,” said Seneka, especially when she has her
sights set on the Olympics.

http://digital.olivesoftware.com/Olive/ODE/ StandardExaminer/PrintComponentView .htm 1/31/2014
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Nine-year-old Sencka Erickson of Centervilfe trains as a 2020 Olympic hopeful, having been selected to
participate with the USA Gymnastics Talent Opportunity Program, which identifies talented gymnasts

between the ages of 8 and 10 and trains them for future opportunities with the national elite gymnastics
teams, including the Olympic team.

-
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ANDREA HANKS/Courtesy Photo

Nine-year-old Seneka Erickson of Centerville trains as a 2020 Olympic hopeful, having been selected to
participate with the USA Gymnastics Talent Opportunity Program, which identifies talented gymnasts

between the ages of 8 and 10 and trains them for future opportunities with the national elite gymnastics
teams, including the Olympic team.
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UTOPIA director resigns

Tech « Head of fiber optic network steps down amid possibility of a new firm taking over.

BY VINCE HCRIUCHI
THE SALT LAKE TRIBUNE.

PUBLISHED: JANUARY 31, 2014 07:36AM
UPDATEL: JANUARY 31, 2014 07:35AM

Todd Marriott, the executive director charged with turning around the troubled high-speed
Internet network known as UTOPIA, has stepped down, it was announced Thursday.

UTOPIA board chairman, Wayne Pyle, said the board approached Marriott about the
resignation, and the decision was mutual.

“Wae just felt Iike it was time to move on and go in another direction. Having had a
conversation with him, he was fine with that,” Pyle said Thursday night. “We'reina
transition time here.

“We're going to want and need his support, and he’s going to give that to us going forwad,” .

Pyle added. “He's justa font_ of information. He really has giv;en a great contribution to the Al Hartmann| Tha Sall Laka Toura 1 ik weve been

network and the cities at a me that was very difficult for us. g them [the mistakes] for sure, bul wa walcoms
the audi!,T said UTOPLA Exscutive Diractor Tadd Marriolt,
seen here at an event in June. ilt allows you 1o fine tune

Marriott’s cellphone mailbox was full, and he was unavailable for comment Thursday &nd get beftar. We had to maka a fot of changes, and wa
afternoon. cantinue to do sa.i

The news comes just a month after it was announced that Australian investment company, Macquarie Capital Group, has expressed
interest in investing in UTOPIA and would complete construction of the network and operate it under a public-private partnership.
Macquarie, which has invested in public-private partnerships on a variety of other projects in the U.3,, is conducting a feasibility
study over the next couple of months before it decides to take on UTOPIA.Pyle, who also is West Valley City’s city manager, said
Macquarie did not have any part in the decision for Marriott’s resignation.

UTOPIA is a high-speed gigabit Internet network operated by a consortium of 11 northern Utah cities from Brigham City to Payson.
Since it started 11 years ago, UTOPIA — which stands for the Utah Telecommunications Open Infrastructure Agency — has struggled
with problems over its construction, management, and failed deals with vendors. To pay for the network, the metmber cities issued
two rounds of bonds totaling up to $500 million in debt over 40 years. So far, UTOPIA has only signed up about 11,200 subseribers,

well below its original projections.

Marriott was not a part of the original management team when UTOPIA began. In 2008, he was called in to take over the struggling
project and a new leadership team was brought in.

Pyle acknowledged that over time Marriott did develop troubled relationships with some representatives of the member cities, and
that was a part of the overall decision for his resignation.

“Any one in that kind of position. . . . you're going to build relationships and have relationships with people who aren’t happy. Some of
that accumulation does have some effect,” Pyle said. “But he did bring a lot of value to the system, and he did great things for the

network,”

If Macquarie takes over UTOPIA, the deal would involve the firm completing the build out of the network and taking over its
operation for 36 years as part of a revenue-sharing contract with the member cities.

Macquarie has invested in or advised on 114 businesses glebally including airports, roads, bridges, rail projects, sea ports, water and
gas projects. It also has worked on telecommunications projects such as the building of cell towers If it takes over UTOPIA, it would

be Macquarie’s first foray into building a fiber-optic network.
vinca@sltrib.com

Twitier: @ohmytech

Copyright 2014 t Lake Tribune. Al rights reserved. This, i ay ublished, broadcast, rewritten or redistributa
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“Congestion-easing project moves ahead

8Y JENNIFFER WARDELL

Associate Editor

CENTERVILLE —
When warm weather comes,
construction barriers wili
start springing up at one of
the city’s busiest intersec-
tions.

