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PUBLIC NOTICE

Notice is Hereby Given that the Tooele City Council will meet in a Business Meeting on Wednesday, August 18, 2021, at
the hour of 7:00 p.m. The meeting will be held at the Tooele City Hall Council Chambers, located at 90 North Main Street,
Tooele, Utah.

We encourage you to join the City Council meeting electronically by logging on to the Tooele City Facebook
page at https://www.facebook.com/tooelecity. If you are attending electronically and would like to submit

a comment for the public comment period or for a public hearing item, please email cmpubliccomment@tooelecity.org

10.

11.

anytime up until the start of the meeting. Emails will be read at the designated points in the meeting.

Pledge of Allegiance
Roll Call
Public Comment Period

Public Hearing and Motion on Ordinance 2021-22 An Ordinance of Tooele City Amending Tooele City Code
Sections 7-26-1 and 7-26-2 Regarding the Conveyance of Water Rights for New Development
Presented by Roger Baker City Attorney, and Paul Hansen City Engineer

Ordinance 2021-29 An Ordinance of Tooele City Amending Tooele City Code Section 4-8-2 Regarding Arc
Radii for Intersecting Right-of-Way Boundaries
Presented by Paul Hansen, City Engineer

Primary Vote Canvass
Presented by Michelle Pitt, City Recorder

Resolution 2021-82 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Approving Insurance Coverage for Insurance Period
2021-2022
Presented by Michelle Pitt, City Recorder

Resolution 2021-85 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Authorizing the Tooele City Purchasing Agent to
Dispose of Surplus Personal Property (Shops)
Presented by Michelle Pitt, City Recorder

Resolution 2021-84 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Approving an Agreement with Pine Tree
Construction for Pavilions at England Acres Park and Wigwam Park
Presented by Darwin Cook, Parks and Recreation Director

Resolution 2021-83 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Approving an Agreement with the Center for Public
Safety Management LLC to Perform a Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services in Tooele City
Presented by Mayor Debbie Winn

Subdivision Preliminary Plan Request by DR Horton, Inc., for the Western Acres Subdivision, Phase 1 Located
at Approximately 1900 North Copper Canyon Drive in the MR-16 PUD Multi-Family Residential Zoning District
on 12.5 Acres to Create 130 Townhome Lots

Presented by Jim Bolser, Community Development Director
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12. Minutes
13. Invoices
14. Adjourn

Michelle Y. Pitt, Tooele City Recorder

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, Individuals Needing Special Accommodations Should Notify Michelle Y.
Pitt, Tooele City Recorder, at 435-843-2113 or michellep@tooelecity.org, Prior to the Meeting.
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TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
ORDINANCE 2021-22

AN ORDINANCE OF TOOELE CITY AMENDING TOOELE CITY CODE SECTIONS 7-
26-1 AND 7-26-2 REGARDING THE CONVEYANCE OF WATER RIGHTS FOR NEW
DEVELOPMENT.

WHEREAS, Utah Constitution, Article XI, Section 5 directly confers upon Utah’s
charter cities broad legislative and executive authority independent of the State
Legislature, and reads in pertinent part as follows:

Each city forming its charter under this section shall have, and is hereby
granted, the authority to exercise all powers relating to municipal affairs,
and to adopt and enforce within its limits, local police, sanitary and similar
regulations not in conflict with the general law, and no enumeration of
powers in this constitution or any law shall be deemed to limit or restrict the
general grant of authority hereby conferred; but this grant of authority shall
not include the power to regulate public utilities, not municipally owned, if
any such regulation of public utilities is provided for by general law, nor be
deemed to limit or restrict the power of the Legislature in matters relating to
State affairs, to enact general laws applicable alike to all cities of the State.

WHEREAS, Utah Code Section 10-8-84(1) provides broad legislative enabling
authority to Utah municipalities, as follows:

The municipal legislative body may pass all ordinances and rules, and make
all regulations, not repugnant to law, necessary for carrying into effect or
discharging all powers and duties conferred by this chapter, and as are
necessary and proper to provide for the safety and preserve the health, and
promote the prosperity, improve the morals, peace and good order, comfort,
and convenience of the city and its inhabitants, and for the protection of
property in the city.

WHEREAS, Utah Code Section 10-9a-508(1) authorizes Utah municipalities to
make exactions on developments proportionate to their impacts upon municipalities, and
reads as follows:

A municipality may impose an exaction or exactions on development
proposed in a land use application, including, subject to Subsection (3), an
exaction for a water interest, if: (a) an essential link exists between a
legitimate governmental interest and each exaction; and (b) each exaction
is roughly proportionate, both in nature and extent, to the impact of the
proposed development.



WHEREAS, Tooele City Code Chapter 7-26 codifies Tooele City’s water rights
exaction and conveyance policy (“Water Exaction”) and requires all developers to convey
water rights sufficient for their developments. Section 7-26-1 reads as follows:

Intent. It is intended that all applicants requesting annexation of land into
Tooele City for residential development, all applicants requesting that
property already within the boundaries of the City rezone the property to a
higher density or more intensive use which increases the need for water
service from the City, all applicants requesting the subdivision of land, and
all applicants requesting a development permit shall provide water rights in
an amount sufficient to satisfy the anticipated future water needs of the
respective proposed development to be served and supplied by the City
water system as provided in this Chapter. Satisfaction of this water rights
acquisition policy and the accompanying conveyance requirements shall be
considered as a condition to and requirement of approval for all such
applications.

WHEREAS, TCC Section 7-26-2 defines the quantity of water rights, measured in
acre-feet, required for development under the Water Exaction. For residential
development, the requirement is 0.45 acre-feet of fully-depletable water rights for each
dwelling unit interior, and 4.00 acre-feet of diversion for every 1.00 acre (43,560 square-
feet) of irrigable land. By way of illustration, a dwelling unit on a 10,000 square-foot lot
would require 1.00 acre-foot of water rights (0.45 acre-feet per dwelling unit interior + 0.55
acre-feet per 10,000 square-foot lot); and,

WHEREAS, Rules 309-510-7 (Source Sizing) and 309-510-8 (Storage Sizing) of
the Utah Administrative Code establish the State’s general rule for sizing a community
water system. In these rules, the indoor equivalent residential connection (ERC) flow
requirement is established at 400 gallons per day (GPD) for average yearly demand
(146,000 gallons per year), which is equivalent to 0.45 acre-feet per year. The peak day
demand is established at 800 GPD, or 0.90 acre-feet. (See Rule 309-510-7 Table 510-1
and Rule 309-510-8 Table 510-4.) And,

WHEREAS, Tooele City has enacted for its Water Exaction the State standards
established by Rules 309-510-7 and -8 (see TCC Section 7-26-2); and,

WHEREAS, the Utah Division of Water Rights continues to use the 0.45 acre-foot
indoor standard in its water right determinations and the 4.0 acre-foot/acre duty for
outside irrigation. (See the Division of Water Rights diversion/depletion calculator at
https://waterrights.utah.gov /automm/calculator.asp.); and,

WHEREAS, given that Tooele City owns and operates a full-use water reclamation
facility, the Division of Water Rights has imposed upon the City the additional requirement
that all interior use water allow 100% depletion (meaning that all the water coming out of
the taps may be fully consumed, and that none needs to be returned to the hydrologic
system); and,



WHEREAS, UCA Section 19-4-114 requires the State to establish minimum sizing
requirements (“Requirements”) for a community drinking water system, such as Tooele
City’s culinary water system. The Requirements are to be based on at least the most
recent three years of a community water system’s actual water use data, and are to
consider (among other things) fire storage capacity, system losses (including leakage),
and other system-specific conditions affecting infrastructure needs. And,

WHEREAS, on May 19, 2021, the City Council approved Ordinance 2021-14 and
adopted the 2021 Tooele City Drinking Water System Master Plan (“Master Plan”),
prepared by the engineering firm of Hansen Allen & Luce, the primary purpose of which
Master Plan was to address the Requirements; and,

WHEREAS, the Master Plan does not address the Water Exaction; and,

WHEREAS, beyond the factors required by UCA Section 19-4-114, Hansen Allen
& Luce considered these additional factors in conducting its analyses and reaching its
Master Plan recommendations: water conservation measures and their relative
effectiveness; prolonged drought and other climatic conditions; the effects of Utah’s severe
housing shortage; the need for storage redundancies; landscaping expansion and upgrades;
and, peak day demand; and,

WHEREAS, Tooele City acknowledges that while there is a relationship between the
two units of measurement, gallons-per-day and acre-feet, with their units being convertible
one to another, there is not necessarily a direct correlation between acre-feet and a
community’s water system minimum sizing, or, in other words, no direct correlation between
the Water Exaction and the Requirements. The Requirements are set based on usage data
and many other considerations, but a community water system is not sized based on the
number of acre-feet conveyed to the City pursuant to the Water Exaction, the number of acre-
feet possessed by the City, or the amount of water any landowner is entitled to use to irrigate
the land. Further, the Requirements are based on water usage data while the Water Exaction
is based on land use approval entitement and how much water could reasonably be used
for a given land use application. And,

WHEREAS, no practical method exists to compare actual indoor water usage with
potential or entittement indoor water usage (i.e., whether someone washed their dishes
or clothes on any given day), while there are practical and objective methods to compare
actual outdoor irrigation water usage with potential outdoor irrigation water usage (i.e.,
whether lawns are green); and,

WHEREAS, the principal reliable indoor water usage data the City possesses or
can gather are contained in the Master Plan; and,

WHEREAS, the City (and other Utah municipalities) has faced and is facing legal
challenges to the Water Exaction from developers, who claim that (1) water usage data
in municipal water master plans not only dictates system sizing but also dictates the upper



limit of water rights exactions, despite the information provided in the above Recitals, and
that (2) any exaction of water rights over and above that water usage data is a taking of
land interests that must be justly compensated by the City under the Fifth Amendment to
the Unites States Constitution; and,

WHEREAS, litigation is an extremely costly expenditure of taxpayer revenues with
no sure outcomes, regardless of the merits of one’s legal posture; and,

WHEREAS, by Release and Settlement Agreement dated May 25, 2021, approved
by Resolution 2021-56 on June 2, 2021, the City settled a water rights exaction claim
made by Zenith Tooele LLC for the Lexington Greens development in the Overlake area
of Tooele City; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council believes that it is in the best interest of Tooele City to
reduce its risk of litigation exposure and expenditures (including attorneys fees and
judgment/settlement costs) by reducing the Water Exaction to match Master Plan water
usage data, i.e. by reducing the residential interior requirement from 0.45 acre-feet per
dwelling unit to 0.25 acre-feet per dwelling unit; and,

WHEREAS, the Master Plan demonstrates that, on average, there is no significant
difference in water usage between single-family and multi-family dwelling units; and,

WHEREAS, TCC Chapter 7-26 regarding the Water Exaction is considered to be
a “land use regulation” for purposes of Utah’s Municipal Land Use and Development
Management Act (MLUDMA: UCA Chapter 10-9a), and therefore amendments to Chapter
7-26 require public hearings, with appropriate notice, and a Planning Commission
recommendation, before the City Council can approve the amendments; and,

WHEREAS, on August 11, 2021, the Planning Commission convened a duly-
noticed public hearing, received public comment, and voted to forward its
recommendation to the City Council; and,

WHEREAS, on August 18, 2021, the City Council convened a public hearing and
received public comment; and,

WHEREAS, in light of the above Recitals, the City Council finds it to be in the best
interest of Tooele City to reduce the Water Exaction and to amend TCC Sections 7-26-1
and 7-26-2 to reflect the reduced Water Exaction:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY TOOELE CITY that

1. Tooele City Code Sections 7-26-1 and 7-26-2 are hereby amended as shown in
redline format in the attached Exhibit A.

2. This Ordinance and the amended City Code provisions shall be effective
immediately upon approval, without further publication, by authority of the Tooele
City Charter.



3. The amended Water Exaction approved by this Ordinance shall apply to all land
use applications, irrespective of application date or approval date, for which the
applicants convey (or otherwise provide) water rights under the Water Exaction
subsequent to the adoption of the 2021 Tooele City Drinking Water System Master
Plan on May 19, 2021. In other words, this Ordinance and its revised Water
Exaction shall apply to all conveyances (or other provision) or water rights to
Tooele City under the Water Exaction occurring after adoption of the Plan on May
19, 2021. Stated in the reverse, this Ordinance and its revised Water Exaction
shall have no retroactive application to conveyances (or other provision) of water
rights to Tooele City under the Water Exaction occurring prior to adoption of the
Plan on May 19, 2021.

This Resolution shall become effective upon passage, without further publication,
by authority of the Tooele City Charter.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Resolution is passed by the Tooele City Council this
day of , 2021.




TOOELE CITY COUNCIL

(For) (Against)
ABSTAINING:

MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(Approved) (Disapproved)
ATTEST:

Michelle Y. Pitt, City Recorder

SEAL

Approved as to Form:

Roger Evans Baker, City Attorney



Exhibit A

Amendments to TCC Sections 7-26-1 and 7-26-2



CHAPTER 26. WATER RIGHTS

7-26-1. Water Rights Acquisition Policy and
Conveyance Requirements.

7-26-2. Water Rights Required—Determination of
Amount.

7-26-3. Type of Water Rights Acceptable for
Conveyance.

7-26-4. Possible Adjustments or Revisions to Water
Rights Conveyance Requirements.

7-26-5. Time of Conveyance.

7-26-6. Appeals and Requests for Adjustment,
Modification, Exemption, or Waiver of

Water Rights Conveyance Requirements.
7-26-7. Effective Date.
7-26-1. Water Rights Acquisition Policy and
Conveyance Requirements.

Intent. It is intended that all applicants requesting
annexation of land into Tooele City for residential
development, all applicants requesting that property
already within the boundaries of the City rezone the
property to a higher density or more intensive use which
increases the need for water service from the City, all
applicants requesting the subdivision of land, and all
applicants requesting a development permit shall convey
providewater rights in an amount sufficient to satisfy the
anticipated future water needs of the respective proposed
development to be served and supplied by the City water
system as provided in this Chapter. Satisfaction of this
water rights acquisition policy and the accompanying
conveyance requirements shall be considered as a
condition to and requirement of approval for all such
applications.

(Ord.2015-03,03-04-2015) (Ord. 1998-31, 08-18-1998)

7-26-2.
Amount.
(1) (a) —Residential Uses—Interior. The amount of
water rights to be conveyed in order to satisfy this policy
and provide an adequate supply of water for a dwelling
unit interior shall be 0.25 acre-feet per dwelling.basedomr
] . .
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(b) Residential Uses—Exterior. The amount of
water rights to be conveyed in order to satisfy this policy
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(March 9, 2015)

and provide an adequate supply of water for a dwelling
unit exterior shall be 4.00 acre-feet per acre of irrigable
land, taking into account such factors as lot size, lot
impervious surfaces, and lot irrigable area.

(c) These requirements are a reasonable
average and are required despite variations in usage
above or below the average in any given application.

(2) —Non-Residential Uses. An amount sufficient
to satisfy the projected needs of the proposed
development shall be determined by the Tooele City
Public Works Director. The Public Works Director
may delegate responsibilities under this Chapter.

(3) State Engineer Requirements.

(a) For interior use, due to the nature of
Tooele City’s water reclamation facility, the State
Engineer requires that the quantity of water credited to
a development applicant upon the applicant’s
conveyance dedrcatromrof water rights shall be that
portion of the water right which the Sffrccoftie-State
Engineer has approved for depletion, and that quantity
shall not include any diversion amounts which the State
Engineer requires to be returned to the hydrologic
system. In other words, interior water rights must be
approved by the State Engineer for 100% depletion.

(b) For exterior use, the quantity of water
credited to a development applicant upon the
applicant’s conveyance dedreattonof water rights shall
be that portion of the water right which the State
Engineer has approved for diversion, which quantity
may include any amounts which the State Engineer
requires to be returned to the hydrologic system.

(Ord. 2015-03, 03-04-2015) (Ord. 2000-03, 1-5-2000)
(Ord. 1999-34, 12-01-1999) (Ord. 1998-31, 08-18-
1998).

7-26-3. Type of Water Rights Acceptable for
Conveyance.

(1) Water rights proposed for conveyance to the
City shall be municipal or municipal-type water rights.
Prior to acceptance of such water rights, the City shall
evaluate the rights proposed for conveyance and may
refuse to accept any right which it determines to be
insufficient in annual quantity or flow rate, unsuitable
for municipal use, not reasonably likely to be approved
for change to municipal purposes within the City by the
State Engineer, or otherwise deficient. The City’s
refusal of such rights shall not constitute a waiver of,
and shall not relieve an applicant from complying with,
the requirements of this Chapter. In determining the
quantity of water available under the water rights, the
City will evaluate the priority of the water rights, the
historic average quantities of water associated with the
water rights, and other relevant factors. The City will
require an approved application for the change of use
and change of point of diversion, as applicable, with
the State Engineer in order to quantify and verify the
water rights.

(2) Fee-in-lieu. Pursuant to established City
Council policy, in lieu of actual conveyance of water

7-98



rights pursuant to this Chapter, certain development
applicants may pay to the City an amount per acre-foot
for access to water rights controlled by the City in a
quantity necessary to satisfy the anticipated future water
needs of the proposed development to be served and
supplied by the City water system.

(3) Supply and Delivery Facilities May be Required.
In addition to furnishing water rights pursuant to this
Chapter, the applicant will be required to comply with
other provisions of the Tooele City Code, including the
payment of water impact fees, and also may be required
to pay additional costs necessary to construct the facilities
necessary to supply, store, and distribute water.
(Ord.2015-03,03-04-2015) (Ord. 2005-19, 08-03-2005)
(Ord. 2000-03, 01-05-2000) (Ord. 1998-31, 08-18-1998)

7-26-4. Possible Adjustments or Revisions to Water
Rights Conveyance Requirements.

(1) Annexation; deferral. Where an annexation
contains property which is being annexed without the
consent of the owner, or where water service will not
immediately be provided by the City as a result of an
annexation, the City may, in the exercise of the discretion
of the City Council, elect to not require the conveyance
of water rights at the time of annexation as long as the
annexation specifically identifies such parcels and
provides either an alternative means to satisfy these water
rights conveyance requirements or provides that any
subsequent change in zoning classification or subsequent
development approval which increases the need for water
service by the City will require the conveyance of
additional water rights to the extent necessary to provide
adequate water to serve such future development. Such
an election shall not constitute a waiver of, and shall not
relieve applicant from complying with, the
requirements of this Chapter.

(2) Lands Which are Restricted Against Future
Development. Where development of the property in
question is restricted by unusual circumstances such as
topographic features, environmentally sensitive or fragile
conditions, or voluntary limitations on landscape and
other activities which will reduce the amount of water to
be provided by the City, the Public Works Director may
reduce the amount of the water right required to be
conveyed to an amount commensurate with the nature of
the proposed restricted development. Any such
restriction must be accompanied by enforceable
provisions for securing compliance in a form to be
approved the Tooele City Attorney.

(3) Redevelopment.

(a) Dwellings. A dwelling building permit
application associated with land that contains or once
contained a dwelling, which dwelling will be or has been
razed, shall not require the conveyance of water rights.
The burden shall be upon the applicant to demonstrate by
substantial evidence that the land contains or once
contained a dwelling. The water rights adjustment made
for dwellings pursuant to this Subsection shall apply to
the new dwelling and curtelage only. Additional irrigable
land added to the parcel upon which the to-be-razed

an

(March 9, 2015)

dwelling sits, or the prior dwelling sat, shall require the
conveyance of additional water rights or the payment of
a fee-in-lieu, as determined by the Public Works
Director.

(b) Other primary structures. A building
permit application associated with land that once
contained a primary structure that was not a dwelling
shall require the conveyance of water rights or the
payment of a fee-in-lieu of conveyance if the applicant
cannot demonstrate by substantial evidence that water
rights were previously conveyed to the City for the
prior structure. If water rights were conveyed to the
City for a prior non-dwelling structure, but those water
rights are determined by the Public Works Director to
be insufficient for the structure and associated irrigated
areas identified in a new building permit application,
the applicant shall convey additional water rights or
pay an additional fee-in-lieu of conveyance, as
determined by the Public Works Director.

(4) Expansion and change of use. Where a non-
residential building alteration or change of use requires
a new building permit or a new occupancy permit, and
the building alteration or change of use is anticipated to
result in increased culinary water usage, the permit
applicant shall convey additional water rights or pay an
additional fee-in lieu of conveyance, as determined by
the Public Works Director. Dwelling alterations or
expansions shall not require the conveyance of
additional water rights unless resulting in the creation
of a new dwelling unit. No rebate or refund shall be
owing where a building alteration or change of use may
result in decreased culinary water usage.

(5) Water-wise methods. Where a building site,
building, or use of a building, including landscaping,
incorporates technologies or processes designed to
decrease impacts to City water systems and facilities,
where the water rights conveyance requirement was
reduced in reliance upon those technologies or
processes, and where those technologies or processes
fail or cease to be used, for any reason or to any
degree, the City may require the conveyance of
additional water rights or the payment of an addition
fee-in-lieu of conveyance corresponding to the
increased culinary water usage resulting from such
failure or cessation of use, as determined by the Public
Works Director. The fee-in-lieu may be invoiced by
the City to the building water account through the
regular city water bill, to be paid in full over a period
of no more than three years. The City may record a
Notice with the office of the Tooele County Recorder
regarding any property utilizing this provision.

(6) Secondary water. Where site landscaping uses
secondary water provided by the City or by an
irrigation company, where the water rights conveyance
requirement was reduced in reliance upon secondary
water usage, and where secondary water usage
decreases in favor of an increase in culinary water
usage, the City may require the conveyance of
additional water rights or the payment of an additional
fee-in-lieu of conveyance corresponding to the
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increased culinary water usage, as determined by the
Public Works Director. The fee-in-lieu may be invoiced
by the City to the property water account through the
regular city water bill, to be paid in full over a period of
no more than three years. The City may record a Notice
with the office of the Tooele County Recorder regarding
any property utilizing this provision.

(7) Exemption for de usage.
Notwithstanding the requirements of this Chapter, the
City Council may establish a policy whereby building
alterations or changes of use resulting in de minimus
increases of culinary water usage shall not require the
conveyance of additional water rights or the payment of
a fee-in-lieu of conveyance. The term de minimus shall
be defined in the policy.

(Ord. 2015-03,03-04-2015) (Ord. 1999-34,12-01-1999)
(Ord. 1998-31, 08-18-1998)

minimus

7-26-5. Time of Conveyance.

(1) The conveyance of title to the water rights, free
and clear of all liens, encumbrances, and claims of any
nature not expressly approved in writing by Tooele City,
shall be an express condition to the City’s approval of
any final annexation, rezoning, or development permit.
Tooele City may require a water rights title insurance
policy or the equivalent.

(2) The water rights conveyance required by this
Chapter shall occur promptly following the earliest
development approval for which the amount of water
rights necessary to satisfy the anticipated future water
needs of the development can be ascertained with
reasonable certainly. An approved residential final plat
shall not be signed or recorded, nor any building permit
issued, prior to conveyance of the water rights or
payment of the fee-in-lieu. Notwithstanding City review
of a land use application, a land use application shall not
be considered complete until the associated water rights
are conveyed or the fee-in-lieu paid, as applicable.
Should the amount reasonably anticipated fall short of the
amount actually required, the applicant shall convey
additional water rights or pay an additional fee-in-lieu, as
determined by the Public Works Director, as soon as
possible following written notice to do so, but no later
than a subsequent development permit for the subject
development.

(3) Notwithstanding Subsection (2), above, the City
may approve a non-residential building permit prior to
the conveyance of the required water rights where:

(a) the applicant has filed a change application
with the State Engineer for sufficient water rights for the
development;

(b) thereisno indication that the State Engineer
will deny approval of the change application; and,

(c) the applicant has executed and recorded a
water rights agreement on a form approved by the City
Attorney.

(Ord.2015-03,03-04-2015) (Ord. 1999-34, 12-01-1999)
(Ord. 1998-31, 08-18-1998)

(March 9, 2015)

7-26-6. Appeals and Requests for Adjustment,
Modification, Exemption, or Waiver of Water
Rights Conveyance Requirements.

(1) Any applicant, person, or entity which is
subject to this water rights acquisition policy and
conveyance requirement may file, in writing, either
prior to or concurrent with the application that triggers
the water rights conveyance requirement, an appeal or
a request for adjustment, modification, exemption, or
waiver of the requirement with the City Council
seeking relief from all or a portion of the water rights
acquisition policy requirements as contained in this
Chapter.

(2) Supporting Information to be Submitted. Any
such appeal or request for relief shall be signed by the
applicant and contain adequate information and
documentation in support of the relief requested. The
City Council may request additional information which
they deem reasonably necessary in order to make a
decision on the application. The burden shall be upon
the applicant in any such appeal or request for
adjustment, modification, exemption, or waiver of this
water rights conveyance requirement to demonstrate
that the strict application of the policy under their
particular facts and circumstances is inequitable,
unreasonable, or unlawful.

(3) Decision by City Council. Within 30 days of
the filing of the completed appeal or request, together
with all supporting information and documentation
required by the City Council, the City Council shall
schedule a public meeting with appropriate notice. At
the public meeting, the applicant and all interested
persons shall be entitled to present information,
documentation, and witnesses in support of or in
opposition to the application. At the conclusion of the
meeting, the City Council shall either issue its decision
or vote to study further the appeal or request and issue
its decision at the next regular City Council meeting.
(Ord. 2015-03, 03-04-2015) (Ord. 1998-31, 08-18-
1998)

7-26-7. Effective Date.

Tooele City specifically finds that it is necessary
for the immediate preservation of the health, safety, and
welfare of the present and future inhabitants of the City
that this ordinance shall take effect retroactive to the
date of subdivision final plat or site plan application for
those subdivisions or site plans that fail to do any one
of the following:

(1) (a) for residential subdivisions or the
residential portion of mixed-use subdivisions, obtain
subdivision final plat approval from the City Council
prior to August 1, 2005;

(b) for non-residential subdivisions or the non-
residential portion of mixed-use subdivisions, obtain
site plan approval from the Planning Commission prior
to August 1, 2005;

(2) complete public improvement bonding pursuant
to Tooele City Code §7-19-12 prior to August 1, 2006;
or

7-99.1



(3) complete all bonded public improvements prior
to August 1, 2007.
(Ord. 2015-03,03-04-2015) (Ord. 2007-07, 04-04-2007)
(Ord. 2006-15,07-05-2006) (Ord. 2005-19, 08-13-2005)
(Ord. 2005-07, 05-04-2005) (Ord.19 98-31, 08-18-1998)

(March 9, 2015)
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TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
ORDINANCE 2021-29

AN ORDINANCE OF TOOELE CITY AMENDING TOOELE CITY CODE SECTION 4-8-2
REGARDING ARC RADII FOR INTERSECTING RIGHT-OF-WAY BOUNDARIES.

WHEREAS, Utah Code §10-9a-102 authorizes cities to enact ordinances, resolution,
and rules and to enter other forms of land use controls they consider necessary or
appropriate for the use and development of land within the municipality to provide for the
health, safety, welfare, prosperity, peace and good order, comfort, convenience, and
aesthetics of the municipality; and,

WHEREAS, Utah Code 810-8-8 enables cities “to lay out, establish, open, alter,
widen, narrow, extend, grade, pave, or otherwise improve streets, alleys, avenues,
boulevards” and associated improvements; and,

WHEREAS, Utah Code 810-8-11 enables cities to “regulate the use of streets, alleys,
avenues” and associated improvements and to “remove obstructions and encroachments”
from city streets; and,

WHEREAS, Utah Code 810-8-24 enables cities to act to prevent injury or obstruction
to city streets; and,

WHEREAS, the design and standards for construction of streets and roads in Tooele
City are governed by Tooele City Code Chapter 4-8; and,

WHEREAS, TCC Section 4-8-2 contains street cross-section and other street
specifications, including the arc radii for intersecting right-of-way boundaries; and,

WHEREAS, Tooele City has adopted and maintains a detailed manual of public
works specifications (“APWA Manual”), including standards for arc radii for intersecting right-
of-way boundaries, which Manual enables the construction of safe standardized public
improvements; and,

WHEREAS, the APWA Manual contains radii specifications which conflict with the
City Code, creating confusion among staff and developers, which confusion can be
eliminated by amendment to the specifications; and,

WHEREAS, the City Administration, including the Public Works Director and the City
Engineer, recommends that TCC Section 4-8-2 be amended consistent with the new and
more detailed and accurate APWA Manual, the proposed amendments being shown in the
attached Exhibit A; and,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF TOOELE
CITY that Tooele City Code Section 4-8-2 is hereby amended as shown in Exhibit A.



This Ordinance is necessary for the immediate preservation of the peace, health,
safety, and welfare of Tooele City and its residents and businesses and shall become
effective upon passage, without further publication, by authority of the Tooele City Charter.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Ordinance is passed by the Tooele City Council this
day of , 2021.




TOOELE CITY COUNCIL

(For) (Against)
ABSTAINING:

MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(Approved) (Disapproved)
ATTEST:
Michelle Y. Pitt, City Recorder SEAL

Approved as to Form:

Roger Evans Baker, City Attorney



Exhibit A

Proposed Amendments to TCC Section 4-8-2



CHAPTER 8. ROAD AND BRIDGE
CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS

4-8-1. Specifications Adopted - Amendments.
4-8-2.  Street Design.
4-8-2.1. Infill Overlay District Street Design.

4-8-3. Street Widths.

4-8-4, Street Improvements.
4-8-5. Fire Hydrants.

4-8-6.  Street Lighting.

4-8-7.  Alleys.

4-8-8. Blocks.

4-8-9.  Street Names and Signage.
4-8-10. Building Address Numbers.

4-8-11. Bridge Standards and Design.

4-8-1. Specifications Adopted - Amendments.

The most recent edition of the Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction, as
adopted, updated, revised, and published by The Utah
Department of Transportation, is herewith adopted by
reference as the standard specifications for road and
bridge construction, in its entirety, including all
requirements for bidding, award of contract, scope of
work, control of work, control of material, legal
regulations and responsibility to the public,
prosecution and progress of work, measurement and
payment for work, and all other provisions therein
contained with the following amendments thereto:

(1) The following definitions are amended:

(a) Commission: Tooele City Corporation.

(b) Department: Tooele City Community
Development and Public Works Department, inclusive
of Engineering.

(c) Director:
Community Development
Department.

(d) Engineer: The Tooele City Engineer or
consulting engineer assigned to the project in question,
as designated by the Director.

(e) State: The State of Utah and its political

The Director of the
and Public Works

representatives.

(2) In all instances where the context of said
specifications may be interpreted in more than one
manner, said specifications shall be interpreted so as
to apply to Tooele City Corporation rather than the
State of Utah, its road commission, or other agencies,
and shall be interpreted in such a manner as to validate
the provision in question.

(Ord. 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Ord. 1997-09, 03-05-
1997) (Ord, 1974-16, 12-09-1974)

4-8-2.  Street Design.

(1) All streets shall be subject to topographical
conditions, public safety, and the relation to the
proposed uses of land to be served by such streets.
Where uses of land are not shown on a land use plan
or plat approved by the City, the arrangement of streets
in a subdivision and elsewhere shall either:

(@) provide for the continuation or
appropriate  projection of existing streets in
surrounding areas; or

(b) conform to a plan for the area or
neighborhood approved or adopted by the City
Council to meet a particular situation where
topographical and other conditions make continuance
or conformance to existing streets impracticable.

(2) Streets shall be laid out so as to intersect as
nearly as possible at right angles and no street shall
intersect any other street at less than 60 degree angles.

(3) The following functional classifications and
details shall apply to all street rights-of-way within
Tooele City:

(@ (i) Functional Classification - Arterial
street.

(ii) Definition - A large street with
medium traffic speeds generally designed to
efficiently convey high volumes of traffic through the
community. Direct access from arterial streets to
adjacent properties is limited and controlled and
widely spaced. Residential properties shall not have
driveway access directly onto an arterial street.

(iii) Cross section:

subdivisions acting through their authorized
Property Property
Line 106" Line
13" 80" 13"
. N E——

—_—)_;_‘_—)___(__:—:)______*_1‘___\___ L
e
10" Shoulder | 12' Travel Lane | 12' Travel Lane | 12' Tum Lane | 12' Travel Lane | 12" Travel Lane | 10" Shoulder

(b) (i) Functional Classification - Major
collector street.

(ii) Definition - A larger street with

medium traffic speeds generally designed to convey

regional traffic between areas of the community

(January 22, 2021)

containing lower classification roads to arterial streets.
Direct access from arterial streets to adjacent
properties is limited and widely spaced.

(iii) Cross Section:



Property

Property
Line 84’ Line
13 58' 13
T L o—————
10" Shoulder | 12' Travel Lane 14' Turp Lane 12' Travel Lane | 10' Shoulder
|

(¢) (i) Functional Classification — Minor

collector street.
(ii) Definition - A medium-sized street

intended to be the primary traffic conveyor through

neighborhood or non-residential areas to feed traffic to
larger classification streets for regional travel.
(iii) Cross Section:

Property Property
Line . Line
00
13' 40 13
] //r__;—i—iﬁ_—ﬁi‘::—i_‘_ |
————p — —

8' Shoulder| 12' Travel Lane | 12' Travel Lane |8' Shoulder

(d) (i) Functional Classification — Local at slower speeds and providing direct access to
street. adjacent properties.
(ii) Definition - A smaller street (iii) Cross section:
designed primarily for localized neighborhood traffic
Property Property
Line 60" Line
13' 34 13'
e = — =7 -

—_—
— [ ———
7 10 10' T
Shoulder| Travel Lane | Travel Lane |Shoulder

(e) (i) Functional Classification — Alleys.
(ii) Definition A narrow street
designed and intended for minimal vehicular traffic
that provide secondary access to adjacent properties or
access to properties that would otherwise be

Property
Line

(f) Curb and Gutter, Parkstrip and Sidewalk.
(i) Cross Section:

(January 22, 2021)

ALLEYS
VARIABLE

—5.5' 5.5'+
_M

inaccessible. Alley streets generally do not provide for
pedestrian traffic as an encouragement to utilize more

visible routes.
(iii) Cross section:

Property
Line




Property
Line

13

5' Variable

30"
Curb & {

(A) Curbs and gutters shall be
constructed on all streets and shall be not less than 30” in
overall width. Curbs may be constructed integrally with
the Portland cement concrete pavement. Three %”
reinforcing bars 10” long shall be installed in all curb and
gutter, centered over each sewer and water trench crossed
by the curb and gutter.

(B) Curbs shall be APWA Type “A”
high-back design unless approved otherwise by the Public
Works Director, or their designee.

(C) Adequate provision shall be made
at all crosswalks and intersections for wheelchairs to cross
the curb and gutter and drive approaches. The City-
adopted specifications for such crossings shall be
complied with in regard thereto. The Community
Development and Public Works Department Director or
their designee may approve alterations to the standards in
instances necessary to comply with ADA requirements.

(D) Curb and gutters, driveway
approaches, and all appurtenances thereto shall be
constructed of class 4000 psi (6.5 sack) mix Portland
cement concrete. Unless allowed otherwise by the
Community Development and Public Works Department
Director, the amount of cement in the mix design shall be
increased to 7.5 sack mix between October 1 and March
1. All driveway approaches, waterways and other
appurtenances shall be subject to the weight of vehicles on
any occasion.

(E) An expansion joint shall be
placed no greater than every 50 lineal feet with contraction
joint control strikes placed no greater than every ten lineal
feet.

(F) Curbs, gutters, driveway
approaches and other appurtenances shall have a slump of
not less than two inches and not more than four inches.
Maximum slump is eight inches after the addition of a
high range water reducer (super plasticizer) at site.
Entrained air shall be 5% to 7%.

(iii) Sidewalks.

(A) Sidewalks and all appurtenances
thereto shall be constructed of class 4000 psi (6.5 sack)
mix Portland cement concrete. Unless allowed otherwise
by the Community Development and Public Works
Department Director, the amount of cement in the mix
design shall be increased to 7.5 sack mix between October

(January 22, 2021)
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1 and March 1. All driveway approaches, waterways and
other appurtenances shall be subject to the weight of
vehicles on any occasion.

(B) Sidewalks and other
appurtenances shall have a slump of not less than two
inches and not more than four inches. Maximum slump
is eight inches after the addition of a high range water
reducer (super plasticizer) at site. Entrained air shall be
5% to 7%.

(C) For all sidewalks an expansion
joint shall be placed no greater than every 50 lineal feet
with contraction joint control strikes spaced no greater
than that equal to the width of the sidewalk.

(D) Sidewalks in  newly-created
subdivisions shall serve the present and future pedestrian
traffic of the vicinity. Such sidewalks shall be located in
accordance with proper land planning procedures,
principles, and with due regard for public safety. Unless
otherwise approved by the Community Development and
Public Works Department Director, sidewalks shall be
constructed parallel to the curb, and generally located five
feet distant therefrom so as to provide a park strip between
the curb and the sidewalk.

(E) Sidewalks in residential areas
shall have a minimum depth of four inches and six inches
where crossed as part of a driveway. Sidewalks in non-
residential areas shall have a minimum depth of six
inches. The maximum slope of any sidewalk shall be 2%
or compliant with ADA standards.

(F) Al one- and two-family
residential development sidewalks shall have a minimum
width of five feet, and all multi-family, commercial
properties and industrial properties which require
sidewalks shall have a minimum width of six feet. All
rebuilt sidewalks less than five feet wide shall be widened
to five feet in width for a distance of five feet at least every
200 feet. Sidewalks constructed adjacent to or as an
integral part of the curb shall be a minimum of seven feet
in width and provide a means of installing street signs,
traffic control signs, and mailboxes that does not impede
pedestrian traffic, visibility of signage or access to
mailboxes.

(iv) Parkstrips. The  Community
Development and Public Works Department Director
may modify the width of the park strip and/or allow for
placement of the sidewalk directly adjacent to the curb and



gutter with the recommendation of the City Engineer in
order to accommodate available right-of-way limitations,
match existing conditions, consider unique design criteria,
or other unusual field related considerations.

(4) Dead end streets, including cul-de-sacs,
where permitted, shall not be more than 250 feet in
length measured from the centerline of the last
intersecting street to the centerpoint of the turnaround
area. Cul-de-sacs shall have a minimum outside right-
of-way radius of 50 feet at the closed end, unless the
street ends at a point where the subdivider or developer
intends to extend a street pursuant to a preliminary
plan submitted and approved by the City, in which
case the turnaround may be a minimum radius of 40
feet and constructed of a temporary nature acceptable
to the Tooele City Fire Department. Cul-de-sacs may
be extended beyond 250 feet with written findings from
the Public Works Director that:

(@) doing so is necessary to reasonably
develop properties adjacent to the cul-de-sac;

(b) doing so is necessary to provide vehicular
safe access and utility service to the properties adjacent
to the cul-de-sac;

(c) no other option exists for providing access

to the properties adjacent to the cul-de-sac;

(d) the cul-de-sac turnaround radius at the
closed end, as required in this Section, is increased by
not less than ten feet; and,

(e) doing so will not violate applicable
provisions of the building or fire codes.

(5) No more than two cross streets shall intersect
at any one intersection.
(6) Street grades shall be:

(&) more than 1.0% without written findings
from the Public Works Director establishing that the
grade must be less, but in no case shall be less than
0.5%;

(b) less than 10% for minor collector streets,
local streets, and alleys; and

(c) less than 7% for major collector and
arterial streets.

(7) Streets shall be leveled, whenever possible,
to a grade of less than 4% for a distance of at least 100
feet approaching all intersections, and shall be a
maximum grade of 3% at the intersection.

(8) All crests and sags shall have a vertical curve
pursuant to the following table:

Design Speed, MPH

20

30 40 50 60

Stopping Sight Distance
Stopping Distance, feet
K* Value for:
Crest Vertical Curve
Sag Vertical Curve

Passing Sight Distance
Passing Distance, feet:
2-Lane
K* Value for:
Crest Vertical Curve

*K value is a coefficient by which
the algebraic difference in grade may
be multiplied to determine the length
in feet of the vertical curve which
will provide minimum sight distance.

150
16
24

200 275 350 475
28 55 85 160
35 55 75 105

1100 1500 1800 2100

365 686 985 1340

(9) Minimum radii of horizontal curvature along
the center line shall be:
(a) 300 feet for arterial class streets;
(b) 250 feet for major collector class streets;
(c) 200 feet for minor collector class streets;
and
(d) 100 feet for local class streets and alleys.

(10) Between reversed curves there shall be a
tangent at least 100 feet long.

(11) Intersecting right-of-way boundaries and
improvements for all classes of street—aHey—and
pavement—intersections shall be rounded by an arc
having a minimum radius of 29.5 feet, except that
allies shall be rounded by an arc having a minimum
radius of 15.0 feet.; the-minimum-radius-efwhich-shall
be:

(January 22, 2021)

(12) Whenever a street adjacent to a proposed
development is not fully improved, excluding
sidewalk and parkstrip on the opposite side of the
street, the subdivider or developer shall be responsible
for construction of the entire width of the street, except
for sidewalk and parkstrip on the opposite side of the



street, for the entire length of the development project
including tapered transitions, as necessary, beyond the
length of the development project, as outlined in
Section 4-8-4(4) and (5).

(13) No new half-streets shall be permitted.

(14) If development plans call for peripheral
streets to be constructed, the subdivider or developer
shall be responsible for construction of the entire
width of the street, except for sidewalk and parkstrip
on the opposite side of the street, as outlined in Section
4-8-4(4) and (5).

(15) All streets proposed or intended to be built,
owned, or maintained as private streets shall be
designed and constructed to the same standards and
specifications outlined in this Chapter for public local
class or larger streets. Private streets may not be
reduced in width narrower than 30 feet of asphalt with
curb and gutter on each side. Any private street
proposed to be narrower than 34 feet of asphalt shall
be required to prevent on-street parking through the
provision of adequate off-street parking as outlined in
Chapters 7-4 and 7-1la and through private
enforcement. Land use applications that include
proposed private streets that are narrower than 34 feet
of asphalt shall include, as a part of the application, a
mechanism by which perpetual private enforcement
preventing on-street parking is assured. Applications
that include private streets narrower than 34 feet in
asphalt width shall be subject to review and approval
of the proposed private street design and private
parking enforcement mechanism by the designated
approval authority for the type of land use application,
following recommendation from the Tooele City Fire
Chief, Community Development Department, Public
Works Department, and the City Engineer. The City
Attorney shall review the proposed private parking
enforcement  mechanism  and provide a
recommendation to the approval authority on that
proposed mechanism. Land use applications may
propose alterations to the cross section for the street
regarding sidewalks and parkstrips but shall maintain
pedestrian access of at least a 5-foot width throughout
the development and in compliance with requirements
of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

(Ord. 2021-03, 01-20-2021) (Ord. 2019-01, 02-13-
2019) (Ord 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Ord. 1994-56, 01-
31-1995) (Ord. 1991-04, 06-11-1991)

4-8-2.1. In-Fill Overlay District Street Design.

(1) Intermediate Local Class Streets within the
In-Fill Overlay District, as identified in Section 7-14-
1.2, shall be required to maintain a minimum asphalt
width of 30 feet with curb and gutter on each side.
Parkstrips and sidewalks shall not be required.

(2) Secondary Local Class Streets within the In-
Fill Overlay District, as identified in Section 7-14-1.2,

(January 22, 2021)

shall be required to provide a minimum right-of-way
width of 26 feet. Asphalt, curb and gutter, parkstrips,
and sidewalk improvements shall not be required.

(3) Except as provided in this Section, street
improvement standards for Local Class Streets, as
outlined in Section 4-8-4, shall be applicable to all
Intermediate Local Class Streets and Secondary Local
Class Streets within the In-Fill Overlay District.
Required minimum asphalt widths for Intermediate
Local Class Streets and Secondary Local Class Streets
within the In-Fill Overlay District shall be provided
within a dedicated public right-of-way.

(Ord. 2020-26, 06-17-2020) (Ord. 2017-27, 11-01-
2017)

4-8-3. Street Widths.

Street widths shall conform to the provisions of
Section 7-19-17 of this Code and this Chapter. Street
design and construction standards and specifications
shall conform to the provisions of this Chapter.

(Ord. 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Am. Ord. 1998-32, 10-
07-1998)

4-8-4. Street Improvements.

As a general rule, the arrangement of streets in a new
development shall provide for the continuation of existing
streets in adjoining areas at the same or greater widths,
unless altered by the Planning Commission and City
Council following a recommendation of the Community
Development and Public Works Department Director.
Partial streets shall not be permitted within a development,
adjacent to a development, leading to a development, or
otherwise. All developments shall be adjacent to a
dedicated street that complies with the following:

(1) The full width of the right-of-way shall be
graded to the required section.

(2) All unsuitable sub-base material shall be
removed and shall be replaced with stable, compacted
material in conformance with generally accepted
engineering practices.

(3) Pavement sections shall be of the following
minimum thicknesses and materials:

() residential areas:

(i) standard reinforced Portland cement
pavement having a uniform thickness of ten inches.
Concrete for such pavement shall have a minimum 14-day
compressive strength of three thousand pounds per square
inch, shall contain not less than 6% entrained air. Slump
shall be not less than two inches nor more than four inches.

(if) eight inch thick pozzolanic base
course and wearing surface of a bituminous concrete
binder and surface course having a minimum compacted
thickness of three inches.

(iii) eight inch thick bituminous aggregate
mixture base course and a wearing surface of bituminous
concrete binder and surface course having a minimum



compacted thickness of three inches.

(iv) ten inch thick gravel or crushed stone
base course (aggregate base course, type B) having a
wearing surface of bituminous concrete binder and
surface course, Class 1, having a minimum compacted
thickness of three inches.

(b) commercial and industrial areas:

(i) standard reinforced Portland cement
pavement having a uniform thickness of ten inches.
Concrete for such pavement shall have a minimum 14-day
compressive strength of three thousand pounds per square
inch, shall contain not less than 6% entrained air. Slump
shall be not less than two inches nor more than four inches.

(i) ten inch thick pozzolanic base course
and wearing surface of a bituminous concrete binder and
surface course having a minimum compacted thickness of
four inches.

(iii) ten inch thick bituminous aggregate
mixture base course and a wearing surface of bituminous
concrete binder and surface course having a minimum
compacted thickness of four inches.

(iv) ten inch thick gravel or crushed stone
base course (aggregate base course, type B) having a
wearing surface of bituminous concrete binder and
surface course, Class 1, having a minimum compacted
thickness of four inches.

(4) Street improvements required to be installed
along the frontage of the property under a land
development or construction application shall be as
follows:

(@ undeveloped alleys, for the purposes of this
section determined to be alleys without hard-surface
paving and curb and gutter, shall not be required to install
right-of-way improvements unless the alley provides
primary access to a dwelling unit created by the land
development or construction application;

(b) curb, gutter, sidewalk, and parkstrip
landscaping; and

(c) hard-surface asphalt paving for vehicular
traffic with a minimum width of 30 feet.