The long-planned widen-
ing of the inlersection of
Main Street and Parrish
Lane will statt moving next
month, when UDOT will re-
lease the project for bidding.
Centerville City Manager
Steve Thacker said the bid
will likely be awarded in
April, with construclion ex-
pected to last through May
and June.

“The estimate is that it
will take about 45 days to
complete, which means it

should be done in time for
our July 4 celebration;” he
sgid.

The project will add two
additional left-hand turn
lanes to the intersection,
one each on Main Street
and Parrish Lane,

Centerville has been
considering the widening
since 2007 though early ver-
sions only included a second
left-hand turn faue on Main
Street. UDOT added the
second lane when it put
the project on its agenda in
2009

The goal was to reduce
congestion in the intersec-
tion, as well as the poliu-
tion that comes from that.
In fact, the original federal
money for the project came
from the government’s

Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality Improvement
(CMAQ) Program.

“The idea is to reduce
emissions” said Thacker.

The planned widen-
ing came tnder fire from
Centerville residents in late
2012, who protested that it
would take property from
the front yards of homes lo-
cated near the intersection.
One of those houses, the
historic Joel Parrish home,
was built in 1860.

Thaclker said that agree-
menls have been made with
owners Lo purchase all the
necessary property, with the
paperwork on the final deal
still being tinalized as of last
week.

“Everything else is
wrapped up;” said Thacker.

“We're cleared to proceed?”

The first signs of con-
struction are cxpected to
happen in March, when
Rocky Mountain Power wiil
relocate a few power poles
currently in the way Major
consiruction is set to start in
lule April or carly May.

City officials have made
agreements with local busi-
ness owners to keep access
to them open throughout
the project. The intersec-
tion itsell will remain open
throughout the construction,
though there may be occa-
sional total closures during
nighttime hours.

City officials will warn of

closures and other devel-

opments under the “con-
struction update” link on
centervilleut.net.
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:development project
#field’s FrontRunner

-peed this project very
‘sdid Tamara Lowe,
president, as she cast

t of six votes in favor
interlocal agreement
si Clearfield City and
ivis School District.

st was taken at the

s regularly scheduled
iz Jan, 21

agreement will allow
iz doMars generated by
sject to go into infra-
e improvements and
ing structure related
levelopment lor a sel

I of time. ;

/& pointed oui that no

strict supports Cl

sistant cily manager.

UTA currently owns 70
acres that will be used for
the project. Another 56 acres
in and around that land will
be included in the develop-
ment.

wWhile UTASs plan initially
was to fill it entirely with
multi-family residential as
a way to increase ridership.
city leaders negotiated a
plan with fewer homes and
more business and industrial
space.

«“This meets the needs of
UTA, but alsa meets the
needs of Clearfield City]
said Allen. *One of our ma-
jor objectives is Lo promote
new jobs for the area. We ex-
pect almost 1.000 new jobs
will be brought in. We think
that’s a great component?”

School board members
arc working with city leaders
to determine if a five-acre
parcel reserved for com-

I Y e AU Tl I - Tars) wronld

to be involved if a school is
needed in the ares.

School board member
Peter Cannon was the
lane vote in opposition to
the agreement, objecting
that with so many homes,

a smaller percentage of
pew taxes should go to the
project.

“In this case 1 feel my arm
is being twisted by a federal
government.” said Cannon.
“We're being held hostage
by a [ederal government
that wants to force the
people into small enclaves. If
we don't stand up as citizens,
we deserve what we get”

Citizens are being driven
like sheep, he said, and need
to stand up rather thap do
whatever the “pharach™ tells
them, like slaves,

Other board members
cxpressed support of the
projecl.

“T disagree that the fed-
eral sovernment is involved?”

communily development
agency project he’s been
asked to support, said he
was comfortable voling for
it after hearing at an earlier
workshop about the history
of the project. Former mayor
Don Wood had spoken to
the board about 10 years of
work and negotiations and
three different developers
the city had been involved
with to make it happen.
Clearfield City and
Davis County have already
approved inlerlocal agree-
ments related to the project.
All other taxing entitles, in-
cluding the county libraries
and the mosquito abatement
district, must also determine
whether or not to enter into
similar agreements. The
school district has the largest
share of properly tax rev-
enue, so the board’s decision
had a significant impact on
the future of the project.
Ishaw@davisclipper.com
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Centerville hosts
UTA open house

CENTERVILLE —
Centerville residents
concerned with transporta-
tion issues in the city may
atlend an open house on
Feb. 4 from 5-7 p.m. at
Centerville City Hall and
subscquent presentalions
by transportation agen-
cies duting the city council
meeting at 7 p.m.