(5) When tying-in to existing asphalt pavement, a
minimum two foot “T-cut” shall be performed. When
widening or tying-in to existing asphalt, tapers shall be
provided within the right-of-way to existing asphalt
beyond the property under land development or
construction, as approved by the Community
Development and Public Works Department Director
following a recommendation from the City Engineer.
(Ord 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Ord. 2014-09, 09-03-
2014) (Ord. 1977-26, 12-19-1977)

4-8-5.  Fire Hydrants.

Fire hydrants shall be installed along all streets with
spacing determined by the currently adopted fire code.
All placement locations and any adjustment to spacing
shall be by approval of the Tooele City Fire Chief as a part

(January 22, 2021)

of a preliminary plan or site plan.
(Ord. 2015-07, 03-18-2015)

4-8-6. Street Lighting.

(1) Street lighting shall be installed to serve all
properties within a subdivision as well as all
commercial and industrial development projects.
Such improvements shall be of the individual service
or of the multiple circuit type and shall consist of
standards, liminaires, cable conduit under driveways
and/or streets, controllers, hand holes, and all other
miscellaneous work and equipment necessary for an
integrated system of street lights.

(2) Locations. There shall be at least one street
light at each intersection and interior of each cul-de-
sac turnaround area, and spaced not greater than 300
feet in between in residential areas. In non-residential
areas, spacing shall be not greater than 400 feet.

(Ord. 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Ord. 1977-26, 12-19-
1977)

4-8-7.  Alleys.

(1) In commercial and industrial districts,
provisions shall be made for service access, separate
from customer travel and parking areas, for such
purposes as off-street merchandise loading, unloading,
and parking consistent and adequate for the uses
proposed.

(2) Alleys in residential areas shall not be
permitted.

(3) Dead-end alleys shall be avoided, but if
unavoidable, they shall be provided with adequate
turnaround facilities at the closed end, with a
minimum outside radius of 50 feet at the closed end.
(Ord. 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Ord. 1977-26, 12-19-
1977)

4-8-8. Blocks.

(1) The lengths, widths, and shapes of blocks
shall be determined with due regard to:

(a) Provision for adequate building sites
suitable to the special needs of the type of use
contemplated.

(b) Zoning requirements as to lot size and
dimensions.

(c) Needs for convenient access, circulation,
control and safety of street traffic.

(2) Block lengths shall not exceed 1,000 feet, and
shall not be less than 300 feet in length, except that the
Planning Commission may approve adjustments to
this requirement when it finds that:

(a) the block layout does not cause adverse
travel distance for pedestrians or vehicles; or

(b) topography or some other factor of the
property necessitate such for safety concerns that
cannot otherwise be addressed or accommodated



through design of the development.

(3) Pedestrian crosswalks not less than ten feet
wide shall be required at all intersections and at mid-
block locations deemed appropriate by the Planning
Commission, upon recommendation of the Chief of
Police and the Director, to provide for pedestrian
circulation or access to schools, playgrounds,
shopping centers, and transportation and other
community facilities, and shall be provided
approximately half way between the ends of blocks
approved to be longer than 1,000 feet in length.

(Ord 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Ord. 1977-26, 12-19-
1977)

4-8-9. Street Names and Signage.

(1) Street signs of a material and construction
approved by the City shall be installed at locations and
of a type determined the City. Streets signs shall be
installed at each intersection using the coordinate
system outlined in Section 4-8-10 herein to identify
streets. Street names shall be identified on the final
plat for the subdivision. All street signs shall be in
conformance with the Manual of Uniform Traffic
Control Devices (MUTCD) and shall be installed at
the subdivider’s or developer’s sole expense.

(2) The City Council shall approve the names of
streets within the city as a part of preliminary plat or
site plan review.

(3) Street names shall be assigned in accordance
with the following:

(&) All street coordinates shall end in zero
and shall generally end in “50” or “00”.

(b) Streets running north-south or east-west
shall be assigned a numeric coordinate, i.e. 500 North.

(c) Streets that curve shall be assigned
names.  Street signs with names shall include
appropriate numeric coordinates.

(d) Streets that back track, loop, or are
longer than 600 feet and curve more than 30 degrees
from the original heading shall be assigned at least two
separate street names.

(e) Circles shall be addressed as part of the
main street.

(f) Names of streets shall not continue in
more than one primary bearing. The bearing may
either be north-south or east-west, but not both.

(g) Street names shall be verified with
Tooele County by the applicant before being proposed
for a development project in order to avoid
duplication.

(Ord. 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Ord. 1994-03, 02-19-
1994)

4-8-10. Property Address Numbers.

(January 22, 2021)

(1) Property address numbers shall be proposed
by the applicant for any preliminary plat or site
development plan. The Building Official shall
determine the final property address of any dwelling,
building, or structure within Tooele City.

(2) Addresses shall be assigned according to the
following:

(@) The baselines for all addresses in Tooele
City shall be:

(i) Vine Street for north and south
addresses;

(if) Main Street for east and west
addresses south of the railroad tracks; and

(iii) Berra Boulevard for east and west
addresses north of the railroad tracks and 1000 North.

(b) No home or business addresses will end
in “00” without first requesting in writing and receiving
approval for such in writing from the Building Official
after consideration of at least the following:

(i) the relationship of existing addresses
in the vicinity to the requested address;

(i) the relationship of the requested
address to the existing street grid coordinates; and

(iii) potential implications of the requested
address on public safety response, any anticipated future
road and its anticipated coordinates, and the potential
complications of addressing undeveloped neighboring
properties.

(c) Addresses shall coincide to the front of
the building.  Corner properties shall have two
addresses assigned to them until a building permit is
issued, at which time one of those addresses will
become the permanent address, as determined by the
Building Official.

(d) Addresses of properties on generally
parallel, nearby streets shall not coincide.

(e) All dwellings or primary buildings shall
display the assigned address for such dwelling or building
in a position as to be plainly visible and legible from the
street or road fronting the property. The displayed address
shall contrast with the background upon which it is affixed
and shall conform to any other requirements set forth in
the building and fire codes adopted by the City.

(f) Odd and even addresses shall be assigned
according to Figure 4-8-10-1 below and generally when
facing away from any one of the baselines identified in
Section 4-8-10(2)(a) herein:

(i) even address numbers shall be on the
right-hand side of the street; and

(if) odd address numbers shall be on the
left-hand side of the street.
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Figure 4-8-10-1

(3) All dwellings or buildings shall display the
assigned address for such dwelling or building in a
position as to be plainly visible and legible from the
street or road fronting the property. The displayed
address shall contrast with the background upon which
it is affixed and shall conform to any other
requirements set forth in the building and fire codes
adopted by the City.

(Ord. 2015-07, 03-18-2015) (Ord. 1994-03, 02-19-
1994)

4-8-11. Bridge Standards and Design. Any bridge
to be constructed for vehicular or pedestrian traffic
shall be designed according to the adopted standards
for the same as implemented by the Utah Department
of Transportation.

(Ord. 2015-07, 03-18-2015)

(January 22, 2021)



TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
RESOLUTION 2021-82

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL APPROVING INSURANCE
COVERAGE FOR INSURANCE PERIOD 2021-2022.

WHEREAS, Tooele City employs a comprehensive risk management strategy,
including safety and sensitivity training, repair or removal of damaged equipment, risk
inventories, risk management and safety policies, and insurance, the purpose of which
strategy is to avoid harm to persons and property and to decrease claims against the
general funds of Tooele City; and,

WHEREAS, the City has been insured by the Utah Local Governments Trust
(“Trust”) since August 1, 2018; and,

WHEREAS, the Trust charged a premium of $182,175 for the 2018-2019
Insurance Period, $183,280 for the 2019-2020 Insurance Period, and $198,748 for the
2020-2021 Insurance Period; and,

WHEREAS, for the 2021-2022 Insurance Period, the Trust proposes to insure
Tooele City for a total premium of $222,755.92, comprised of $134,461 for liability
coverage, $75,344 .44 for property coverage, and $12,950.48 for auto coverage (see
Exhibit A):

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL that
the combined property, auto, and casualty insurance premium of the Utah Local
Governments Trust is hereby approved, with a 2021-2022 insurance period package
premium of $222,755.92, and that the Mayor is hereby authorized to sign all documents
necessary to implement the coverage.

This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon passage by authority of
the Tooele City Charter.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Resolution is passed by the Tooele City Council this
day of , 2021,




TOOELE CITY COUNCIL

(For) (Against)
ABSTAINING:

MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(Approved) (Disapproved)
Debra E. Winn Debra E. Winn
ATTEST:

Michelle Y. Pitt, City Recorder

SEAL

Approved as to Form:

Roger Evans Baker, Tooele City Attorney



Exhibit A

Insurance Proposal:
2021-2022 Insurance Period



UTAH LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TRUST
35 South Highway 89, Noak ol Velae, T 310504

2 801.936,6400 1 800.748.4440 3 B01L.Y36.0300 w »utaltrust.gov

The Utah Local Governments Trust [s a Public Agency Insurance Mutual, defined under Utah Code Annotated
31A-1-103, and formed under the Utah Interlocal Cooperative Act, Utah Code Annotated 11-13-101 et seq,
Under the authority of Utah Code Annotated 63G-7.703 and 63G.7-801 et seq., the Trust and its members
have created a self-insurance reserve fund to pay and/or defend against certain risks and liabilities. The
Trust provides Insurance-like protection to its members through coverage contracts, also referred to as
“policies.” The policies issued by the Trust contain various provislons which may limit or restrict coverage.
Read sach policy carefully to determine your rights, duties and what is and is not covered.

TRUST POLICY NUMBER: 14180-LIABILITY

MEMBER/NAMED INSURED: Tooele City

POLICY PERIOD: 08/01/2021 12:01 a.m, Mountain Standard Time and continuous until
cancelled.

__"WABILITY COVERAGE DECLARATIONS -

MAXIMUM COMBINED AGGREGATE LIMIT $10,000,000

The Maximum Combined Aggregate Limit represents the most the Trust will pay per Policy Period regardiess
of the number of: (1) Insureds; (2) “claims” or “suits”; (3) persons or organizations sustaining “damages”;
(4) “occurrences,” “personal injury offenses,” “public officials' errors and omissions,” “wrongful law
enforcement acts”; or (5) coverages involved in a loss. Payment under any of the coverages provided by the
Trust shali reduce the Maximum Combined Aggregate Limit available per Policy Period. Coverage provided
by the Trust shall not be combined, cumulated or stacked with any other coverage provided by the Trust.

CGL - Comprahensive General Lisbilty

CGL Gomprehensive General Liability
Liability Aggregate Limit per Policy Period $10,000,000
Self Insured Retention $1,000
Liability Single Limit per Occurrence/Qffense $10,000,000
No-Fault Medical Payments per Qccurrence $5,000

Toosle City Page 1 of 3



POEO - Public Officials' Errors and Omisslons Liability

Liability Single Limit per Wrongful Law Enforcement Act

$10,000,000

POEO-CP1 Coverage Part 1: Public Officials’ Errors and Omissions
Liability Aggregate Limit per Policy Period $10,000,000
Self Insured Retention $1,000
Liability Single Limit per Wrongful Act $10,000,000
POEO-CP2 Coverage Part 2: Employee Benefits Liabllity
Liabllity Aggregate Limlt per Policy Period $10,000,000
Self insured Retention $1,000
Liability Single Limit per EB Act/Error/ Omission $10,000,000
LEL - Law Enforcement Liability
LEL Law Enforcement Liability
Liability Aggregate Limit per Policy Period $10,000,000
Self Insured Retention $1,000

BAC - Business Auto Coverage

ABI/PD

um

UM

PIP

Auto Bodily Injury/Property Damage
Liability Aggregate Limit per Policy Period

Self Insured Retention

Liability Single Limit per Accident/ Covered Pollution
Cost or Expense

Uninsured Motorigt Coverage
Coverage Limits

insure ist Covarage

Coverage Limits

Bersonal Injury Protection

Coverage Limits

$10,000,000

$1,000

$10,000,000

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

$5,000

Sub-Limits/Endorsement -~

FGCSS-L Forelgn Claims and Suits Sub-Limit
Aggregate Limit per Policy Pericd $1,000,000
Self Insured Retention $1,000
SHS-L Sexual Harassment Sub-Limit
Aggragate Limit per Policy Period $1,000,000
Self Insured Retention $1,000
Tooele City Page 2 of 3




UsSS-L Utllity. Service Sub-Limit
Aggregate Limit per Policy Petiod
Per Clalm/Suit Limit
Self Insured Retention

DEC-E Declaratory. Injunctive Relief and Land Use Defense
Aggregate Limit per Policy Period
Per Claim/Suit Limit

Self Insured Retention

MAL-E Malfeasance Defense
Aggregate Limit per Policy Period
Per Claith/Suit Limit
Self Insured Retention

NFS-E No-Fault Sewer and Potable Water
Aggregate Limit per Policy Period
Maximum Limit per Household/Business

PA-E Prior Acts Coverage

Aggregate Limit per Policy Period

Per Claim/Suit Limit

Self Insured Retention

Communicable Disease Exclustonary Endotsement
CDEL-E Liabitity

See Endorsement

SA-E Sexual Abuse Endorsement

Aggregate Limit per Policy Period
Self Insured Retention

$1,000,000
$500,000
$1,000

$50,000
$26,000
$1,000

$20,000
$10,000
$1,000

$100,000
$5,000

$1,000,000
$1,000,000
$1,000

See Endorsement

$1,000,000
$1,000

Notification of Claime:

Utah Local Governments Trust

Attention: Claims Manager
55 South Highway 89

North Salt Lake City, UT 84054-0810

801.936.6400

Dated: 7/29/2021 Annual Premium: $134,461

A b o

Steven A. Hansen, CEQ
Utah Local Governments Trust

Tooele City
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UTAH LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TRUST
&5 Sanib Highveay RO Noerd Sali Lake WY 84054

£ B01.935.6400 1 8007484440 { B0LY36.0300 www ntahtrust.goy

Member #: 14180

Tooele City

90 N, Main Street

Tooelg UT 84074

Property Invoice
Policy Number Effective Date Expiration Date . Billing ;Tiypé;,f- i s Statement Date Due Date invoice Number
14180-PROPERTY 8/1/2021 6/30/2022 Lo Anpiale 7/13/2021 8/10/2021 1592368
Summary
Description Count Premium
Building 106 $71,542.26
Contractor's Equipment 118 $2,344.23
Equipment in the Open 20 $1,457.95
Invoice Total: $75,344.44

Make checks payable to: Utah Local Governments Trust




Pafley Number: 14180-PROPERTY

Bllling Mode; Anniual

Created Date: 7/13/2021

Annual Property Premiums

Involce 11592368

Invoice ) Building  Bullding Contents Contents Bus.int. Bus. lnt. Total
Type Date Effective Date  Description Location Value  Premlum Value Premlum Value Premium  Premium
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Angel Grove 1670 East Middle 575,803 - $68.22 50 $0.00 50 50.00 362,43
Chlorinator Building Canyori Road )
Buliding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Anlmal Shelter 3300 North 1200 $312,402 $281.16 526,000 $23.40 S0 50,00 $278.69
Waest ’
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021, Babe Ruth Park 200 East 100 $163,785 8147.41 50 $0.00 30 $0.00 $134.,89
Concesslons South
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Babe Ruth Park 200 East 100 $90,947  $81.85 $0 $0.00 0 50,00 $74.90
: Restrooms South
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 . Canyon Rim Booster . 602 $o Canyon $451,966  $406.77 $0 50.00 50 $0.00 §372,22
Pump Road - ’
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Cemetery 151 £ast Skyline 538,943 $35.05 580,000 $72.00 S0 50,00 $97.95
Garage/Storage Dri»jg 200 East
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Cemefery Office 255 South 100 $714,850  $643.36 50 $0.00 50 $0.00 $588.72
Complex East
Bullding 08/01/2021  ©8/01/2021 Cemetery Dffice 265 South 100 530,385 527,35 50 50,00 50 50.00 $25.03
Detached Garage East
Building 08/01/2021 080172021 Cemetery Records 265 Sauth 100 175,819 $158.24 50 40.00 50 50,00 $144.30
Office East
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021  Cemetery Restroom 150 East Clegg 540,172 $36.16 50 $0.00 30 $0.00 $33.09
- Storage Drive
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Cemetery Shop 151 East Skyline 843,453 $39.11  $27,000 $24.30 $0 $0.00 £58,03
Maintenance Drive 200 East
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Chlorinator Bldg Well ©10 South Canyen 400,000 $3850.00 80 $0.00 50 $0.00 $329,42
10 1 Single Structure Road
Bullding 08/01/2022  08/01/2021 Chlarine Storage 1015 & Coleman 325,000 $22.50  $25,000 522.50 S0 50,00 541,18
Shed
Buliding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 City Hall 90 Narth Main 35,205,897 $4,685.31 51,200,000 51,080.00 S0 $0.00 £5,275.65
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Clty Library 128 West Vine 53,497,857 $3,148,07 $1,995,000 $1,795.50 $0 $0.00 $4,523.70
Street
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021  City Shop Buiiding 1- 1015 ;Scuth $386,790 $348.11 $112,250 510102 90 $0.00 $410.08
Vehicle Malntenance Coleman
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021  City Shap Building 2 - 1015 Sauth $310,250 $273.22  S275,000 $247.50 S0 $0.00 $481.08
Office, Shag, Yehicle Coleman
Storage
Buliding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021  City Shop Bullding 3 - 2015 South $174,242 3155.82 $20,000 $18.00 50 $0.00 $159.57
Rear Vehicle Storage Colerman
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021  City Shop Bullding 4 - 1015 South 328,753 525,91 $20,000 $18.00 50 50.00 544,18
Paint Storage Coleman )
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 City Shop Chlorine 1015 South 511,108 $10.00 525,000 522.50 30 50.00 829.74
Storage Bullding Caleman
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  City Softball Complex &9 North 200 West $47,140 §42.43 50 $0.00 $0 $0.00 $38.83
- Concession Building
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Copper Canyon Park 265 West Slate $32,644 329,38 50 $0.00 S0 $0.00 $26.88
- Pavilion Street
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  CopperCanyon Park 265 West Slate $36,361 532,72 50 $0.00 50 50.00 529.94
- Restroom Street
Building 08/01/2021  ©8/01/2021 Dow James Park - 400 North 438 $1,855,051 $1,669.55  $20,800 $18.72 3 50,00 $1,544.88
Boys & Girls Club West
Building
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Dow Jarmes Park - 400 North 438 520,036 518.03 50 $0.00 S0 50,00 416.50
Pavilion Woest
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Dow James Park - 400 North 438 $62,833 $56,55 30 30.00 S0 $0.00 $51.75
Restroom Woest
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Eiton Park - East 400 N Broadway 511,367 $10.23 50 40,00 50 $0.00 $9.36
Pavllien 1
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Elton Park - Middle 400 N Broadway $20,973 518.88 S0 $0.00 50 $0.00 $17.28
Pavilion 3
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Elton Park - 400 N Broadway 963,026 356.72 $0 $0.00 50 50.00 $51.90
Restroom
Building 08/o1/2021 08/01/2021 Elton Park - West 400 N Broadway $20,973 318.88 S0 50,00 50 $0.00 $17.28
Pavilion 2
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Elton Park TotLots 400 N Broadway $17,600 $15.84 S0 50,00 50 $0.00 $14.50

Swings Playgrd £q



Policy Number: 14180-PROPERTY Billing Maode: Annual Created Date: 7/13/2021 Invoice 11592368
Invoice Building  Building Contents Contents Bus.Int. Bus. Int, Total
Type Date Effective Date Description Location Value Premium Value Premium Value Premium Premium
Bullding 08/01/2021  DB/01/3021  England Acres Park - 10N 400 E 4165720  $149,15 50 $0,00 50 $0.00 5135,48
Pavillan/Restrooms . R
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Fire Station #2 82 North 7th §579,371 552143 5365000  $328.50 S0 50.00 §777.74
’ Street .
Suilding 08/G1/2021 08/01/2021 Fire Statlon #2- 82 North 7th 157,444 3141,70 520,000 $18.00 50 50.00 $146.13
Storage Building Street E
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Flre Station NO.1 50 North Main 51,225,012 *§1,102.53  $165,000  5148.50 $0 50,00 $1,144.76
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Gleneagles Park - 971 No 500 West $12,591 $11.33 50 50.00 50 $0.00 $10.37
Pavilions {3)
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Kennacott B 955 North Erleson  $413,567  $372.21 50 50,00 40 50,00 $340.50
Wellhouse | Road
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  linear Fark Pavillon 1380 N 220 West $38,406 $34.56 50 50.00 $0 50.00 $31.52
2
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Old Cemetary Fence 710 So Hwy 36 $10,400 $9.36 50 50.00 40 $0.00 $8.56
Buliding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Old City Hall Leased 39 East Vine Street $177,841  $180.06 50 S0.00 S0 $0,00 3146.47
to Daughters of UT i T
Picneers
Buiiding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Old City Library 47 East Vine Street SG49,Q94 $584.18 S0 50.00 ] $0.00 $534.56
Leased to 5ons of UT ’ :
Pioneers
Building D8/01/2021  08/01/2021 0old Clinic 2555100 & 550,000 545.00 $0 $0.00 50 $0.00 $41.18
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Oquirrh Hills Golf 1255 Fast Vine $1,079,447 $971.50 888,740 $79.87 50 $0.00 $962.08
Coursa Club House Street - :
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 oguirth Hills Golf 1255 East Vine $152,765  $13748 S0 $0.00 $0 $0.00 $125.81
Course Pavilion Street :
Building ogfol/2021  08/017/2021 Oqulrrh Hills Golf 1255 East Vine $25,411 §22.87  $20,000 518.00 S0 $0.00 $37.40
Course Range Street b .
Building
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Oguirch Hills Golf 1255 East Vire 5326445  $293.80 40 £0.00 $0 $0.00 $268,85
Course Secondary Street
Pump House
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Oquirrh Hills pavillon  1255F Vine 5t 525,000 522,50 50 $0.00 50 $0.00 520,59
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021  Overlaks Golf Course  Lake 13 Overlake $400,000 $360.00 $0 $0.00 S0 $0.00 5320.42
Secandary Pump Drive
House
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Parkear's Park 202 West 5129977 5116.98 S0 $0.00 S0 $0.00 5107,04
Restrooms and DiMaggia Drive
Concession Bldg
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Parks - Office, Shop, S3IRELI0N $495,813 . 544623  $100,000 $90.00 $0 $0.00 5490.68
Equipment Storage
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Parks Operations 270 East Maple $o5,581 $86.02  $20,000 $18.00 $0 $0.00 495,18
Warehouse Street
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Police Department 50 North Garden $263,335  $237.00  $50,000 $45.00 S0 $0.00 $258.05
Ancillary Building Street
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Police Degartment 50 North Garden $7,108,071 $6,397.26  5$250,000  $225.00 50 50.00 $6,059.82
Bullding Street
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Pratt Aquatic Center 55 North 2nd $6,979,112 5528120 $800,000  $B10.00 50 $0.00 $6,488.93
Wast
Building 08/01/2021  0B/D1/2021  Pratt Aguatic Center 55 North 2nd 563,831 $57.45 50 $0.00 $0 $0.00 $52.57
Park - Fast Pavilion  West Vine Street
Building G8/01/2021  08/01/2021  Pratt Aquatic Center 55 North 2nd 468,154 $61.34 50 $0.00 S0 $0.00 $56.13
Park - Restrocms ~ West Vine Street
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Pratt Aguatic Center 55 North 2nd $107,431 596,69 50 50.00 40 $0.00 . 588.48
Park - West Pavilion ~ West Vine Street
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Pratt Aquatic Park 200 W Vine Street $167,000  5150.30 50 50,00 50 $0.00 $137.54
Restrooms .
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Railroad Museum 35 North $171,185 5154.07 514,050 512.60 30 $0.00 $152.51
Broadway -
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Rallroad Museum - 35 North $152,378  $137.14  $20,000 $18.00 50 50,00 $141.96
Foreman's House Broadway
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Rallroad Museum - 35 North $16,890 415,20 50 50.00 50 $0,00 $13.91
Pavilion Broadway
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Rallroad Museum - 35 North $22,745 $2047 520,000 $18.00 S0 50.00 $35.20
Repzlr Garage Broadway
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Billing Mode: Ahnual -

- Created Date: 7/13/2021

Policy Number: 14180-PROPERTY Invoice #:1592368
Invoice DTN - Bullding  Building Contents Contents Bus.Int. Bus. Int. Total
Type Date Effective Date Description Location Vilue  Premium Value Premium Value Premium  Premium
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Rancho Park-- 500 West §20 537,460 §33.71 © %o 30.00 1] 50.00 $30.85
Pavillon - sauth ) -’
Bullding .08/01/2021 08/01/2021, . Rancho Park - 900 West 920 SG:].‘ 187 §55.61 $0 $0.00 S0 $0.00 550.89
Restrooms  South " ]
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 ' Rodeo Grounds 575 North 200 -+ - $409,604 5358.72' } 50 50.00 50 $0.00 433740
Wellhousa West ) . .
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Settlement Canyon . 800 South-Canvon §155,162.  $139.65 30 $0.00 30 30,00 $127.79
Chlorlnator Building - Rd v 7 o
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 - . Settlers Park - 50 West 520 Southr 823,702 319.53 ° 50 $0.00 S0 .00 $17.87
Pavilllon S
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/03/202% - - SkylneBeoster 42~Ea_s£t Skyline -.$158,363 - $142.53- $0 $0.00 50 40,00 $130.42
L Pump - Drive T S
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2091°  Skyliie Park- 651 Skyllne Driva $194,201  $174.78 . $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00 $159.94
) Pavilion/Restrooms B .
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Statin Booster Pump 916 West 700 $452,672 540740 $0 40,00 0 $0,00 £372.80
South
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/3021 Swimming Pocl 55 North 2nd $58,300 55247 50 50.00 $0 $0.00 $48.01
Paviflon , West :
Buliding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Taoele City Polica 50 North Garden i $10,737,006  $5,653.30 $645,000 $580.50 50 $0.00 %9,373.78
) Station. ~. Street . ' o
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Veterans Park - PMaln Street Vine $63,596 $57.33 30 $0.00 50 50,00 552,46
s Pergolas (3) . » L :
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Water Finance 1015 Sauth 5195,104 $176.49  $250,000 $225.00 S0 50.00 $367.39
Storage Coleman
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Water Reclamaticn 3300 North 1200 $370,618 $333.56  $200,000 $180.00 50 50,00 $469,94
Fazility - West
Administration
Building
Buliding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Water Reclamation 3300 North 1200 $116,640 310498 $300,000  $270.00 S0 $0.00 4343,13
Facility - Blower Wast ;
Bullding
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/03/2021  Water Reclamation 3300 Kerth 1200 $7,101,500 5$6,391,35 S0 $0.00 50 $0.00 45,844.52
Facllity - Clarifiers (3} Waest ’
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Whater Reclamation 3300 North 1200 51,249,200 $1,124.28 50 50.00 50 50,00 $1,028.79
Facllity - Digaster West
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Water Reclamation 3300 North 1200 $64,471 558,02 $200,000 $1B0.00 50 50,00 $217.80
Facllity - Effluent West
Pump Bullding
Building C8/01/2021  0B/01/202%  Water Reclamation 3300 North 1200 $328,675  $285.81 $1,500,000 $1,350,00 50 $0.00 $1,506.03
Facility - Filter Wast
Building
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Water Reclamation 3300 North 1200 $280,700 $252.63 $2,000,000 51,800.00 50 $0.00 $1,878.29
Facility - Green West
House
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Water Reclamation 3300 North 1200 $64,675 $58.21  $500,000 $450,00 50 50.00 $465.05
Facllity - Headworks West
Bulfding
Building 08/01/2021 080142031 ‘Watar Reclamation 3300 Nerth 1200 $2,200,000 $1,980.00 S0 $0.00 50 $0.00 $1,811.84
Factlity - Oxidation Waest
Ditch (2}
Building 08/61/2021 08/01/2021 Water Reclamation 3300 North 1200 518,006 §17.19 50 40.00 50 $0.00 $15.73
Facility - Scale West
Building
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Water Reclamation 3300 North 1200 $769,010 $692.11  $500,000 $450.00 80 50.00 51,045,11
Facllity - Solids West
Handling Building
Bullding 08&/01/2023 08/01/2021 Water Reclamation 3300 Nerth 1200 $700,500 $A30,45 50 50.00 S0 50,00 557680
fFacility - Thickener Waest
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Water Reclamation 330G Narth 1200 5730,139 $657.12  5312,200 $280.98 50 30,00 5858.43
Faclility - Truck Shop West
Building 08/01/2021  0B8/01/2021  Water Reclamation 3300 North 1200 $68,966 $62.07 5364,000  $327.60 50 $0.00 $356.58
Facility - UV Buliding Woest
Buflding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  WaterTank3-3MG 825 Canyon $1,500,000 $1,350.00 S0 $0.00 50 50.00 $1,235.34
Raad )
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Water Tank 4 - 2 MG 6508 51,000,000 $800.00 S0 50.00 30 30,00 $823,56
Mountaineer
Drive



Pelicy Number: 14180-PROPEATY

Billing Mode: Aplgual

, Crealed Date: 7/13/2021 Invoice #:1592368

Invoice Bullding  Building Contents Contents Bus.Int. Bus.Int. Total
Type Date  Effective Date  Description Location Value - Premiium  Valus - Premium  Value  Premium  Premium
Bullding 08/01/2021  0B/01/2021  Water Tank5-2 MG 700 Cassity Drive  $1,000,000  $300.00 50 50,00 50 $0,00 $823.56
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 WaterTank5.- 700 E Cassity Drive §127,720  $114.95 50 $0.00 S0 $0,00 $105,19
Chlorfnator Biilding ) o
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Water Tank6-25 . J851EMiddla | 51,250,000 $1,125.00 50 .50.00 $0 $0.00  51,029.45
MG - -, CanyorRd e : .
Bullding 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Water Tank 7 - 2.5 82 50 960 West $1,256:000 ' $1,125.00 %0 £0.00 50 $0,00 51,029.45
MG - ‘ . N
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Water TankB-1 MG 845 No 520 East SA00,000  $540.00 - $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00 $494.14
AR Py \
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Well 11 - Chlorinator 6505 4455984 ' $410.39 50 £0,00 $0 $0,00 $375.54
Building Mountainger )
- oo Ditve - X .
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Well 12-Chiorinates 1288 South $453,467 - 540812 50 $0,00 50 $0.00 $373.46
Building ~ - Cdssity Drive a ‘
Buitding '08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Well 13 - Chidrinater 2100 East Middle 5409,934  5368.95 30 80,00 50 50,00 $337.62
Bullding - “. Canyon Road :
Buiiding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021  Well 14 - Chi_orinatnr 881 South Main 404,872 5364.38 30 50.00 50 $0,00 $333,43
Bullding ~~  'Street3C0East” .
Bullding 08/01/2021 OB]U 172021 Wall 15 Booster 345 Mo 520 East 5751611 5676.45 50 30.00 S0 $0.00 $619.00
Station P
Bullding 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 well 5 - Chlorlnator 419 5o 300 West $308,963 5368.07 S0 $0.00 50 50.00 $336.81
BulldTng ’ '
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Well 6 - Chlorinator 111 50uth $538,000 548420 50 50,00 3c 50.00 $443.08
Bullding. . . .- Millburn Drlve o
Building 08/01/2021, 08/01/2021 Well 7 - Chlorinator 350 south 1150 5450,157 540_5.14 50 50,00 50 50.00 $370.73
Bullding Wast ’ . . )
Building 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Wall 8 - Chlprinator 800 South 1150 540(3,?,70 $360.24 . 50 50.00 30 50,00 $325.64
Bullding  West . '
Building 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 . Well9-Chiorinator 591 S0 Maln 5400,611  $360.55 $0 $0.00 50 50,00 $329.53
Building . .
Bullding 08/01/2021  D8/01/2021 Yeuth Centey and 102 Morth 7th $532,000  $477.90 $0 $0.00 S0 50,00 $437.31
Galf Cart Storage Streat ’ :
Type Involce Date  Effective Date Description Serlal Numbey Value Premium
Contractor's....~.«08/01/2021 - (8/01/2021.- - :(86) 2019 Yamaha DR2A EFi Golf Carts . See docs for all serig) numbers $380,800 5313.61
Equipment . ! -valugd at $4750) each 3
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 1589 Herla TRY300- $500 $0.41
Equipment o
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1985 Caterpiilar lntﬂrgradar/Loédar 3CL01752 5118,000 597,18
Equlpment i )
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1996 Case Backhoe 580 Super L. 1160196775 $63,521 $52.31
Equipment : L
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1997 Lely Shreadar 16309-2208 $1,000 40.82
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1997 Toro Grounds Master 325 70477 $2,500 $2.06
Eguigmant -
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 1967 Tora Sand Pro 2020 210470241 $2,000 51,65
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01./2021 08/01/2021 1998 Curshman Truckster 98005733 $5,000 $4,12
£quipment o )
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1998 Toro Grounds Master 345 60254 $2,500 $2.06
Equlpment
Contractar's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1958 Tore Sand Pro 2020 260000272 54,000 43,29
Eguipment
anfra(:tnr's o08foi/2021 08/01/2021 1999 Honda Moetorcycle THXBOQ x4 478TE1509XA028437 $1,000 50,82
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1999 Hyster Forklift Hi77RI 513,000 $10.71
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1899 Toro Reelmaster 3100D 320190685 $8,000 $6.59
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 1999 Toro Reelmaster 5400D 03543-90414 $7,500 SE.18
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 1999 Toro Workman 33000 Sprayer 07205-90154 $12,000 $4.88
Equipment
Contractos's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2000 Case Loader 62IC JJE0125033 $91,624 $75.46

Equipment



Policy Number: 14180-PROPERTY

Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Eguipment
Contractor's
Equlpment
. Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Eguipment

Contractar's
Equipment

Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment

Centractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Egulpment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractar's
£qulpment

Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipmant
Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Equipment

08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/202%;
08/01/2021
o8fu1/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021,
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
98/01/2021
08/61/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/c1/2021
08/01/202
08/a1/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
g8/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021.
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

£8/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

DR/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2031

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

Bililng Mode: Annual

2000Mitsublshi Fork Lift
2001'&260 Golf Cart
2001 Ht;r?]da 4 Wheeler
2001=Jé‘::’c‘:h§;en Cushm:én Trk
2001 Kubdta L4200
2001, Tor-o Grountls -Mastai' 455D(2)
2602 Ca'se’Ba‘ck;wa 590
2002 Grasshopper Grasshopper
2002 Erasdhopper Ratary Deck Mawer
2002 Honda ATV - TRX-350FE
2002 Honda ATV - T-RKE!SDTM
2003 Toro Aerothatch 83
2003 T;:orc: Sand‘- Pro 502('1
2003 TyCrop Ty-Crop Spreager
2004 Buffalo Blower
2004 Case 580 Super M
2004 Smithco SweanStar V62
2004 Tore Groundmaster 4500D
ZUC.M Toro Gmu.ndsmaster 35000
2005 C[I;lb Car Golf Car
2005 Club Car Golf Car
2005 Club é:ar Golf Car
2005 Club Car Galf Cart
2005 Club Car Golf Cart
2005 Club Car Golf Cart
2005 Club Car Golf Cart
2005 Cluh-Ca;r Golf Cart
2005 Stmplex Grinder - Peerless 2000
2005 Toro Reelmaster 1000
2006 Aerway Aerway
2006 Grasshopper Grasshogper
2006 Grasshopper Grasshopper
2006 Grasshopper Grasshopper

2006 Jacobsen G Plex NIl G1

6

Created Date: 7/13/2021
" AFI7B11805
" -EZE608201:1343141

- -fareman -

“LM10703

- e 14200061987

- 30450-22000614?
,};: ’EJGUzasés7.=
C531317
 sisga
TBA -

TBA
44550-245305435
0855-23000015
MH-400 11364
9436
N4C305598
78239
30856-240000820
30821-240000283
563389
563413
553392
AGD543-563400
AGO543-56308
AGD543-563384
AGO543-563330
AG0543:563401
416
40572570
6060003265
5618108
5621162
5631151

BND20S388

Involce #:1582368

$12,106
52,000
52,500
48,000
10,000
51,500
466,795
$5,000
'$5,000
52,000
$2,000
$4,000
$8,000
$15,000
$4,500
350,000
$10,000
415,000
$10,000
4500
$500
4500
$500
5500
$500
4500
$500
520,000
$500
$3,000
$7,000
$7,000
$7,000

$2,500

$9.97

$1.65

$2.06

$6.59

$8.24

§1.24

$55,01

54,12

54.12

$1.65

$1.65

§3.29

§6.59

$12.35

§3.71

$41.18

$8.24

$12.35

$8.24

$0.41

30.41

$0.41

50.41

$0.41

50,41

$0.41

$0.41

$16.47

$0.41

52.47

55,76

§5.76

$5.76

$2.06



Policy Number: 14180-PROPERTY

Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Egulpment

Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Equlpment

Contractor's
Equipmant

Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's

£guipment

Centractor's |

Equipment

Contractor's
Equigment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment

Contractar's
Eguipment

Contractor's. .

Equipment

Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's,

Equipmant

Contractor's
Equlpment

Contractor's .-

Equipment

Contractor's
Eguipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Eguipment
Contractor's
Eguipment

Contractor's
Equlpment

Ceritractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Equipment

Centractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment
Contractor's
Equipment

Contractor's
Equipment

08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
o8/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01,/2021

08/01/2021

08B/01/2021..., 08/01/2021, -

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/G1/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021 .
08/01/2021.
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
08/01/2021
~ §Bfo1/2021

- 08/01/2021

08/01/2021.. .-

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

- 08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

08/01/2021

< o

. Bilfing hModer Annial -

2

. 2006 Toro Greensimastor 3150

¢

2006 Toro Pro Core 648

2006 Toro Sand Pro 5020

o e LR
2006 Vertkirain Vartidrain 7215
2007 Condard Hot Box

20&17.166&.} (3{.|i-'ld&r
2007 ln.éersoll.Rand Roller
007 lacul;sén G I;Iex G
2007 Jacob'sen(."; Pne.{ i G;i
2007 Kawasal.sl Mu!e.e 300(}
_ 2007 Kawasaki viule 600
20;)? Ryan Sod Cl..ltter
2008 - Toro Reelma;fcer 5410
2008 Grasshupper giras;hopper
2008 Grass_hcpper Rotary, D.ec}: Mower
2008 itoadu d¥hzeler
IZUU:_?S.JB.ca.bs.en :CU';bm.'m
L2008 Foro Grounds. Pﬂi-‘(ﬁel" 41000
& R0 Farn-Peatmaster 5410
2008 T_cro‘Wo.rkm_a_n 2110
2008 EZGO MPTROQ Cart
2010 Bandit (_:h[p_per .

2010 Toro Grounds Master 3280
201G Toro Wnr_kman /§prayer
2012 Grassl.wpper R;:\tarv i}eck:Mower
2012 Kuhot;a 5740 Tract.orf Loader
2012 Terex TC 48
2012 Toro Groundsmaster 35000
2012 Toro Groundsmaster 4500d
2013 Grasshopper Grasshopper
2013 Grasshopper Rotary Deck Mower
2013 Honda ATV - TRXA20 4x4

2013 Toro Sand Pro 3040

2014 Lely Lely Spreader

Cezatod Data: 7/13/2021
239005775
{9200-26000-1030

&

2100G029

[
A7395

109;;@0?-3‘_??0-4 0130
18028
1965;‘5
FJU‘00325
Flooo4e3

JKLAI C-G'iK'.’ﬂS‘LESBE
KAF4U0B
.,'M-’l?CC-

. 02_,(-}-70-280001031
5814039‘_
5813_64.6
Rancher

- .AB4057-1751

_.304112-2800008112

" Pa02670-48000825

07277-280000427
2638291
5920
30345-310000211
07370.310000226
6216465
£4570-72523
" rcoodsor2a
313000569
313000512
54126175
£313130
R——
513000437

23205113

invoice #:1592368

$8,000
$12,000
$8,000
ss.,oon
$25,800
sis,oon
$38,550
$2,500
$2,500
44,500
$3,500
$1,500
$20,000
$8,000
58,000
43,000
$12,000
520,000
$20,000
$2,000
43,000
$4,000
512,000
530,000 ‘
510,000
$30,000
519,999
$36,000
445,000
$10,000
$10,000
$8,000
$10,000

$2,500

$6.59
59,88
$6.59
56,59
521,25
$12.$s
$31,75
42,06
$2.06
$3.71
$2.88
$1.24
$16.47
$6.59
$6.58
$2.47
$5.88
$16.47
515?47 .
4165
$2.47
$3.29
$9.88
$24.71
58,24
524,71

$16.47

§24.71

$37.06

$8.24

$8.24

46,59

$8.24

$2.06



Pollcy Number: 14180-PROPERTY

Billing Mot Annal

oL LR

- “Craatad Patel 7/13/2021 -

Invoice #:1592368

Contractor's ~ 08/01/2021 .. 08/01/2021 2017 Clinling, ?.f§_g!g'5earer . a. .-M4DHHDR . $73,300 $60.37
Equipment )
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 20)7 R Al Compressor HOPQS4786 $20,500 416,88
Equipment o . ': _ :
. Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 2017 Tgrq_ﬁou_r;gﬁs_rr_wster oo . AM00DJleasgd)- . o $62,758 $51.68
Equipment T . . - ;
Contractar's  08/01/2021 . CB/01/2021 2017 Toro Greegsmaster TriFlex Hyarld .., ., 04530-401268330 .. . £34,668 $28.55
Equipment ' 3320 R
Contractor’s  08/01/20210.  08/01/2021 2G17 Tora Wgrkman GTX - 07331-31600146 $8,000 $6.59
Equipment ’ ’
Contractor's  08/01/2021. . 08/01/2021 2018 Kuhota, RTYX1100C RTV w rgeaaeen 2807 L $36,585 $30.46
Equipmant w/attachments " :
Contractor's  08/01/2021, .. DE/01/2021 2013 Bobpat 5650 2 o AHB2SE03 o, $25,000 $20,50
Equipment. o s e Bp G wsattes e s e e
- A TS e L afesy
Contractar's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 John Deere Excavator 50G Mini-X 1FFOB0GXKKI391109 572,926 440,06
Equipment . . . ) .
Contractor's  08/01/2031  08/01/2021 T b0 Ay TARSSS” vin § iHrTedeRorasdtsas 410,960 $2.02
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 2020 John Deste Tractar 5441, 1DW544LZPLF705318 $158,184 $130.28
Eculpment )
Contractor's 08/01/2b21 08/01/2021 2420 John bebre Tnjar.’tor 544 1DWSAALZALF705276 ) $137,337 $113.10
Equipment i o e g e
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Kubota M4D- 071HDC12 Tractor ’ 10145 $51,380 542,31
Equlpment " e g e
Contractor's  08/01/2021  08/01/2021 2020 Mack 10 Wheeler IM2GRAGCALMD15184 $150,000 $123.53
Equipment
Coniractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Norstar Traller 50HEB2431L1042187 56,631 85.46
Equipment .
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 TRAILER MCEL VYX50-800 vin # IMBFE122715284121 $78,147 S64.36
Egulpment . .
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Yamaha Scooter RKRSEB1Y2LA005184 §3,500 32,88
Equipment .
Centractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021, 2021 Haulmark Trallor PP716T2-D Vi 7KD1E1627MLIC0S080 85,977 54,92
Equipment -
Contractor'sglyy  08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2021 Hyster Forklift HGOFT PL77v15800V $39,900 $32.86
Equipment '
Contractor'ﬁgj‘gj,_}g 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2021 Mack 10 Wheeler 1M2GRANCXMMO01617 $154,942 5127.20
Equipment .
Contractor's *  08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2021 Yamaha YW125M8 RKRSEB1Y OMADOS377 $3,500 $2.88
Egulpment i "
Centractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Greensmaster 3320 405405049 538,000 $31,30
Equipment . L.
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Honda Side by Slde 1HFVED4X33H4101090 519,296 $15.90
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Kubota Skid Stewer KBCSOB51LK3F52244 $42,606 $35.08
Equipment . L.
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Planat Alr28 29005 $12,000 $9.88
Eguipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2027 Plant Air2S Model # 29 250006 $12,000 59,88
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Toro Pro Sweep TBA 55,000 34.12
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Tru-Turf Roller RS2-1176-11384 54,000 43,29
Equfpmant g
Contractor's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Tru-Tusn Roller R52-1112T1521 $4,000 33.29
Equipment
Contractor's 08/01/2021 68/01/2021 Turf Co Metermatic XL 85460-HO013 52,500 52,05
Equipment . !
Centractar's 08/01/2021 08/01/2021  Used Case S50SN Tractor Loadler Backoe JIGNS9SNIIC?56234 $115,000 594,71
Equipment .
Contractor's 08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Wanco, WVIM, 2020 5F1251218L1005428 $6,631 $5.46
Equipment X -
Contractor's 08/01/2021 n8/01/2021 WANCO, WVTM, 2020 5F125121911006424 $6,631 $5.46
Equipment - -
Type Invoice Data  Effective Date Description ) Locatlon Value Premium
Equipment inthe  08/01/2021 OR/0L 2021 Aquatic Park - Tot Lot Playground Eq 55 North Zne West Vine Straet 542,400 $34.92
Qpen



ISR S BT IO KRR N

Policy Number: 14180-PROFERTY T B;H_tgg, ‘!\gi_r.n%s‘_'."ﬁ; £ " Invelce #:1592368

Type Involce Date  Effectlve Date X L epeription o ) K i .. ! Value Premiusn

fquipmentinthe  08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Baba Auth Park Llahting _ 200} Enst 100 South $144,000 $118.59
Open . ' BN T ':' N : Lo Ten oM L . L

Equipment in the  08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Babe Ruth Park Tet Lot 2 Eri 100 South $31,800 T 626,10
Open e - gL et .

Equipment In the - 08/01/2021 08/01/2021 City Softbelf Gurinkex + Lights E£Q Nzrth 200 Wes: $175,000 $144.12
Open Gl TE aa i et : T o

Equipment in the  08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Conper-Canyon Tot tet Play Ground e, Morih Brondway $63,600 552,38
Open L R VRN DY 4 [ETRPRE A Co

Equipmentinthe  08/01/2021  08/01/2021  Dow lemesTétlot: THaygrd 2QC7 Swings - 400 Mot 438 Wast 548,800 540,15
Open C ’ : )

Equipmentinthe  08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Elton Park - Lighting 400 N Breatlway $358,000 $294.84
Open . .

Equipment inthe  D8/01/2021  08/01/20z1 Eltan Park - Ficklebail Counts B00 N Broatway $127,000 $104.55
Cpen )

Equipment In the  08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Elton Fark - Tol Lot Pleyground Eq. AQON Bruadway 550,000 541,18
Cpen )

Equipmeant In the  08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Elron Park Tox Lots Plavaiound £, A0 N Sroadway $67,600 855,67
Open . T :

Equipment in the  08/01/2021 08/01/2021  England Acres Park Tnt Lot Piayaround Cg 91G M AODE 548,800 54019
Open .