The presentalions are
held in conjunction with
the Davis-Salt Lake City
Community Connector
“Transit Study.

Representatives of
UTA will address what is
proposed for mass transit
in Centerville, including
along Main Street. Cur-
rently, only extended bus
service is being considered
for Main Street, City Man-
ager Steve Thacker said.

Cenlerville City repre-
sentatives will also answer
questions about the Main
and Parrish Inlersection
Project, which wilt be put
out to bid in February.

Representatives from
the Utah Department
of Transportation and
‘Wasatch Front Regional
Council will talk about the
]-15 Express Lane Project,
the function of WFRC and
the Regional Transporta-
tion Plan.

The issue of possible
light rail on Main Street
has been a topic of debate

+ UTA will hold an
open house about
the Davis-Sali
Lake City Com-
munity Connector

. Transit Study on

. Feb. 4 from 57
p.m. at Centerville
City Hall.

within the city for several
years.

The previous city council
agreed someone from
UTA or WFRC should
be invited to a meeting o
explain what the Regional
Tranportation Plan says
about mass transit in
Centerville and to answer
questions,'[hacker said.
They felt that meeting
should be held after the
new council was seated.

«The overall purpose is
to give our elected officials
and residents the most reli-
able information we can
get on the subject by hear-
ing it from representatives
of these agencies] Thacker
“said. “In doing so, any
community discussion that
occurs thereafter on the
subject of mass transit will
be based on this commonly
understood foundation of
factual information”

mwilliams@davisclipper.com
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UTOPIA director resigns

Tech « Head of fiber optic network steps down annid possibility of a new firm taking over.
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Todd MarTiott, the executive director charged with turning around the troubled high-speed
Internet network known as UTOPIA, has stepped down, it was announced Thursday.

UTOPIA board chairman, Wayne Pyle, said the board approached Marriott about the
resignation, and the decision was mutual.

“We just felt like it was time to move on and go in another direction. Having had a
conversation with him, he was fine with that,” Pyle said Thursday night. “We'reina

transition time here.

“We're going to want and need his support, and he’s going to give that to us going forwad,” :

Pyle added. “He's justa font of information. He really has givena great contribution to the o rrartmann | The Sall Lake Trbune 1 ik waive besn

network and the cities at a time that was very difficult for us. ing thern [the mistakes] for sure, but we welcome

ihe audit,] said UTOPIA Exacutive Director Todd Marriatt,

. . . seen here at an event in June. ill allows you 1 fina tune

Marriott's cellphone mailbox was full, and he was unavailable for comment Thursday and gel better. We had to make  lot of mn;as', and we

afternoon. continue fo do so.i

The news comes just a month after it was announced that Australian investment company, Macquarie Capital Group, has expressed
interest in investing in UTOPIA and would complete construction of the network and operate it under a public-private partnership.
Macquarie, which has invested in public-private partnerships ona variety of other projects in the U.8., is condueting a feasibility
study over the next couple of months before it decides to take on UTOPIA. Pyle, who also is West Valley City’s city manager, said

Macquarie did not have any part in the decision for Marriott’s resignation.

UTOPIA is a high-speed gigabit Internet network operated by a consortium of 11 northern Utah cities from Brigham City to Payson.

Since it started 11 years ago, UTOPIA — which stands for the Utah Telecommunications Open Infrastructure Agency —

has struggled

with problems over its construction, management, and failed deals with vendors. To pay for the network, the member cities issued
two rounds of bonds totaling up to $500 million in debt over 40 years. So far, UTOPIA has only signed up about 11,200 subscribers,

well below its original projections.

Marriott was not a part of the original management team when UTOPIA began. In 2008, he was called in to take over the struggling

project and a new leadership team was brought in.

Pyle acknowledged that over time Marriott did develop troubled relationships with some representatives of the member cities, and

that was a part of the overall decision for his resignation.

“Any one in that kind of position. .. vyou're going to build relationships and have relationships with people who aren’t happy. Some of
that accumulation does have some effect,” Pyle said, “But he did bring a lot of value to the system, and he did great things for the

network.”

Tf Macquarie takes over UTOPIA, the deal would involve the firm completing the Build out of the network and taking over its

operation for 30 years as part of a revenue-sharing contract with the member cities.

Macquarie has invested in or advised on 114 businesses globally including airports, roads, bridges, rail projects, sea ports, water and
gas projects. It also has worked on telecommunications projects such as the building of cell towers. If it takes over UTOPIA, it would

be Macquarie’s first foray into building a fiber-optic network.

vince@sltrib.com

Twitter: @ohmytech
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