Equipment in the  08/01/2021 08/01/2021 Glenn Eagles Park Playground &g Swings 971 Mo 600 West 453,600 552,38
Open

Equipment Inthe  08/03/2021  08/01/2021 Lingar Park Tot Lots Playground £o. 2 1380 (4 220 West $21,200 517.48
Open : £ - -

Equipmentinthe 08/01/2021  08/01/2071 Parker's Park Lightz 202 Wast DiMaggio Drive $144,000 $118.59
Open -

Equipmentinthe  08/01/2021 = (08/01/2021 ‘Pdrkers baik:P]a\'rgrmwiﬁ Ed, Swings © 202 West DiMaggio Drive 463,600 $52.38
Open ’ .

Equipment inthe  08/01/2021  08/p)/2021 | Playground Couipment . 651 Skyltne Driva $153,000 $126.00
Open '

Equipment Inthe  08/01/2071 08/01/2021 -, Rancho Parl:‘ffo‘,: Lot Plaverg Ba, Swings 204 West 940 South . X 543,500 $35.82
Opan ’ :

Equipment inthe  08/01/2021  08/01/2021 Settlers Fars Tot Lot Pleygrownd Sg. , 50 West 520 South $41,400 $34.10
Cpen Lwings s

Equipment In the- .~ 08/01/2021 = 08/01/2021 Vaterans Parlc Bronce Statun Soudiar f. - MainSteetVine . l_$45,000_ 7 . _5‘;_37'.'05 ,
Cpen Cog ’ B v

Egulpment In the  08/01/2021 0B8/01/2021 Veterans Fark 8rorze Statue Scidler & Maln Street Vine 538,000 531,30
Open Flag o



UTAH LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TRUST
§% Bouth Highwas 89, Nors Salt Lake, UT 84054

o 8(1.536.6400 1 800.748.4440 1 80L.936,0300 wwwutahtrust.gov

Member #: 14180

Tooele City

90 N. Main Street

Tooele, UT 84074

Automobile Invoice
Policy Numbar Effective Date Expiration Date -EI'_{I?_[ﬁé“I_‘Virie’ i Statement Date Due Date Invoice Number
14180-AUTO 8/1/2021 6/30/2022 Al 7/13/2021 8/10/2021 1592366
Summary
Description Count Premium
Auto Physical Damage 92 $12,950.48
Invoice Total; $12,950.48

Make checks payable to: Utah Local Governments Trust

L



Palicy Number: 1418C-AUTQ Billlng Mode: Annuai Created Date: 7/13/2021 Invelce #:11592366
Annual Vehicles
Invaice Date Effective Date Year Make Model Vin Value Premium
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2021 FORD Explorer 1FMBEKBAWIMNAD2555 535,542 587.81
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2021 FORD Explorer 1FM5K8AWIMNAD2556 435,542 $87.81
08/01/2021, 08/01/2021 2021 FORD Explorer 1FMS5K8AWSBMNAD2553 $35,542 $87.81
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2021 FORD F-150 1FTFWI1EBXMKD59928 $39,291 $97.08
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2021 FORD F-Super Duty 1FT7X2B65MECA0922 $47,000 $116,12
08/01/2021 08/01/2021, 2020 Chevrolet Colorado 1GCHTBEAOL1170t40 $24,500 560,53
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Chevrolet Colorade 1GCHTBEA2L1173816 424,545 $60.64
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford 350 1LFDRF3HTELDADS5914 $56,977 $140.77
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 FCRD Explerer 1FM5K8AWGELGC01944 $34,000 $84.00
08/0%/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford Explorer 1FM5KEAWELGC018444 $32,000 $79.06
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford F150 1FTMF1CP3LKD24437 $25,727 $63.56
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford F150 1IFTMFLCPALKE24630 425,893 $63.97
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford F-150 1FTEWI1EPILKE38034 $34,494 $85.22
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford F-150 1FTFX1E42LKD34868 532,607 $80.56
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford F150 Crew Cab IFTEWI1E49LKEE6136 435,000 $86.47
4x4
08/01,/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford F250 1FTBF2ZB62LEC12300 529,775 $73.56
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 FORD INTERCEPTOR LFM5K8AWILGAS5940 $50,000 $123.53
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford Interceptor 1FMSKBAWELGCO1945 $90,000 $222.36
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Ford Interceptor 1FMBKBAWXLGCO1946 $90,000 $222.36
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 . Mack - Snow Plow 10 Whee.ler 1M2GR4GCI1LMO16535 $204,495 $505.25
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Mack -Snow Plow 10 Wheeler 1M2GR4GCOLMD16526 $204,495 5505,25
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Mack- Snow Plow 10 Wheeler 1M2GRAGC2LMO016530 $204,495 $505.25
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2020 Mack- Snow Plow 10 Wheeler 1M2GRAGCXLMO16534 $204,495 $505.25
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford Escape 1FMCU9GDIKUBR5398 $27,000 . $66.71
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford F15¢ 1FTEX1EP1KKC76983 528,500 470.42
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford F 150 1FTEX1EP3KKC33732 $44,015 5108.75
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford F 150 1FTEX1EPSKKC59005 $44,015 $108.75
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford F-150 1FTEW1E40KFB03912 528,000 $69.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford F-150 1FTMFLEBSKKC33735 428,000 $69.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford F-250 1FTBF2B6GKEGS2227 $28,000 $69.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford F250 4x4 1FT7W2BTOKEG52249 $42,475 $104,94
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford F-350 1FTRF3B67KEF13289 428,000 $69.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2019 Ford Transit NMOGESF28K1411203 $30,000 $74.12
08/01/2021 08/01,/2021 2018 Ford Escape 1IFMCUOF74)UC37747 $35,613 $87.99
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 Ferd Explorer LFMSK8ARS5JGCT6660 432,500 $80.30
08/01/2021 08/01/2021. 2018 Ferd F 150 1FTEXLEPOIKF77128 $24,960 $61.67
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 Ford F-750 F7DE LFDWF7DEXIDFO3046 $135,000 $333.54
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 Fard Interceptor 1FM5KBAR4JGB58583 544,901 $110.93
03/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 Fard Interceptor 1FM5KBARGIGBS8584 544,901 $110.93
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 Ford Interceptor 1FM5KEARBIGB58585 544,104 $108.97
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 Ford Interceptor 1FM5K8ATLIGC95279 $31,430 $77.65
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 Ford Interceptor 1FM5KBATGIGCI5276 $31,430 $77.65
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2018 JEEP WRANGLER 1CAHIXDGEIW294955 $29,250 57227
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Chev 1-Ton 1GB3KYCYSHF189443 549,475 $122.24
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 CHEV Express Van 1GCWGAFG7H1304920 £22,689 $56.06
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 FORD Escape 1FMCUSJD1IHUFO0806 420,787 $51.35



Policy Number: 1418¢-AUTO

Billing Mode: Annual

Created Date: 7/13/2021

Involce #:1592366

Annual Vehicles
Invoice Date Effective Date Year Make Made! Vin Value Premium
08/D1/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Ford F-150 1FTMFLEBOHKDB4186 545,000 S111.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Ford F-150 1IFTMF1E84HKCB6374 $21,631 $53.44
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 ford F-150 1FTMFLEB5HKC8E375 521,631 $53.44
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Ford F-150 1FTMF1E88HKCR6376 $21,631 $53.44
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Ford F-250 1FTBF2B6OHECS6032 $24,531 $61.59
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Ford Interceptor 1FM5KE8ARSHGC24950 $45,000 §111.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021. 2017 Ford Intarceptor 1FM5K8AR7HGC 24928 $45,000 $111,18
08/01/2021 08/01,/2021 2017 Ford Interceptor 1FM5SKBARSHGC24988 $45,000 $111.18
08/D1/2021, 08/01/2021 2017 Ford Interceptor 1FM5KBARXHGC34723 $45,000 $111.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 FREIGHTLINER RAMIET IFVACYCYAHHIB2941 $268,000 $662.14
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 leep Patrlot Sport 1C4NIRBB4HD163695 $23,370 $57.74
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Jeep Pattiot Sport 1C4NJRBB7HD158429 $23,370 $57.74
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Jeep Fatriot Sport 1C4NJRBBSHD168018 $23,370 $57.74
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2017 Look Element 18* S3BLTEA27HTO16760 $8,540 $21.10
08/01/2021, 08/01/2021 2017 Wanco Slgn Trailer 5F1251614H1003402 $14,300 $35.33
08/01/2021 08/01/2023 2017 Wance Sign Trailer 5F1251616H1003403 $14,300 435,33
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 20186 Ford Interceptor 1FM5KBARLGGRB19450 $45,000 $111.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2016 Ford Interceptor 1FM5K8AR3GGE19461 $45,000 $111.18
08/01,/2021 08/01/2021 2016 Ford Interceptor 1FM5KBARSGGB15455 $45,000 $121,18
0B/01/2021 08/01/2021 2016 Ford Interceptor 1IFMEKBARSGGB19462 $45,000 $111.18
08/01/2021, 08/01/2021 2016 Ford Interceptor 1FM5K8AR7GGB19463 $45,000 $111.18
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2016 Pierce Quantumn Fire 105 AP1BCAGFAGADIS743 $974,807 $2,408.44
08/03/2021 08/01/2021 2015 Chevrolet 3500HD 1GB3KYC87FF160264 445,545 $112.53
08/01/2021, 08/01/2021 2015 Fard Interceptor 1FMSKBAROFGR25927 $26,005 $64.25
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2015 Ford Interceptor 1FM5K8AR2FGB25528 $26,005 $64.25
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2015 Ford Interceptor 1FMSK8AR4AFGB25929 $26,005 564.25
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2015 Ford interceptor 1FM3K8ARSFGB25926 $26,005 564.25
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2015 Mack 10 Wheeler IM2AX0Q7CSFM0222349 $186,163 $455,95
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2014 Ford Interceptor 1FM5K8ARCEGAL18116 $37,600 $92.90
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2014 Ford Interceptor 1IFMSKBARZEGALBL1Y 337,500 $92.90
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2014 Ford interceptor 1FMSKBAR4EGAL8118 337,600 $92.90
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2014 Ferd Interceptor 1FM5KSARGEGA1811% $37,600 $92.90
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2014 took Element 53BLTEA22ETODE035 $5,800 $14,33
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2013 DODGE uTt 3CAPDCABSDTET1600 $15,000 $37.06
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2013 Ford Escape 1FMCU9GX2DUD01940 530,000 §74.12
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2013 Ford F-150 1FFFWI1EF1DKD31370 $37,000 591,42
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2013 Ford F-150 LFTFW1EF3DFC28296 428,300 $69,92
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2013 Ford F-150 1FTFWIEFBDFAD7114 $37,000 $51.42
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2012 Chevrolet Impala 2G1WD5E34C1202372 $30,000 574,12
08/01/2021, 08/01/2021 2012 Chevrolet Impzala 2G1WDSE3BC1200073 430,000 $74.12
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2012 Ford F-150 Ecobeoost 1FTPFIETLCKD74177 523,000 $56.83
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2012 Ford F-150 STX LFTFX1EF6CFB24977 $26,800 $66.21
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2012 Haulmarx Enclosed Trailer 16HPB162XCU0T78734 $3,000 $7.41
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2011 Chevrolet Impala 2G1WDSEM1B1153011 $29,400 572.64
08/01/2021 08/01/2021 2011 Chevrolet Impala 2G1WD5EMAB1151804 $29,400 $72.64
08/01/2021 Q8/01/2021 2009 International 7600 10 Wheeler  1HTWYAHT79J144033 $69,500 517171



TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
RESOLUTION 2021-85

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING THE TOOELE
CITY PURCHASING AGENT TO DISPOSE OF SURPLUS PERSONAL PROPERTY
(SHOPS)

WHEREAS, Section lll.1.g. of the Tooele City Purchasing Policy, Guidelines, and
Procedure (“Policy”)! provides that “When goods are deemed surplus, outdated, or no
longer needed by a department, and are valued at $100 or more, the Purchasing Agent will
recommend the transfer or disposal of the goods. If the Purchasing Agent is recommending
disposal, he/she will present a list of all goods valued at $100 or more to the City Council for
approval of disposal”; and,

WHEREAS, Policy Section V.1.a.(13) defines “goods” to mean “supplies, materials,
equipment, wares, merchandise, and similar items”; and,

WHEREAS, the Shops Division is in possession of goods (“Goods”) which it deems
to be surplus to the needs of Tooele City, the Goods being enumerated in the attached
Exhibit A, and requests the assistance of the Purchasing Agent to dispose of those Goods
by resolution presented to the City Council; and,

WHEREAS, the Goods are not evidence in a criminal prosecution, disposed of
under UCA Chapter 24-3, and are not lost or mislaid property in the possession of the
police department, disposed of under UCA Chapter 77-24a:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL that
the City Council hereby declares the Goods enumerated in the attached Exhibit A to be
surplus to the needs of Tooele City, and hereby authorizes the Purchasing Agent and the
City Administration to dispose of the goods by sale through outside auction.

This Resolution shall take effect upon passage.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Resolution is passed by the Tooele City Council this
day of , 2021.

1 Adopted by Ordinance 2019-19 on August 7, 2019.



TOOELE CITY COUNCIL
(For) (Against)

ABSTAINING:

MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(For) (Against)

Debra E. Winn, Mayor Debra E. Winn, Mayor

ATTEST:

Michelle Y. Pitt, City Recorder

SEAL

Approved as to Form:

Roger Evans Baker, City Attorney



Exhibit A

List of Surplus Goods



Vehicle #6062, 2006 Chevrolet Impala, VIN: 2G1WS581569394388, Plate:
95103EX, Mileage: 90543.

Vehicle #6055, 2006 Chevrolet Impala, VIN: 2G1WS581769287181, Plate:
91131EX, mileage: 108520.

= 08/09/2021




TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
RESOLUTION 2021-84

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL APPROVING AN AGREEMENT
WITH PINE TREE CONSTRUCTION FOR PAVILIONS AT ENGLAND ACRES PARK
AND WIGWAM PARK.

WHEREAS, the City Administration, including the Director of Parks and
Recreation, recommends to the City Council the construction of pavilions at England
Acres Park and Wigwam Park (“Project”) to improve the parks and recreation experience
at these two parks; and,

WHEREAS, the City put the Project out to bid in accordance with the procedures
of 811-39-101 et seq., Utah Code Annotated, as amended; and,

WHEREAS, the City received four bids, of which Pine Tree Construction was the
lowest responsible responsive bidder, with a bid of $912,228 (see the bid tabulation
attached as Exhibit A; three pavilions were included in the bid documents, for pavilions
A, B, and C—this Resolution and the Project deal with only pavilions A and C); and,

WHEREAS, the proposed agreement is attached as Exhibit B:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL that
the Agreement (Exhibit B) with Pine Tree Construction for the pavilion Project (pavilions
A and C) is hereby approved, in the amount of $912,228.

This Resolution is in the best interest of the health, safety, and general welfare of
Tooele City and its residents and visitors, and shall become effective immediately upon
passage, without further publication, by authority of the Tooele City Charter.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Resolution is passed by the Tooele City Council this
day of , 2021.




TOOELE CITY COUNCIL

(For) (Against)
ABSTAINING:

MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(Approved) (Disapproved)
ATTEST:

Michelle Y. Pitt, City Recorder

SEAL

Approved as to Form:

Roger Evans Baker, City Attorney



Exhibit A

Bid Tabulation



Exhibit B

Agreement with Pine Tree Construction



England Acres Park andWigwam Pavilions, Bid Results August 3, 2021

England Acres Pavillion

England Acres Parking Lot &

Wigwam Pavilion Building

Contractor Complete Storm Drain Facility Complete

Complete
England Construction $582,271.00 $396,822.00 $598,224.00
Wasatch West Contracting $610,394.00 $512,029.00 $607,832.00
Broken Arrow Construction No Bid $390,000.00 No Bid
Pine Tree Construction $471,184.00 $170,000.00 $441,044.00
Entelen Design Build $456,000.00 $462,000.00 $534,000.00




DOCUMENT 00 52 00

AGREEMENT
PART1 GENERAL
1.1 CONTRACTOR
A. Name: Pine Tree Construction

B. Address: 1939 South 4130 West, Suite F, Salt Lake City, Utah 84104

C. Telephone number: (801) 243-9475

D. Email: pinetreeco@msn.com

1.2 OWNER

A. The name of the OWNER is Tooele City Corporation
1.3 CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT

A. The Construction Contract is known as

England Acres Park and Wigwam Pavilions Project
Bid Schedules A and C

1.4 ENGINEER
A. Darwin Cook, Parks Director, is the OWNER's representative and agent for this
Construction Contract who has the rights, authority and duties assigned to the
ENGINEER in the Contract Documents.
PART 2 TIME AND MONEY CONSIDERATIONS
2.1 CONTRACT PRICE
A. The Contract Price includes the cost of the Work specified in the Contract
Documents, plus the cost of all bonds, insurance, permits, fees, and all
charges, expenses or assessments of whatever kind or character.
B. The Schedules of Prices awarded from the Bid Schedule are as follows.

1. Base Bid.

2.

3.

August 2021 Agreement
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4.

C. An Agreement Supplement | lis, [ ] is not attached to this Agreement.

D. Based upon the above awarded schedules and the Agreement Supplement (if
any), the Contract Price awarded is: Nine Hundred Twelve Thousand Two
Hundred Twenty Eight Dollars ($912,228.00)

2.2 CONTRACT TIME
A. The Work shall be fully completed by November 30, 2021.

B. Any time specified in work sequences in the Summary of Work shall be a part
of the Contract Time.

2.3 PUNCH LIST TIME

A. The Work will be complete and ready for final payment within 5 days after the
date CONTRACTOR receives ENGINEER's Final Inspection Punch List unless
exemptions of specific items are granted by ENGINEER in writing or an
exception has been specified in the Contract Documents.

B. Permitting the CONTRACTOR to continue and finish the Work or any part of
the Work after the time fixed for its completion, or after the date to which the
time for completion may have been extended, whether or not a new completion
date is established, shall in no way operate as a waiver on the part of the
OWNER of any of OWNER's rights under this Agreement.

2.4 LIQUIDATED DAMAGES

A. Time is the essence of the Contract Documents. CONTRACTOR agrees that
OWNER will suffer damage or financial loss if the Work is not completed on
time or within any time extensions allowed in accordance with Part 12 of the
General Conditions. CONTRACTOR and OWNER agree that proof of the
exact amount of any such damage or loss is difficult to determine. Accordingly,
instead of requiring any such proof of damage or specific financial loss for late
completion, CONTRACTOR agrees to pay the following sums to the OWNER
as liquidated damages and not as a penalty.

1. Late Contract Time Completion:
Five Hundred dollars and 00 cents ($ 500.00 ) for each day or part thereof
that expires after the Contract Time until the Work is accepted as
Substantially Complete as provided in Article 14.5 of the General
Conditions.

2. Late Punch List Time Completion: 50% of the amount specified for Late
Contract Time Completion for each day or part thereof if the Work remains
incomplete after the Punch List Time. The Punch List shall be considered

August 2021 Agreement
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delivered on the date it is transmitted by facsimile, hand delivery or
received by the CONTRACTOR by certified mail.

3. Interruption of Public Services: No interruption of public services shall
be caused by CONTRACTOR, its agents or employees, without the
ENGINEER's prior written approval. OWNER and CONTRACTOR agree
that in the event OWNER suffers damages from such interruption, the
amount of liquidated damages stipulated below shall not be deemed to be
a limitation upon OWNER's right to recover the full amount of such
damages.

Five Hundred dollars and 00 cents ($ 500.00) for each day or part thereof
of any utility interruption caused by the CONTRACTOR without the
ENGINEER's prior written authorization.

C. Survey Monuments: No land survey monument shall be disturbed or
moved until ENGINEER has been properly notified and the ENGINEER's
surveyor has referenced the survey monument for resetting. The parties
agree that upon such an unauthorized disturbance it is difficult to
determine the damages from such a disturbance, and the parties agree
that CONTRACTOR will pay as liquidated damages the sum of ($500.00)
to cover such damage and expense.

D. Deduct Damages from Moneys Owed CONTRACTOR: OWNER shall
be entitled to deduct and retain liquidated damages out of any money
which may be due or become due the CONTRACTOR. To the extent that
the liquidated damages exceed any amounts that would otherwise be due
the CONTRACTOR, the CONTRACTOR shall be liable for such amounts
and shall return such excess to the OWNER.

PART 3 EXECUTION
3.1 EFFECTIVE DATE

A. OWNER and CONTRACTOR execute this Agreement and declare it in
effect as of the day of , 2021.

3.2 CONTRACTOR'S SUBSCRIPTION AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT

A. CONTRACTOR's signature:

B. Please print name here:

C. Title:

D. CONTRACTOR's Utah license number:

August 2021 Agreement
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Acknowledgment

State of )
) ss.
County of )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
, 2021.
by

(person acknowledging and title or representative capacity, if any).

Notary’s signature

Residing at

My commission expires: Notary's seal
3.3 OWNER’S SUBSCRIPTION AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT

A. OWNER’s signature:

B. Please print name here:

C. Title:

ATTEST:

Michelle Y. Pitt
Tooele City Recorder

SEAL

APPROVED AS TO FORM

Roger Evans Baker
Tooele City Attorney

END OF DOCUMENT

August 2021 Agreement
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TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
RESOLUTION 2021-83

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL APPROVING AN AGREEMENT
WITH THE CENTER FOR PUBLIC SAFETY MANAGEMENT LLC TO PERFORM A
COMPREHENSIVE ANALYSIS OF FIRE SERVICES IN TOOELE CITY.

WHEREAS, for more than a century, Tooele City has operated a volunteer fire
department; and,

WHEREAS, the City Administration desires to have the Center for Public Safety
Management LLC (“CPSM”) perform a comprehensive analysis of fire services in Tooele
City; and,

WHEREAS, the CPSM analysis would include the following:

e Conduct a data-driven forensic analysis to identify actual workload. This forms the
basis for determining what is driving overtime; workloads; and, service demands.

e I|dentify and recommend appropriate staffing and deployment levels for every
discrete

e operational and support function in the departments.

e Examine the department’s organizational structure and culture.

e Perform gap analysis, comparing the “as is” state of the department to the
industry’s best

e Practices.

e Recommend a management framework to ensure accountability, increased
efficiency

e and improved performance.

e Determine staffing analysis using workload and performance for fire and EMS
departments.

WHEREAS, the agreement with CPSM is attached hereto as Exhibit A; and,
WHEREAS, the compensation payable to CPSM under the agreement is $49,900:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL that
the CPSM agreement attached as Exhibit A is hereby approved.

This Resolution shall become effective upon passage, without further publication,
by authority of the Tooele City Charter.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Resolution is passed by the Tooele City Council this
day of , 2021.




TOOELE CITY COUNCIL

(For) (Against)
ABSTAINING:

MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(Approved) (Disapproved)
ATTEST:

Michelle Y. Pitt, City Recorder

SEAL

Approved as to Form:

Roger Evans Baker, City Attorney



Exhibit A

CPSM Agreement



CONTRACT FOR INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR/PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

This Contract is made as of the 12t day of August, 2021 by and between the City of Tooele, a
municipal corporation of the State of Utah, (hereinafter "the CITY”), and the Center for Public
Safety Management, LLC (CPSM) the exclusive provider of public safety technical assistance
for the International City/County Management Association, a Domestic Limited Liability
Company, organized under the laws of the District of Columbia whose principal office is located
at 475 K Street, NW, Suite 702, Washington, D.C. 20001, (hereinafter "the CONTRACTOR")
and whose Federal 1.D. number is 46-5366606.

WHEREAS, the CITY desires to retain the CONTRACTOR, and the CONTRACTOR desires
to be retained, pursuant to the proposal scope of services attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and
incorporated herein in its entirety;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises contained herein, the CITY
and the CONTRACTOR agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1 - SERVICES
The services to be rendered by CONTRACTOR under this Contract are set forth in Exhibit
"A" (proposal) attached hereto.

ARTICLE 2 - SCHEDULE

The schedule for services to be rendered by CONTRACTOR is set forth in Exhibit "A"
(The Proposal) attached hereto. The Project Launch date as described in Exhibit A shall be five
days after execution of this contract. The project and final deliverables shall be completed per
the schedule in the attached proposals, Exhibit “A”, which is approximately one hundred thirty-
five (135) days after this Agreement is fully executed, subject to a mutually agreeable
extension if necessary. The delivery of an “Operations” and “Data Analysis” draft report shall
indicate conclusion of the work anticipated in the proposal. Following delivery of the draft
reports, the CITY shall have 30 days to submit any changes it finds prudent or necessary.
Sixty days from the delivery of the draft reports, the final report shall be produced and
transmitted electronically. Both time periods shall be in addition to the time period for
conducting the analysis and will not require extensions of the contract. The CITY may elect to
engage optional language in the contract to request a final in-person presentation which shall
be done outside of the time parameters of this contract.

ARTICLE 3 - PAYMENTS TO CONTRACTOR

Invoices shall be due and payable upon receipt. Payments received more than 30 days
after invoice date will incur a 2% late fee. Payment by the CITY under this Contract shall be
governed by Exhibit "A".

Payments by direct deposit (preferred method) shall be sent to:
Routing No.: 052000113
Account No.: 9856252680

Payments by check to the CONTRACTOR shall be sent to:
CPSM
2316 Delaware Avenue #326
Buffalo, NY 14216

Center for Public Safety Management, LLC Page 1 of 6



Invoices to the CITY should be sent to:

Name:
Address:

Email:
Phone:

ARTICLE 4 - TERMINATION

Unless the CONTRACTOR is in breach of the Contract, the CONTRACTOR shall be paid
for services rendered to the CITY’s satisfaction through the date of termination. This is a
legal-binding contract and cannot be terminated without cause. After receipt of a termination
notice and except as otherwise directed by the CITY, the CONTRACTOR shall:

A. Stop work on the date and to the extent specified;

B. Transfer all work in process, completed work, and other materials related to the
terminated work to the CITY; and

C. Continue and complete all parts of the work that have not been terminated.

ARTICLE 5 - PERSONNEL

The CONTRACTOR is, and shall be, in the performance of all work, services and
activities under this Contract, an independent contractor, and not an employee, or agent of the
CITY. All persons engaged in any of the work or services performed pursuant to this Contract
shall at all times, and in all places, be subject to the CONTRACTOR's sole direction,
supervision, and control. The CONTRACTOR shall exercise control over the means and manner
in which it and its employees perform the work, and in all respects the CONTRACTOR's
relationship and the relationship of its employees to the CITY shall be that of an independent
contractor and not as employees or agents of the CITY.

The CONTRACTOR represents that it has, or will secure at its own expense, all
necessary personnel required to perform the services under this Contract. Such personnel
shall not be employees of or have any contractual relationship with the CITY, nor shall such
personnel be entitled to any benefits of the CITY including, but not limited to, pension, health
and workers' compensation benefits.

The CONTRACTOR warrants that all services shall be performed by skilled and
competent personnel consistent with applicable technical and professional standards in the
field.

ARTICLE 6 - AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS

The CITY’s elected body has appropriated sufficient funds in the operating budget(s) for
which the work to be performed will occur and until the contract has been fully executed.

ARTICLE 7 - INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS

The CONTRACTOR will be required to provide certificates of insurance showing that it
carries, or has in force, automobile liability insurance, general liability insurance and
professional liability insurance. Limits of liability for automobile liability insurance shall be,
at a minimum, $1,000,000.00 combined single limit. Limits of liability for general liability
insurance shall be, at a minimum, $1,000,000.00 per occurrence, $1,000,000.00 personal
and advertising injury, $1,000,000.00 general aggregate and $1,000,000.00
products/completed operations aggregate. General liability insurance will include coverage
for contractually assumed liability. Limits of liability for professional liability insurance shall
be, at a minimum, $1,000,000.00 per occurrence/claim and $1,000,000.00 aggregate. If
the general liability insurance coverage and/or the professional liability insurance coverage
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is on a claims-made basis, the CONTRACTOR will maintain coverage in force for a period of
two (2) years following the termination of the contract at the limits specified in this
paragraph. The CONTRACTOR is responsible for the payment of any deductibles or self-
insured retentions.

The CITY will be named as additional insured under the CONTRACTOR'’s general liability
insurance and automobile liability insurance policies.

The CONTRACTOR agrees to indemnify, hold harmless, and defend the CITY, its officials,
representatives, agents, servants, and employees from and against any and all claims,
actions, lawsuits, damages, judgments, liability and expense, including attorney’s fees and
litigation expenses, in whole or in part arising out of, connected with, or in any way
associated with the activities of the CONTRACTOR, its employees, or its sub-contractors in
connection with the work to be performed under this contract.

ARTICLE 8 - SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS

The CITY and the CONTRACTOR each binds itself and its partners, successors,
executors, administrators and assigns to the other party and to the partners, successors,
executors, administrators and assigns of such other party, in respect to all covenants of this
Contract. Except as stated above, neither the CITY nor the CONTRACTOR shall assign, sublet,
convey or transfer its interest in this Contract without the written consent of the other. Nothing
herein shall be construed as giving any rights or benefits hereunder to anyone other than the
CITY and the CONTRACTOR.

ARTICLE 9 — LAW GOVERNING THIS CONTRACT

The laws of the State of Utah shall govern the Contract. Any and all legal action
necessary to enforce the Contract will be held in Tooele County. No remedy herein conferred
upon any party is intended to be exclusive of any other remedy, and each such remedy shall
be cumulative and shall be in addition to every other remedy given hereunder or now or
hereafter existing at law, in equity, by statute or otherwise. No single or partial exercise by
any party of any right, power, or remedy hereunder shall preclude any other or further
exercise thereof.

Dispute Resolution

In case of a dispute regarding the interpretation of any part of this Contract, the Parties
shall use their best efforts to arrive at a mutually acceptable resolution. The CONTRACTOR
shall proceed diligently with its performance of the work under this Contract pending the
final resolution of any dispute arising or relating to this Contract. The Client shall continue
to pay the CONTRACTOR for its performance under the Contract except for those items
related to the dispute.

ARTICLE 10 - CONFLICT OF INTEREST

The CONTRACTOR represents that it has no interest and shall acquire no interest,
either direct or indirect, which would conflict in any manner with the performance of services
required.

CONTRACTOR employees, subject matter experts, or subcontractors may undertake
outside professional activities provided such activity and involvement does not conflict or
interfere with this Contract. In addition, employees, subject matter experts, or
subcontractors will not directly or indirectly, alone or with others, engage in or have any
interest in any person, firm, or entity that engages in any business activity that is
competitive with the business performed under this Contract.
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ARTICLE 11 - EXCUSABLE DELAYS

The PARTIES shall not be considered in default by reason of any failure in performance
if such failure arises out of causes reasonably beyond the control of the PARTIES and without
their fault or negligence. Such causes include but are not limited to: acts of God; natural or
public health emergencies; and abnormally severe and unusual weather conditions.

Upon either PARTY’S request, the other PARTY shall consider the facts and extent of
any failure to perform the work and, if the PARTY’S failure to perform was without its fault or
negligence, the Contract Schedule and/or any other affected provision of this Contract shall be
revised accordingly to a newly agreed upon timeline. It shall be the responsibility of the
PARTIES to notify the other PARTY promptly in writing whenever a delay is anticipated or
experienced, and to inform the other PARTY of all facts and details related to the delay.

ARTICLE 12 - DISCLOSURE AND OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS

All written and oral information not in the public domain or not previously known, and
all information and data obtained, developed, or supplied by the CITY or at its expense will be
kept confidential by the CONTRACTOR and will not be disclosed to any other party, directly or
indirectly, without the CITY’s prior written consent unless required by a lawful order. All
drawings, maps, sketches, programs, data base, reports and other data developed, or
purchased, under this Contract for or at the CITY’s expense shall be and remain the CITY
property and may be reproduced and reused at the discretion of the CITY.

All covenants, agreements, representations and warranties made herein, or otherwise
made in writing by any party pursuant hereto, including but not limited to any representations
made herein relating to disclosure or ownership of documents, shall survive the execution and
delivery of this Contract and the consummation of the transactions contemplated hereby.

ARTICLE 13 - NONDISCRIMINATION

The CONTRACTOR warrants and represents that all its employees are treated equally
during employment without regard to race, color, religion, disability, sex, age, national origin,
ancestry, marital status, and sexual orientation.

ARTICLE 14 - ENFORCEMENT COSTS

If any legal action or other proceeding is brought for the enforcement of this Contract,
or because of an alleged dispute, breach, default or misrepresentation in connection with any
provision of this Contract, the successful or prevailing party will be entitled to recover
reasonable attorney's fees, court costs and all expenses (including taxes) even if not taxable
as court costs (including, without limitation, all such fees, costs and expenses incident to
appeals), incurred in that action or proceeding, in addition to any other relief to which such
party may be entitled.

ARTICLE 15 - SEVERABILITY

If any term or provision of this Contract, or the application thereof to any person or
circumstances shall, to any extent, be held invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of this
Contract, or the application of such terms or provision, to persons or circumstances other than
those as to which it is held invalid or unenforceable, shall not be affected, and every other
term and provision of this Contract shall be deemed valid and enforceable to the extent
permitted by law.

ARTICLE 16 - ENTIRETY OF CONTRACTUAL AGREEMENT

The CITY and the CONTRACTOR agree that this Contract together with the Exhibits
hereto, sets forth the entire agreement between the parties, and that there are no promises or
understandings other than those stated herein. None of the provisions, terms and conditions
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contained in this Contract may be added to, modified, superseded or otherwise altered, except
by written instrument executed by the Parties hereto in accordance with Article 17 -
Modification and Changes. In the event of any conflict or inconsistency between this Contract
and the provisions in the incorporated Exhibits, the terms of this contract will supersede and
prevail over the terms in the incorporated Exhibits.

ARTICLE 17 — MODIFICATIONS AND CHANGES

Only the CITY’s Contracting Officer or his/her representative has authority to
issue modifications to this Contract that materially change or modify any of the
specifications, terms, or conditions of this Contract.

Only the CITY’s Contracting Officer may, by written order, make changes within
the scope of work of this contract including but not limited to any one or more of the
following: (a) description of services to be performed; and (b) period of performance.

No change order shall be binding unless so issued by the CITY’s Contracting Officer in
writing and, until approved by the CONTRACTOR’S Contracting Administrator or their
designated representative unless they are of an administrative matter.

ARTICLE 18 - NOTICE

All notices given under this Contract shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt
requested, and if sent to the (name of client) shall be mailed to:

XXXX
XXXX
XXXX
XXXX

and if sent to the CONTRACTOR shall be mailed to:
Director of Research & Project Development
Center for Public Safety Management, LLC

475 K Street NW, Suite 702
Washington, DC 20001

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto agreed to all that is written herein and included
within Exhibit “A”.

CITY OF TOOELE, STATE OF UTAH

SIGNED ATTEST
BY: BY:

Print Name: Print Name:
Title: Date:

Date:
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CENTER FOR PUBLIC SAFETY MANAGEMENT, LLC (CPSM)

SIGNED

BY: /?'/ m

Print Name: Thomas J. Wieczorek
Title: Director

Date: August 11, 2021
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CPSM

Center for Public Safety Management, LLC

August 11, 2021

Mayor Debbie Winn
Tooele City Hall

90 North Main Street
Tooele, UT 84074

Dear Mayor Winn:

The Center for Public Safety Management, LLC, (CPSM) as the exclusive provider of public safety
technical assistance for the International City/County Management Association, is pleased o
submit this proposal to the City of Tooele, Utah for an analysis of fire services. The CPSM
approach is unigue and more comprehensive than ordinary accreditation or competitor studies.

In general, our analysis involves the following major outcomes:

= Conduct a data-driven forensic analysis to identify actual workload. This forms the basis for
determining workloads and service demands;

= |dentify and recommend appropriate staffing and deployment levels for every discrete
operational and support function in the department.

= Examine the department’s organizational structure and culture;

= Perform gap analysis, comparing the “as is” state of the department to the industry’s best
practices;

= Recommend a management framework to ensure accountability, increased efficiency
and improved performance;

= Determine staffing analysis using workload and performance for the fire department.

During our discussions, you noted that the population of the city is approximately 38,000. CPSM
was engaged by the County to look at fire service options; the city currently has an all-volunteer
department that has 50 active firefighters and 100 senior members. Dispatch for both fire
projects is from the same center and the information will be downloaded together.

In the Tooele Fire Department, all members are volunteers, including the chiefs and assistant
chiefs. Those positions are chosen by the volunteers which is a historic method for smaller
departments, but the workload may be overwhelming, and the vision of the department is
often inconsistent. Inspections are performed by volunteers who receive a stipend.

Calls for service increased by 100 last year and a quick look provided by the city shows:
498 total calls.

189 Fire/CO Alarms

43 Structure Fires

42 Vegetation Wildfires
40 Outside Fires

38 Gas Leaks



24 Elecftrical Hazards

19 Smoke Investigations
18 Medical Related Calls
15 Vehicle Fires

15 Traffic Collisions

12 Service Calls

10 Misc Fire Calls

9 Vehicle Accidents

5 Hazmat Calls

5 Fuel Spills

5 Suspicious

3 Unknown Problem

2 llegal Burn

2 Utility Problem

1 Traffic Hazard

1 Deployment to Saratoga Springs for Structure Protection

CPSM will look at all facets of the department and provide recommendations to the city for
improvement as well as possible future station locations, building needs, and truck/equipment
needs.

This proposal is specifically designed to provide the local government with a thorough and
unbiased analysis of emergency services in your community. We have developed a unique
approach by combining the experience of dozens of emergency services subject matter
experts. The tfeam assigned to the project will have hundreds of years of practical experience
managing emergency service agencies, a record of research, academic, teaching and
fraining, and professional publications, and extensive consulting experience from hundreds of
projects completed for municipalities nafionwide. The team we assemble for you will be true
“subject matter experts” with hands-on emergency services experience, not research assistants
or interns.

ICMA has provided direct services to local governments worldwide for almost 100 years, which
has helped to improve the quality of life for millions of residents in the United States and abroad.
My colleagues at CPSM and | greatly appreciate this opportunity and would be pleased to
address any comments you may have. | can be reached at 616-813-3782 or via email at
twieczorek@cpsm.us .

Sincerely,

Aol

Thomas J. Wieczorek
Director
Center for Public Safety Management. LLC
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THE ASSOCIATION & THE COMPANY

International City/County Management Association (ICMA)

The International City/County Management Association (ICMA) is a 103-year old, non-profit
professional association of local government administrators and managers, with approximately
13,000 members located in 32 countries.

Since its inception in 1914, ICMA has been dedicated to assisting local governments and their
managers in providing services to their citizens in an efficient and effective manner. ICMA
advances the knowledge of local government best practices with its website, www.icma.org,
publications, research, professional development, and membership.

Center for Public Safety Management (CPSM)

The ICMA Center for Public Safety Management (ICMA/CPSM) was launched by ICMA 1o
provide support to local governments in the areas of police, fire, and Emergency Medical

Services. (www.Ccpsm.us)

The Center also represents local governments at the federal level and has been involved in
numerous projects with the Department of Justice and the Department of Homeland Security. In
2014 as part of a restructuring at ICMA, the Center for Public Safety Management (CPSM) spun
out as a separate company and is now the exclusive provider of public safety technical
assistance for ICMA. CPSM provides training and research for the Association’s members and
represents ICMA in its dealings with the federal government and other public safety professional
associations such as CALEA, PERF, IACP, IFCA, IPMA-HR, DOJ, BJA, COPS, NFPA, efc.

The Center for Public Safety Management, LLC maintains the same team of individuals
performing the same level of service that it had for ICMA. CPSM’s local government tfechnical
assistfance experience includes workload and deployment analysis, using our unique
methodology and subject matter experts to examine department organizational structure and
culture, identify workload and staffing needs as well as industry best practices.

We have conducted over 346 such studies in 43 states and provinces and 246 communities
ranging in population size 8,000 (Boone, I1A) to 800,000 (Indianapolis, IN).
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PROJECT STAFFING - FIRE

The proposal will look at the volunteer fire services serving the City of Tooele. CPSM is currently
working on a project with the National Volunteer Fire Council and the U.S. Fire Administration
that is focused on how fire services (and EMS) can continue to be provided in volunteer
agencies when volunteer ranks are dwindling.

The goal is to develop recommendations that will enable it to produce the outcomes necessary
to provide critical emergency services consistent with the community’s financial capabilities. The
team will consist of a Project Manager, two Team Leaders and several senior public safety

Subject Matter Experts selected from our feam specifically fo meet the needs of the community.

The fire management organizational chart for the
project includes the following Key Team Members

PROJECT MANAGER
Leonard Matarese, MPA
Thomas J. Wieczorek

FIRE TEAM LEADER DATA TEAM LEADER
Joseph Pozzo, MPA, CFO Dov Chelst, Ph.D.

CPSM



PROJECT MANAGERS
LEONARD A. MATARESE, MPA, ICMA-CM, IPMA-CP

Managing Partner

BACKGROUND

Mr. Matarese is a specialist in public sector administration with expertise in public safety issues.
He has 44 years’ experience as a law enforcement officer, police chief, public safety director,
city manager and major city Human Resources Commissioner. He was one of the original
advisory board members and trainer for the first NIJ/ICMA Community Oriented Policing Project
which has subsequently tfrained thousands of municipal practitioners on the techniques of the
community policing philosophy over the past 18 years. He has managed several hundred studies
of emergency services agencies with attention fo matching staffing issues with calls for service
workload.

Recognized as an innovator by his law enforcement colleagues he served as the Chairman of
the SE Quadrant, Florida, Blue Lighting Strike Force, a 71agency, U.S. Customs Service anti-
terrorist and narcotics task force and as president of the Miami-Dade County Police Chief's
Association — one of America’s largest regional police associations. He represents ICMA on
national projects involving the United States Department of Homeland Security, The Department
of Justice, Office of Community Policing and the Department of Justice, Office Bureau of Justice
Assistance. He has also served as a project reviewer for the National Institute of Justice and is the
subject matter expert on several ICMA / USAID police projects in Central America. As a public
safety director, he has managed fire / EMS systems including ALS fransport. He was an early
proponent of public access and police response with AEDs.

Mr. Matarese has presented before most major public administration organizations annual
conferences on numerous occasions and was a keynote speaker at the 2011 annual PERF
conference. He was a plenary speaker at the 2011 TAMSEC Homeland security conference in
Linkoping, Sweden and at the 2010 UN Habitat PPUD Conference in Barcelona, Spain.

He has a master’s degree in Public Administration and a bachelor’s degree in Political Science.
He is a member of two national honor societies and has served as an adjunct faculty member
for several universities. He holds the ICMA Credentialed Manager designation, as well as
Certified Professional designation from the International Public Management Association-
Human Resources. He also has extensive experience in labor management issues, particularly in
police and fire departments. Mr. Matarese is a life member of the International Association of
Chiefs of Police and of ICMA.

PROJECT MANAGER
THOMAS WIECZOREK

Director, Center for Public Safety Management; retfired City Manager lonia, MI; former Executive
Director Center for Public Safety Excellence

BACKGROUND

Thomas Wieczorek is an expert in fire and emergency medical services operations. He has
served as a police officer, fire chief, director of public safety and city manager and is former
Executive Director of the Center for Public Safety Excellence (formerly the Commission on Fire
Accreditation International, Inc.).

He has taught numerous programs for the International City-County Management Association,
Grand Valley State University, the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), State
of Michigan’s Transportation Asset Management Council, for the National Fire Academy, and
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Grand Rapids Community College. He often testified for the Michigan Municipal League before
the legislature and in several courts as an expert in the field of accident reconstruction and fire
department management. He is the past-president of the Michigan Local Government
Manager's Association (MLGMA, now MME); served as the vice-chairperson of the Commission
on Fire Officer Designation; served as ICMA’s representative on the International Accreditation
Service (IAS), a wholly owned subsidiary of the International Code Council (ICC); and currently
serves on the NFPA 1710 career committee and NFPA 1730 committee.

He worked with the National League of Cities and the Department of Homeland Security to
create and deliver a program on emergency management for local officials titled, “Crisis
Leadership for Local Government Officials.” It has been presented in 43 states and has been
assigned a course number by the DHS. He represents ICMA on the Emergency Management
Assistance Compact (EMAC) Board and other fire service participation areas. He has been
serving with a committee through the U.S. Fire Administration that is looking at recruitment and
retention of volunteers in the fire service.

He received the Mark E. Keane “Award for Excellence” in 2000 from the ICMA, the Association’s
highest award and was honored as City Manager of the Year (1999) and Person of the Year
(2003) by the Rural Water Association of Michigan, and distinguished service by the Michigan
Municipal League in 2005.
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DATA ASSESSMENT TEAM - PROJECT LEADER
DOV CHELST, PH.D.

Director of Quantitative Analysis

BACKGROUND

Dr. Chelst is an expert in analyzing public safety department’s workload and deployment. He
manages the analysis of all public safety data for the Center. He is involved in all phases of The
Center’s studies from initial data collection, on-site review, large-scale dataset processing,
statistical analysis, and designing data reports. To date, he has managed over 140 data analysis
projects for city and county agencies ranging in population size from 8,000 to 800,000.

Dr. Chelst has a Ph.D. Mathematics from Rutgers University and a B.A. Magna Cum Laude in
Mathematics and Physics from Yeshiva University. He has tfaught mathematics, physics and
staftistics, at the university level for 9 years. He has conducted research in complex analysis,
mathematical physics, and wireless communication networks and has presented his academic
research at local, national and international conferences, and participated in workshops across
the country.

SENIOR PUBLIC SAFETY SUBJECT MATTER EXPERT -- GIS
DAVID MARTIN, PH.D.

Senior Researcher in the Center for Urban Studies, Wayne State University

BACKGROUND

Dr. Martin specializes in public policy analysis and program evaluation. He has worked with
several police departments to develop crime mapping and statistical analysis fools. In these
projects, he has developed automated crime analysis tools and real-time, dashboard-style
performance indicator systems for police executive and command staff. Dr. Martin teaches
statistics at Wayne State University. He is also the program evaluator for four Department of
Justice Weed and Seed sites. He is an expert in the use of mapping technology to analyze calls
for service workload and deployments.

SENIOR PUBLIC SAFETY DATA ANALYST
PRISCILA MONACHESI, MS., B.A.

BACKGROUND

Priscila Monachesi is a Senior Data Analyst with CPSM and has worked on over 40 data analysis
projects for city and county public safety agencies. She has over ten years’ experience as a
Project Leader/Senior System Analyst in auto manufacturing and financial systems.

She has a M.S in Statistics from Montclair State University, a B.A. in Economics from Montclair
State University, and a Technical Degree in Data Processing from Pontificia Universidade
Catdlica in Brazil.

PUBLIC SAFETY DATA ANALYST
SHAN ZHOU, PH.D.

BACKGROUND
Dr. Shan Zhou specializes in the analysis of police data. Shan brings extensive experience in
scientific and clinical data analysis. Prior to CPSM, she worked as an associate scientist at Yale
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School of Medicine. Shan has a MS in Business Analytics and Project Management from
University of Connecticut and a PhD in Cell biology, Genetics and Development from University
of Minnesota.

PUBLIC SAFETY DATA ANALYST

XIANFENG LI, PH.D.

BACKGROUND

Dr. Xianfeng Li is a professional computational scientist and certified SAS programmer with a
wealth of knowledge and research experience in Complex System Modeling, Data Analysis, and
Statistical Physics. He is highly qualified in various coding programs and has earned numerous
data science certifications. He previously worked as a Research Associate and Postdoctoral
Fellow. Dr. Li earned his Ph.D. and master's degree in Polymer Science within the Institute of
Chemistry from the Chinese Academy of Sciences in Beijing. He earned his bachelor’s degree in
Chemistry at Jilin University in Changchun.

PUBLIC SAFETY DATA ANALYST

LEAH BALTER, BA

BACKGROUND

Leah Balter has a background in applied mathematics and previously worked as a
Supplemental Instruction Leader for Calculus | and Il before becoming an Assistant Property
Supervisor. Her skill set includes proficiency in various programming languages such as C++, R,
and MATLAB. Ms. Balter has strong written and oral communication skills and is an adept
multitasker with high attention to detail. She earned her B.S. in Applied Mathematics from the
University of California, Los Angeles.

SENIOR PUBLIC SAFETY DATA ANALYST

SARITA VASUDEVAN, MS., MS., MBA

BACKGROUND

Sarita Vasudevan specializes in data analysis and database design to analyze public safety
agencies. Sarita has worked on over 45 projects for police and fire departments across the
United States. Prior to CPSM, Sarita worked as a Vice President with the Corporate Technology
group af Morgan Stanley, as a senior implementations consultant with the Global Solutions
Delivery group at Ariba Inc. and as a Technical manager in the Consultancy Services group at
Oracle Corporation.

Sarita Vasudevan has a M.S in Stafistics from Rutgers University, a M.S. in [EOR from the University
of California, Berkeley and an MBA from the Indian Institute of Management, Calcutta.
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SENIOR PUBLIC SAFETY DATA ANALYST

SARAH WEADON, B.A.

BACKGROUND

Sarah Weadon has over 15 years' experience consulting with local, state, and federal
government agencies in the areas of data and geospatial analysis, database and application
development, and project management. She has worked with over 40 public safety agencies
across the U.S. and Canada, providing data and geospatial analysis of response times, call
trends, and station locations. Her skill in understanding the results of the analyses in the broader
context of each client’s budget, political, and overall reality, supports the development of
practical, actionable recommendations. Ms. Weadon holds a bachelor’'s degree in Classical
Languages.

PUBLIC SAFETY DATA ANALYST

RYAN JOHNSON, B.A.

BACKGROUND

Ryan Johnson is a new addition to the CPSM data analyst team, specializing in the analysis of fire
data. He has helped complete fire analysis projects for several cities and has handled ad hoc
requests for modeling optimum staffing levels for police departments. Ryan brings experience in
financial data analysis from the telecom expense industry, where he was the lead analyst for
four clients; 3 fortune 500 companies and the Top Architectural Engineering Firm in the country.
He also brings experience in spatial analytics from his fime with Homeland Security. Ryan has a
B.S. in Economics from Georgia State University and he is completing his M.A. in Economics from
Rutgers University.

CPSM



OPERATIONS ASSESSMENT TEAM - FIRE AND EMS UNIT
SENIOR MANAGER OF FIRE AND EMS

CHIEF JOSEPH POZZO, MPA, CFO

Currently the Assistant Director of Human Resources for Volusia County, Florida; Former
Deputy Director, Volusia County Department of Public Protection; former Director and Fire
Chief, Volusia County, Florida, former Fire Chief, Loudon County, Virginia, former Fire Chief
Portsmouth, Virginia.

BACKGROUND

Joe has a thirty-eight (38) year career in public service. Since 2015, Joe has served as the
Assistant Director of Human Resources for Volusia County, Florida (3,200 employees), where he
manages the employee relations, benefits administration, and occupational health services
functions and teams, as well as assist the Human Resources director with the management and
negotiation of six collective bargaining agreements/units. Joe is also deeply involved in
developing and implementing the County’s Diversity and Inclusion initiative.

Joe took a leave of absence in 2014 from the Center for Public Safety Management to assist the
City of Port Orange, FL transition the fire department from the city’s public safety administrative
model. While in Port Orange, Chief Pozzo was responsible for the reformation of the fire
department to include the operations and management of this career department that delivers
fire, EMS first response, and emergency management services to over 56,000 citfizens living within
27 square miles.

Joe has served as the Deputy Director of the Department of Public Protection Volusia County,
Florida, where he was responsible for the day-to-day operations of Fire, EMS, Emergency
Management, Medical Examiner, Beach Safety, Corrections, and Animal Services. He was
formerly Fire Chief of Volusia County Fire Services, where he developed and implemented a
service model designed to infroduce EMS fransport intfo the agency, incorporate fleet
efficiencies, and enhance the wild land/urban interface efforts.

Prior fo Chief Pozzo's appointment in 2010 in Volusia County, he served as the Chief of the
Loudoun County Department of Fire and Rescue. This agency is a combination fire and rescue
system providing fire, rescue, and emergency management services in one of the fastest
growing counties in the nation. The fire and rescue system during Chief Pozzo's tenure provided
these services to over 275,000 permanent residents living in 520 square miles of diverse suburban
and rural area located within the National Capital Region. Fire, Rescue and Emergency
Management services were executed through 450+ career staff and over 1400 volunteer
members operating out of nineteen stations.

Prior to his appointment with Loudoun County, Chief Pozzo served as Chief of the Portsmouth
Fire, Rescue and Emergency Services Department. This agency is one of the oldest professional
departments on the eastern seaboard and served over 95,000 residents during Chief Pozzo's
tenure. Chief Pozzo also served in the City of Virginia Beach, Va. Fire Department for 19 years
reaching the level of Battalion Chief prior to embarking on his career as a Fire Chief/Director.

Joe holds a Master of Public Administration degree from Troy University where he graduated with
honors, a B.A. in Public Administration from Saint Leo University and several associate degrees
including an AAS in Fire Science and Protective Services and numerous technical certifications.
He holds the Chief Fire Officer Designation from the Center for Public Safety Excellence andis a
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Certified Professional in Human Resources through the Society of Human Resource
management (SHRM).

SENIOR MANAGER OF FIRE AND EMS

CHIEF MIKE IACONA, MPA (RET.)

Retired Fire Chief/Director Flagstaff Fire Department, Flagstaff Arizona; former Director and Fire
Chief, Orange County, Florida Fire Rescue Department.

BACKGROUND

Chief lacona has 38 years of fire service experience, with the last 17 years as Fire Chief. He
currently serves as fire chief for the City of Flagstaff, Arizona and has held this position since 2002.
Prior to this, he was the Director of Orange County Fire Rescue, Florida, which included oversight
of the County’'s emergency management functions. In addition to duties associated with fire
chief, he has served in various capacities, rising through the ranks from to fire fighter/paramedic
to chief fire officer. Mike has led a fire fraining division, was the Chief of Operations, served as
Emergency Manager in EOC Operations, was Chief Negotiator in multiple IAFF Contract
deliberations. He has supervised the development of several fire master plans, was a volunteer
fire fighter coordinator, led multiple fire code adoption processes, oversaw personnel and
payroll functions and implemented fire impact fees. He also has wildland fire experience,
supervising a fuel management program, the adoption of a Wildland Interface Code, and the
adoption of a Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP).

Chief lacona holds a master’s degree in Public Administration and did his undergraduate work in
Urban Planning at Florida Atlantic University, in Boca Raton, FL. He is a graduate of the National
Fire Academy’s Executive Fire Officer Program and attended The Program for Senior Executives
in State and Local Government at the Harvard Kennedy School.

SENIOR ASSOCIATE

GERARD J. HOETMER, MPA

Retired Executive Director of Public Entity Risk Institute, Fairfax, Virginia

BACKGROUND

Gerry Hoetmer is an expert in fire services, emergency management, and risk management. He
served as the founding executive director of the Public Enfity Risk Institute, a nonprofit
organization that provided training, tfechnical assistance, and research on risk management
issues for local government and other public and quasi-public organizations. During his tenure as
executive director he was a member of the National Academy of Sciences Disaster Roundtable.
Prior to his position as executive director at PERI, Mr. Hoetmer worked at ICMA for 19 years, most
recently as the director of research and development. He has written extensively on local
government emergency management, the fire service, code enforcement, and risk
management issues.

Seminal works include the first report to Congress on fire master planning and the first edition of
Emergency Management: Principles and Practices for Local Government. In addition to
providing expert festimony before Congress and local arbitration boards on fire staffing and
scheduling issues, Mr. Hoetmer represented ICMA on the NFPA 1500 Standard on Occupational
Safety and Health; NFPA 1201, the Standard for Providing Emergency services to the Public; and
the NFPA 1710, Standard for the Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression Operations,
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Emergency Medical Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by Career Fire
Departments. Mr. Hoetmer has developed and conducted training programs and seminars at
FEMA's Emergency Management Institute and the National Fire Academy in Emmitsburg,
Maryland.

He holds a bachelor’s from the State University of New York, New Paltz and the Master of Public
Administration degree from the University of Colorado at Denver.

SENIOR ASSOCIATE
CHIEF JOHN (JACK) BROWN (RET.), BA, MS, EFO

Director, Arlington County Office of Emergency Management, Retired Assistant Chief Fairfax
County Fire & Rescue Department

BACKGROUND

Jack Brown's 40-year public safety career includes 29 years with the Fairfax County, Virginia Fire
& Rescue Department, where he retired as Assistant Fire Chief of Operations. He served in
several operational and staff positions, including the Office of the Fire Marshal where he
aftained NFPA certification as a Fire Inspector Il and Fire Investigator. As an investigator, he
conducted post fire and post blast investigations, assisting in the prosecution of offences
involving arson and illegal explosives. He served as a Planning Section Chief and Task Force
Leader for the Fairfax County Urban Search and Rescue Task Force (VA TF-1). He deployed to
Nairobi, Kenya as Plans Chief in response to the 1998 embassy bombing and as Task Force
Leader on a deployment to Taiwan in response to an earthquake in 1999.

Upon his retirement from Fairfax County in 2000, he became the Assistant Chief for the Loudoun
County Department of Fire, Rescue and Emergency Management, where he led a team of
firefighters to the Pentagon on 9/11 and assisted the Arlington County Fire Department as the
initial Planning Section Chief for the incident. Jack served as Planning Section Chief on a
Northern Virginia mulfi-jurisdictional emergency management task force that reestablished the
New Orleans Emergency Operations Center just after Hurricane Katrina. He retired from Loudoun
County in 2006 to pursue a career in emergency management.

Brown retired from the Coast Guard Reserve as a Chief Warrant Officer 4, specializing in port
safety and security, with 33 years of combined Army and Coast Guard Reserve service. After
9/11, he served on active duty for 47 months, including 15 months in the Middle East. He
received the Bronze Star Medal for actions in Baghdad, Iraq while supporting combat
operations during Operation Iragi Freedom.

Brown holds a bachelor’'s degree in Fire Science Administration from the University of Maryland
and a master’'s degree in Quality Systems Management from the National Graduate School,
Falmouth, Massachusetts. He is a 1997 graduate of the National Fire Academy’s Executive Fire
Officer Program at the National Emergency Training Center, Emmitsburg, Maryland. He has been
an adjunct professor at the Northern Virginia Community College and the University of the
District of Columbia in the Fire Science curriculums. He is a graduate of the Executive Leadership
Program in the Center for Homeland Defense and Security at the Naval Postgraduate School,
Monterey, California.
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ASSOCIATE

DEPUTY CHIEF JAMES L. MAUNEY, (RET.)

Former Deputy Fire Chief, Volusia County, Florida; Former Deputy Operations Supervisor, Volusia
County Emergency Management; Former Fire Chief, Lake County Fire & Rescue, Former Director
of the Emergency Services Institute; Volusia County Fire Services.

BACKGROUND

Jim has a thirty (30) year career in public safety, beginning as a State Trooper with the Florida
Highway Patrol. Since his retirement from Volusia County, Jim has embarked on a post-
retirement career where he develops and conducts specialized fraining that includes incident
command and management; wild land/urban interface suppression and defensible
communities; design, development, implementation, and evaluation of emergency response
exercises; firefighter principles and practices; fire company officer leadership, continuity of
operations planning, and hazardous materials. Jim is certified in the Homeland Security Exercise
Evaluator Program (HSEEP), and conducts training supported by the Department of Justice,
State of Florida, National Wildfire Coordinating Group, FEMA, NIMS.

As an Assistant Chief with Volusia County, FL, Jim trained Florida's first wildland fire crew in 1994;
the Volusia County Fire Service Firewalkers. These 30 certified firefighters were trained in wildland
firefighting tactics, Florida fuels fopography, and weather. In 1998 the feam was instrumental in
saving lives, businesses, and homes in Volusia County during what is still recognized as "the most
complex fire in America's history". During this incident, Jim served as the Area Commander for
the 6 weeks, managing resources for 968 individual wildland fires totaling 147,000 acres.

Jim is a subject matter expert in the concepfts for determining the risks associated with the wild
land/urban interface and Firewise Community development. Jim also has extensive experience
in the principles and practices of Emergency Management. During Jim's career in Emergency
Management, he coordinated operations with sixteen (16) municipalities to incidents within the
County during fifty (50) plus federally declared disasters. Jim maintains his Florida Department of
Law Enforcement certifications and serves as a law enforcement Reserve Sergeant in Lake
Helen, Florida.

Jim has completed coursework at the National Emergency Training Center in Emmitsburg, MD,
and holds numerous tfechnical and instructor certifications in fire, emergency medical services,
low enforcement, emergency management, incident command, Homeland Security, and
firearms.

ASSOCIATE

CHIEF MARK I. PILAND, MPH, EFO

Fire Chief, City of Frisco, Texas

BACKGROUND

Mark 1. Piland is the Fire Chief for the City of Frisco, Texas, one of the fastest growing cities in the
United States. Previously, Piland served as the Fire Chief for Volusia County Fire Services in Volusia
County, Florida and as Shift Commander in Operations for the Virginia Beach Fire Department in
Virginia Beach, VA. He also served on Virginia Task Force 2, a FEMA Urban Search and Rescue
Team as Task Force Leader, East Coast Task Force Leader Representative, and Incident Support
Team Leader with deployments to the Pentagon, Katrina, and Haiti.

CPSM



Piland also severed as a Principal Member on NFPA Technical Committee 1981 Standard on
Open Circuit Self Contained Breathing Apparatus for seven years. Piland was recently selected
to represent the International Association of Fire Chiefs (IAFC) at the NFPA Forum, a think tank of
fire service leaders brought together to discuss and make recommendations for the protection
of the fire service as well as the life and safety protection needs of society.

Piland possess a Master of Public Health from Eastern Virginia Medical School, and a Bachelors
of Psychology from Old Dominion University and is a graduate of the National Fire Academy'’s
Executive Fire Officer Program, The Executive Leaders Program at the Post Naval Graduate
School, Center for Homeland Defense, and Senior Executives in State and Local Government
from The Kennedy School af Harvard.

ASSOCIATE

CHIEF PETER J. FINLEY, JR. (RET.), BA, EFO

Retired Chief of Department City of Vineland Fire Department and Winslow Township Fire
Department. Past President NJ Career Fire Chiefs Association.

BACKGROUND

Pete Finley's 36-year career in the fire and emergency services includes 28 in a career capacity
with several different fire departments. He has served as Chief of Department for two New
Jersey Fire Departments, most recently the Winslow Township Fire Department where, significant
among other accomplisnments, he was responsible for the planning, establishment and initial
deployment of the career component of the department as it transitioned from fully volunteer to
combination status. Prior fo that he served for more than 20 years with the City of Vineland Fire
Department holding every operational rank (Firefighter, Fire Prevention Specialist, Captain,
Deputy Chief, Fire Chief) including 4 2 years as Chief of Department. In this position he initiated
significant changes within the department including implementing numerous improved
operational and safety initiatives, updating and modernizing equipment, providing the
department’s first ever formal officer training and development program, and, significantly
increasing the capabilities of the regional hazardous materials and special operations response
team. During his tenure, the department received more than one million dollars in various grants.
He formerly commanded the Vineland Rescue Squad gaining significant EMS operations and
command experience, and completing a complete overhaul of that organization’s operations.

Chief Finley currently serves as an Adjunct Professor in the Fire Science Program at Camden
County College. In addition, since his retirement, he has been involved in conducting numerous
fire department operational readiness and organizational evaluations including several under
the auspices of the United State Coast Guard related to domestic port security assessments. He
has also been involved in the development and administration of several fire service
promotional examinations and assessment processes.

Chief Finley received his Associate in Applied Science degree from Aflantic Community College
in New Jersey and earned his Bachelor of Science degree in Fire Science/ Administration from
the University of Maryland. He is a 2003 graduate of the National Fire Academy’s Executive Fire
Officer Program earning an Outstanding Research Award for his 2002 paper titled, “Residential
Fire Alarm Systems: The Verification and Response Dilemma”. He has earned more than two
dozen state and national fire service certifications, most of them the highest level attainable.
Chief Finley has been a member of several fire service organizations and served on numerous
committees throughout his career. In 2008 and 2009 he served as President of the New Jersey
Career Fire Chiefs Association, a professional associatfion that represents and advocates for the
interests of the stafe’s full-time professional fire chiefs and the fire service in general. From 2003-
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2005 he was a member of the Training and Education Committee of the Governor’s Fire Service
and Safety Task Force.

EMS TEAM
EMS TEAM LEADER

MATT ZAVADSKY, MS-HSA, NREMT

Chief Strategic Integration Officer, MedStar Mobile Health Care, Operations Manager Rural
Metro Ambulance Service-Orlando Fla.

BACKGROUND

Matt has 39 years' experience in EMS and holds a master’s degree in Health Service
Administration with a Graduate Certificate in Health Care Data Management. He is a frequent
speaker at national conferences and has done consulting in numerous EMS issues, specializing in
mobile integrated healthcare, high performance EMS system operations, public/media relations,
public policy, EMS economic models and EMS research.

Matt is the Chief Strategic Integration Officer at MedStar Mobile Healthcare, the Public Utility
Model EMS agency that provides exclusive emergency and non-emergency EMS and Mobile
Infegrated Healthcare services for Fort Worth and 14 other cities in North Texas. MedStar
provides advanced life support ambulance service to 436 square miles and more than 1 million
residents and responds to over 150,000 calls a year with a fleet of 60 ambulances.

Coming to MedStar in 2008 as the Operations Director, Matt has helped guide the continued
development and implementation of numerous innovative programs with healthcare partners
that have fransformed MedStar fully as a Mobile Integrated Healthcare (MIH) provider, including
high utilizer, CHF readmission reduction, observational admission reduction, hospice revocation
avoidance, 9-1-1 nurse triage programs and partnerships with home health agencies. He is also
the co-author of the book “Mobile Integrated Healthcare — Approach to Implementation”
published by Jones and Bartleft Publishing.

Maltt is the President of the National Association of EMTs and chairs their EMS Transformation
Committee. He is also Adjunct Faculty for the University Of North Texas Health Science Center,
Department of Health Management and Policy, as well as an appoinfed commitfee member o
the Joint Commission’s Home Care Professional and Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC) and
the Lewin Group's Hospital Outpatient Quality Reporting (HOQR) Program Stroke and AMI Expert
Work Group, developing metrics for use in value-based purchasing measures for emergency
departments.
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PROJECT SCHEDULE

Milestone 1 - Full execution of the agreement
Agreement will identify Project Launch date.

Milestone 2 - Project Launch

We will conduct an interactive telephone conference with local government contacts. Our project
leads will launch the project by clarifying and confirming expectations, detailing study parameters,
identifying agency point of contacts and commencing information gathering.

Milestone 3a - Information Gathering and Data Exiraction — 30 Days

Immediately following project launch, the operations leads will deliver an information request to the
departments. This is an extensive request which provides us with a detailed understanding of the
department's operations. Our experience is that it typically takes an agency several weeks to
accumulate and digitize the information. We will provide instructions concerning uploading materials
fo our website. When necessary, the lead will hold a telephone conference to discuss items
contained in the request. The team lead will review this material prior to an on-site visit.

Milestone 3b - Data Exiraction and Analysis — 14 Days

Also, immediately following the project launch the Data Lead will submit a preliminary data request,
which will evaluate the quality of the Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) system data. This will be
followed by a comprehensive request for data from the CAD system to conduct the response and
workload analysis. This request requires a concerted effort and focused response from your
department fo ensure the timely production of required for analysis. Delays in this process will likely
extend the entire project and impact the delivery of final report. The data team will extract one
year's worth of Calls for Service (CFS) from the CAD system. Once the Data Team is confident the
data are accurate, they will certify that they have all the data necessary to complete the analysis.

Milestone 3c - Data Certification — 14 days

Milestone 4a — Data Analysis and Delivery of Draft Data Report — 30 days

Within thirty days of data certification, the analysis will be completed and draft, unedited data reports
will be delivered to the departments for review and comment. After the data draff reports are
delivered, an on-site visit by the operations team will be scheduled.

Milestone 4b - Departmental Review of Draft Data Report - 14 days

The departments will have 10 days to review and comment on the draft unedited data analysis.
During this time, our Data team will be available to discuss the draft reports. The Department must
specify all concerns with the draft reports at one fime.

Milestone 4c - Final Data Report - 10 days
After receipt of the department's comments, the data report will be finalized within 10 days.

Milestone 5 — Conduct On-Site Visit — 30 days
Subject matter experts will perform a site visit within 30 days of the delivery of the draft data report.

Milestone 6 - Draft Operations Report — 30 days
Within 30 days of the last on-site visit, the operations team wiill provide a draft operations report to the
departments’ point of contact. Again, the departments will have 10 days fo review and comment.

Milestone 7 - Final Report 15 days
Once the departments’ comments and concerns are received by CPSM the combined final reports
will be delivered to the City within 15 days.

TOTAL ELAPSED TIME: 105 - 135 days
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THE CPSM APPROACH - FIRE

Data Begins at Dispatch

CPSM begins all its projects with a forensic analysis on the performance of the organization as
recorded in the Computer Aided Dispatch System. The CPSM analysis provides the department
with a comprehensive report that combines the CAD data with the National Fire Incident
Reporting System (NFIRS) records.

The resulting data study CPSM completes will gather and analyze data on the efficiency and
effectiveness of the current deployment on the fire runs. Resource utilization will be quantified for
concentration, location, and unit utilization.

The study will also analyze fire call data to provide a comprehensive review of how fire services
are delivered to the community including a detailed analysis of workloads and response times.
The analysis of the workloads should begin with an in-depth study of the types of calls handled
and their severity. The goal of this data gathering would be to explicate the fundamental nature
of the fire challenge faced by the Fire Department.

The study will pay special attention to fires reported in residences or buildings. Some examples
of questions to be answered as a part of the study include: What was the average response
time of the first arriving fire suppression unit capable of deploying extinguishing agent? How long
did the engine companies work at the scene?

For each call type, we will determine the time spent on-scene and the manpower personnel
who worked the scene. This data will be aggregated to determine an overall average ftotal time
spent on fire calls per 24-hour period and by shift for each engine company. It will document
any dramatic variations by time of day and day of week as well as seasonal variations. It will also
require the review the department’s non-emergency productive hours that fire personnel carry
out between emergency calls. The study will also analyze data to determine the proportion of
calls and the associated workload that arise within the community’s borders compared to
mutual aid calls.

Response time is an important statistic in emergency service systems. We will determine:

= Average response time of first arriving fire suppression unit capable of deploying
extinguishing agent.

= Distribution of response fimes for different call categories

= Response time for the second arriving engine company, where possible

We will also identify and review calls that experienced unusually long response fimes or times
that exceed adopted Standard of Response Coverage.

Operations Review

Using information analyzed by the data team, an operational assessment by CPSM technical
experts will be conducted to evaluate the deployment of emergency resources.

The CPSM team will evaluate equipment, maintenance, records, policies, procedures, mapping,
implemented technology and innovations, facilities, fraining, and staff to create
recommendations for future service delivery.

The team may meet with elected and appointed officials as well as idenfified community
leaders to determine the outcome they are seeking from deployment of resources.
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Observations and recommendations will be developed around key performance and analysis
areas in the completion of the report and include:

= Comprehensive Data Analysis
- Incident Type Workload
- Response Time
- Unit Workload
- Analysis of Busiest Hour
= Governance and Administration
- Organizational Structure
- Organizational Leadership
- Staffing and Deployment
- External Relationships
= Organizational Behavior/Management/Processes
- Time Allocation of Staff
- Organizational Communication
- Strategic Planning
- Performance Measurement
= Financial Resources (Operating and Capital Resources)
= Programs (To include fire suppression, EMS, fire prevention, public education, fire
investigation, technical rescue, hazardous materials, emergency management, and other
service delivery programs)
= Risk Management/All hazards approach to community protection
= |ISO/Accreditation Benefit Analysis
= Management and deployment of volunteers and career employees
= Station location analysis

FIRE CHALLENGES

Fire Early Early Life Property
Prevention Detection & Suppression Safety Conservation
Reporting
Fire Incident >
Progression
Code Smoke / Fire Extinguishers Rapid Rapid
Enforcement Alarms Automatic Response Response
Sprinklers Medic -Rescue Cira
N |2

Unit Utilization

FIRE DEPARTMENT ACTIONS
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Using GIS technology, we will review the current locations of deployed equipment and stations
with recommendations developed for the future. Key to making these determinations will be
response time for dispatched units and call density.

The CPSM data team has created a methodology for determining resource utilization that
qguantifies the maximum and minimum deployment of personnel and equipment. It is unlike any
other approach currently used by consultants and is indicative of the desire by CPSM to deliver
the right resources at the right time.

Fire Suppression Services

Fire departments staff their stations and frain their personnel to respond to a wide array of fire
and vehicular accident emergencies. In addition, many departments use the long intervals
between calls for service for a variety of fire prevention, training, and station activities.

Research in the United Kingdom as well as by FEMA has shown that the most cost-effective
approach to fire deployment is the elimination of calls. If a callis received, eliminating hazards
decreases the risk faced by first responders and may result in a more positive outcome. These
preventive strategies should include building effective code enforcement and fire prevention
activities as well as strong public education programs promoting smoke detectors fire
extinguisher use and placement in homes and businesses.

The effort may also include early fire suppression using automatic sprinkler systems and other fire
protection systems. These prevention and response challenges are illustrated below. CPSM will
review operations, particularly prevention efforts which represent a paradigm shift for most
departments.
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FIRE ANALYSIS OF RESOURCE EXHAUSTION

Fire departments often speak of the “worst case scenario” or “resource exhaustion” when
developing staffing and deployment plans. A comprehensive all-hazard Standard of Response
Coverage plan requires resource exhaustion fo be addressed. An agency can never staff for the
worst-case scenario, because whatever situation can be envisioned, there can always be a
more serious event that can be planned.

What is needed to make staffing and apparatus decisions is a clear understanding of what
levels of demand can reasonably be expected over specific periods of fime in a specific
jurisdiction. For example, what are the busiest calls for service times over a one-year period and
what levels of staffing and apparatus were needed to handle this workload?

To answer this question requires a detailed analysis of calls for service, broken down minute by
minute, identifying which units were busy and how many units remained available to respond to
a new call for service. More sophisticated analysis can take into consideration available mutual
aid resources.

There is significant variability in the number of calls from hour to hour and the frequency of
simultaneous or overlapping calls. One special concern relates fo the fire resources available for
the highest workload hours. We tabulate the data for each of 8760 hours in the year. We identify
how often the fire department will respond to more than a specified number of calls in an hour.
In studying call fotals, it is important to remember that an EMS run typically lasts, on average, a
different amount of time than a fire category call and this will vary depending upon whether
EMS fransport is provided.

Example of “Resource Exhaustion”

What follows is an example of a CPSM study of a fire department with 17 units staffed all the
fime. For most of these high-volume hours, the total workload of all units combined is equivalent
to 3 or fewer units busy the entire hour. For the ten highest volume hours, 0.1% of the hours, the
total workload exceeded 3 hours. These high-volume hours occurred between 10 a.m. and 9
p.m.

The hour with the most work was between 1000 and 1100 on September 12, 2009. The 21 calls
involved 34 runs (a “call” is an incident and a “run” is a unit response). The combined workload
was 417 minutes. This is equivalent to 7 firefighting units being busy the entire hour. However, in
the City there are 17 units staffed all the time. During the worst portion of the hour, there were
always at least 5 units still available to respond immediately. Only 5 of the 17 units were busy
more than 30 minutes during this hour.

The hour with the most calls was between 1400 and 1500 on October 13, 2009. The 23 calls
involved 28 runs. The combined workload was 379 minutes. This is equivalent to between 6 and 7
firefighting units being busy the entire hour. However, in the city there are 17 units staffed all the
time. During the worst portion of the hour, there were always at least 7 units still available to
respond immediately. Only 3 of the 17 units were busy more than 30 minutes during this hour.

CPSM



Table 1. Frequency Distribution of the Number of Calls

Nutnber of Frequency
Calls in an Hour
0-5 6397
6-10 2263
11-15 98
16 or more 2
Observations:

= A total of 6,397 hours (73%) in a year have received 0-5 calls.
= A total of 2,263 hours (25.8%) in a year have received 6-10 calls.

= A total of 100 hours (1.2%) in a year have received 11 or more calls.

Table 2. Top Ten Hours with the Most Calls Received

HOURS ofCals | ofRums | Minoter
13-Oct-2009 1400 23 28 379
12-Sep-2009 1000 21 34 417
20-Jun-2009 2000 15 16 252
02-Feb-2009 1900 15 16 213
10-Jul-20092 1000 14 15 226
15-Feb-2009 1900 14 20 317
29-Jul-20092 1700 14 18 274
23-Feb-2009 1100 14 15 180
17-Mar-2009 1500 14 17 193
01-Mar-2009 1800 13 14 185
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Table 3. Deployed Minutes by Unit for the Hour between 10 a.m. and 11 a.m.
on 12-Sep-2009

Station | 1 2 3 4 5| 6 7 9 10 | 11 12 | 13 | 14 | Numberof
Units
Unit El | E2 | 12 | E3 | 13 | E4 | 14 | E5 | E6 | E7 | 17 | E9 | EI0 | E11 | E12 | E13 | E14 | Busy | Free
0-5 1 16
5-10 1.9 0.7 3 14
7 10
3 9
7 10
5 12
5 12
6 n
9 8
M 6
12 5
n 6

Note: The numbers in the cells are the busy minutes within the 5-minute block. The cell values
greater than 2.5 are coded as red.

Observations:

= Between 10 a.m. and 11 a.m. on September 12, 2009, the fire department responded to 21
calls and dispatched 34 units to these calls.

= In the city, there are 17 units staffed all the time. During the worst portion of this hour, there
were always af least 5 units still available to respond immediately. Only 5 of the 17 units
were busy more than 30 minutes during this hour.
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Figure 1. Workload by Unit and Call Type for the Hour between 10 a.m. and
11 a.m. on 12-Sep-2009

mEMS mFire Other m Real Fire

El E2 T2 E3 T3 E4 T4 E5 E6 E7 T7 E9 E10 E11 E12 E13 E14

Observations:

= Engine companies E3, E11 and E12 were busy more than 40 minutes during this hour.
= Truck T3 was busy more than 40 minutes during this hour.
= Eleven units were busy less than 20 minutes. Two units responded to no calls.

Table 4: Overlapped Call Analysis

Scenario Frequency Percent
No Overlapped Call 1,536 48.5
Overlapped with another call 1,113 35.2
Overlapped with two calls 388 12.3
Overlapped with three calls 102 3.2
Overlapped with four or more calls 26 0.8

Observations:

= 48.5 percent of emergency incidents had no overlapped call.

= 35.2 percent of emergency incidents overlapped with another call.

= 12.3 percent of emergency incidents overlapped with two calls.

= 4.0 percent of emergency incidents overlapped with three or more calls.
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PROPOSED FEES

The quotation of fees and compensation shall remain firm for a period of 90 days from this
proposal submission.

CPSM will conduct the analysis of the fire department for $49,900 exclusive of travel. This price
reflects a 15% discount because of the data work that will run simultaneous with the County
Project (Regular pricing would be $57,385). The project would be billed in three installments: 40%
upon confract signing ; 40% with delivery of the draft fire data analysis; and the remaining 20%
with delivery of the draft final report. Following delivery of the draft reports, the City will have 30
days to provide comments as to accuracy, and a final report will be delivered within 30 days of
the comment period.

Travel expenses will be billed as incurred at actual cost with no overhead or administrative fees
applied. CPSM will attempt to split the travel cost and trips between the City and County unless
scheduling or COVID situations require otherwise.

Deliverables
Draft reports will be provided for department review in electronic format.

To be ecologically friendly, CPSM will deliver the final reports in computer readable material
either by email, CD or both. The final reports will incorporate the operational findings? as well as
data analysis. Should the municipality desire additional copies of the report, CPSM will produce
and deliver whatever number of copies is requested, which will be invoiced at cost.

Should the local government desire additional support or in-person presentation of findings,
CPSM will assign staff for such meetings at a cost of $2,500 per day/per person plus travel
expenses.

CONCLUSION

Part of ICMA’s mission is to assist local governments in achieving excellence through information
and assistance. Following this mission, Center for Public Safety Management, LLC acts as a
frusted advisor, assisting local governments in an objective manner. CPSM’s experience in
dealing with public safety issues combined with its background in performance measurement,
achievement of efficiencies, and genuine community engagement, makes CPSM a unique and
beneficial partner in dealing with issues such as those being presented in this proposal. We look
forward to working with you further.
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PAST & CURRENT ENGAGEMENTS

LOCALITY ST PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Edmonton AB  Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services.
Leduc AB  Fire Consolidation Plan

Leduc AB  Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services.
Kenai AK  Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Anniston AL  Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Auburn AL  Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Auburn AL  Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Dothan AL  Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Casa Grande AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Florence AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services

Lake Havasu City AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Lake Havasu City AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services

Florence AZ Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Pinal County AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Sheriff's Office
Prescoftt AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Prescott AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Queen Creek AZ  Police Strategic Plan

Queen Creek AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Fire services
Scottsdale AZ Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Tucson AZ  Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Youngtown AZ Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Alameda CA Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Alameda CA Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Burbank CA  Analysis of Investigations Workload / Staffing
Carlsbad CA Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
El Centro CA Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Fairfield CA Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Greenfield CA Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Hermosa Beach CA Comprehensive Analysis of Fire services
Hermosa Beach CA Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Laguna Woods CA Review of Sheriff's Office Service

Milpitas CA Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Morgan Hill CA Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Morgan Hill CA Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Palm Desert CA Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Palo Alto CA Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
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Placentia
Rohnert Park
San Diego County
San Jose

San Jose

San Mateo
Santa Ana
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Santa Monica
Santa Rosa
Stockton
Stockton

Union City
Whittier
Woodlands
Yuba City

Yuba City
Federal Heights
Federal Heights
Littleton
Steamboat Springs
Cheshire
Southington
Dover

Dover

Alachua
Tamarac
Inverness

Delray Beach
Delray Beach
Dunedin
Hollywood
Indian River Shores
Indian River Shores
Jacksonville Bch
Jupiter

Hobe Sound
Kenneth City
Miami Beach
Naples

North Port
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CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CA
CoO
CO
CcoO
CO
CT
CT
DE
DE
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL
FL

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
EMS Study

Fire Study Review

Police Study Review

Dispatch Operations Review
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Chief Selection

Performance Measurement Analysis
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Chief Selection

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Police Management Review
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Department
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Expert Witness Law Enforcement Issues
Analysis of Sheriff’'s Contract Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Police Consolidation Review

Police Internal Affairs Review

Public Safety Staffing Analysis

Public Safety Study

Police Chief Selection

Police and Fire

Public Safety Consolidation
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive analysis of Fire Services
Presentation

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
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Orlando
Land O' Lakes

New Port Richey
Pompano Beach

Venice
Kingsland
Kingsland
Woodbine
Garden City
Johns Creek
Kingsland
Sandy Springs
St. Marys
Boone
Boone
Hayden
Jerome
Algonguin
Glenview
Glenview
Glenview
Highland
Highland Park
Highwood
Lake Bluff
Lake BIuff
Lake Forest
Lake Zurich
Naperville
Roseville
Skokie

Western Springs

Indianapolis
Plainfield
Topeka
Northborough
Northborough
Cambridge
Annapolis
Ocean City
Ann Arbor
Auburn Hills

CPSM

MA
MA
MD
MD
MD
Ml

Ml

Expert Witness Law Enforcement Issues
Comprehensive analysis of Fire Services
Sheriff Budget Analysis

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Fire Consolidation St Marys

Police Consolidation Study

Preliminary Analysis Public Safety Merger
Analysis of Fire Services

Fire Consolidation Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Department

Fire Consolidation Study
Public Safety Consolidation

Performance Measurement of Municipal
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Analysis of Police Services

Performance Measurement Analysis
Comprehensive Analysis of Police & Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Dispatch Operations Review

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Consolidation
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Consolidation
Analysis of Fire Consolidation

Fire Data Review

Analysis of Fire Consolidation
Comprehensive Analysis of fire services
Workload, Staffing & Schedule Design
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Workload & Deployment Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Preliminary review of Fire Department
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Performance Measurement Study
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Dispatch Operations Review

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
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Auburn Hills

Benton Harbor

Chesterfield
Lansing
Lansing
Defroit
Douglas

Flint

Flint

Grand Rapids
Grand Rapids
Kingsley
Interlochen
Grosse Pointe
Grosse Pointe
Hamtramck
Grand Rapids
Grand Rapids
Kentwood
Flint

Flint

Novi

Novi
Kalamazoo
Petoskey
Plymouth
Plymouth
Royal Oak
Royal Oak
Saginaw
Saginaw
Vicksburg
Saint Joseph
Sturgis

Troy

Troy
Wyoming
Wyoming
Wyoming
Wyoming
Mankato
Moorhead

CPSM

Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Mi
Mi
Mi
Mi
Mi
Mi
Mi
Mi
Mi
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Ml
Mi
MI
Mi
MI
Mi
MI
Mi
MI
Mi
Ml
MN
MN

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Public Safety Consolidation

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Police Department Review

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Public Safety Consolidation

Public Safety Consolidation

Police Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Police & Fire Services
Analysis of Police Services Consolidation
Analysis of Fire Services Consolidation
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive analysis of Fire Services
Police Workload / Contract for Services Analysis
Public Safety Consolidation

Fire Services Consolidation

Fire Service Analysis

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Financial Analysis of Fire Authority

Public Safety Consolidation

Public Safety Analysis

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Review of Fire Administration and Inspections
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services 2012
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services 2012
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services 2009
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services 2009
Public Safety Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
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Saint Cloud
Saint Cloud
Brentwood
Saint Louis
Saint Louis
Saint Louis
Bozeman

Bald Head Island
Bald Head Island
Chapel Hill
Cornelius
Davidson
Greenville
Oxford

Oxford

Rocky Mount
Rocky Mount
Grand Island
Grand Island
South Sioux City
East Brunswick
Oradell
Paterson

South Orange
Westwood
Bernalillo

Las Cruces

Las Cruces
Ruidoso
Boulder City
Henderson

Las Vegas
North Las Vegas
Bria Cliff Manor
Garden City
Long Beach
Armonk
Oneonta
Oneonta
Orchard Park
Ossining
Ossining

CPSM

Police Strategic Planning Review
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Standard of Response / risk assessment
Fire Protection Master Plan

Public Safety Staffing Review

Public Safety Consolidation
Comprehensive Analysis of police services
Fire Consolidation Study

Fire Consolidation Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
AED Grant assistance

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Fire Services Strategic Plan

EMS Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Organizational Study
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Fire Workload Analysis

Analysis of police consolidation
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire and EMS services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire and EMS services
Fire Apparatus Review

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Analysis of police consolidation

Analysis of police consolidation
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Rye
Watertown
Cincinnati
Dayton
Huron
Huron

Independence
Independence

Sandusky
Sandusky
Broken Arrow
Broken Arrow
Edmond
Jenks

Jenks
Muskogee
Tulsa

Bend
Grants Pass
Grants Pass
Grants Pass
Ontario
Ontario
Mohnton
Mohnton
Ephrata
Farrell
Jamestown
Wrightsville
Lancaster
Berwyn

East Providence
East Providence

Beaufort
Beaufort
Beaufort
Walterboro
Rapid City
Germantown
Johnson City
Johnson City
Smyrna

CPSM

Police Chief Selection

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Police Dispatch Review

Police Internal Affairs Review
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Fire Study

Police Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Public Safety Strategic Plan Development
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Chief Selection

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Expert Witness Fire Issues

Review of Fire Service Contract
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Public Safety Dept.
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
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Smyrna
Addison
Addison
Baytown
Belton

Belton

Belton

Belton

Buda

Cedar Park
Conroe

Frisco
Highland Village
Hutto

Lucas

New Braunfels
New Braunfels
Prosper
Round Rock
Sugarland
Sugarland
Victoria
Washington City
Hampton
Leesburg
Leesburg
Bonney Lake
Lacey
Snoqualmie
Spokane Valley
Vancouver
Vancouver
Menomonie
Wauwatosa
Wauwatosa
Jackson
Laramie
Jackson

CPSM

™
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
X
uT
VA
VA
VA
WA
WA
WA
WA
WA
WA
WI
WI
WI
WY
WY
WY

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
EMS Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Police Chief Selection

Fire Chief Selection

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Fire Services Analysis and Standard of Response
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Fire Review

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Fire and EMS Analysis

Fire Study

Police Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Fire Department Overtime Analysis
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Public Safety Analysis
Police Chief Selection

Comprehensive Analysis of Sheriff Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Police Workload & Deployment Analysis
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Chief Selection

Sheriff Office Study

Comprehensive Analysis of Fire Services
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Consolidation Review
Comprehensive Analysis of Police Services
Police Consolidation Review
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TOOE[@ Clty Community Development Department

Est. 1853

STAFF REPORT
June 2, 2021

To: Tooele City Planning Commission
Business Date: June 9, 2021

From: Planning Division
Community Development Department

Prepared By: Andrew Aagard, City Planner / Zoning Administrator

Re: Western Acres Phase 1 — Subdivision Preliminary Plan Request
Application No.: P21-191

Applicant: David Lewis IV, representing DR Horton, Inc.

Project Location:  Approximately 1900 North Copper Canyon Drive

Zoning: MR-16 PUD Multi-Family Residential Zone

Acreage: Approximately 12.5 Acres (Approximately 544,500 ft?)

Request: Request for approval of a Subdivision Preliminary Plan in the MR-16 PUD

Multi-Family Residential zone regarding the creation of 130 various town
house style lots.

BACKGROUND

This application is a request for approval of a Subdivision Preliminary Plan for approximately 12.5 acres
located at approximately 1900 North Copper Canyon Drive. The property is currently zoned MR-16 PUD
Multi-Family Residential with a Planned Unit Development overlay. The applicant is requesting that a
Subdivision Preliminary Plan be approved to allow for the development of the currently vacant site as 130
town house lots.

ANALYSIS

General Plan and Zoning. The Land Use Map of the General Plan calls for the High Density Residential
land use designation for the subject property. The property has been assigned the MR-16 PUD Multi-
Family Residential zoning classification, supporting approximately sixteen dwelling units per acre. The
MR-16 PUD Multi-Family Residential zoning designation is identified by the Land Use Map of the
Tooele City General Plan as a preferred zoning classification for the High Density Residential land use
designation. The property has an assortment of adjacent zones. To the north property is located in Tooele
County. To the east properties are zoned NC Neighborhood Commercial (utilized as single-family
residential) and MR-16. To the south and the west property is zoned MR-16 Multi-Family Residential.
Mapping pertinent to the subject request can be found in Exhibit “A” to this report.

The PUD Planned Unit Development overlay was added to the zoning at the request of the applicant. The
PUD does not alter density limitations in the MR-16 zoning district but is more oriented towards building
setbacks, lot sizes and other design criteria. The PUD overlay does permit reductions in the minimum
separation between the buildings, reducing that distance to 12 feet instead of 15 feet.

Subdivision Layout. Phase 1 of Western Acres proposes the construction of 130 town house lots. The
subdivision plat is the first in a succession of many phases in the large development that will eventually
occupy 89 acres of property. Phase 1 will develop 12.49 acres.

Western Acres Phase 1 App. # P21-191
Subdivision Preliminary Plan Request - \m



The subdivision plat will connect to the existing Copper Canyon Drive and Pine Canyon Road and all
streets within the development will be privately owned and maintained 51 foot wide rights-of-way. The
lots within the subdivision are the footprint of each town house. In the MR-16 zoning district there are no
lot size or lot width restrictions. This lack of restrictions enables private ownership of town homes while
maintaining common ownership of the surrounding property.

The subdivision plat creates private lots that are the privately owned footprint of the individual town
house. The plat creates limited common areas. Limited common areas are places such as town house
driveways or yard spaces that are not available for use by the community at large. These areas are
indicated by a crossing hatch pattern and it is not clear on the plans if the limited common areas are
maintained by the town house owner or the development HOA. The remaining area in the subdivision is
considered common area. The common area is the portion of the development that is available to the
community and is maintained by the development itself.

The common area includes the storm water detention basins located at the western side of Phase 1.
Common areas also include the roads, guest parking areas, frontages and landscaping between the
buildings.

This purpose of this application is the creation of the lots, limited common areas and common areas only.
The site plan design review will delve deeper into building architecture, landscaping, parking areas, and
so forth. The site plan design review is required to have Planning Commission approval so the
Commission will be seeing more information regarding this project at a future meeting. The applicant has
already submitted a final subdivision plat and site plan design review applications and they are being
reviewed.

Landscaping. Landscaping will be addressed during the site plan design review application.

Parking. Each phase needs to be able to stand alone. Therefore, in order to accommodate guest parking
sufficient for this phase the applicant has had to re-work some phasing lines and bring additional guest
parking that is sufficiently dispersed throughout the entire phase. 32 guest parking stalls are provided as
per ordinance requirements and the applicant has made a good effort to equally distribute guest parking
stalls throughout the project. Other parking issues will be reviewed in greater detail during the site plan
design review process.

Criteria For Approval. The procedure for approval or denial of a Subdivision Preliminary Plat request, as
well as the information required to be submitted for review as a complete application is found in Sections
7-19-8 and 9 of the Tooele City Code.

REVIEWS

Planning Division Review. The Tooele City Planning Division has completed their review of the
Subdivision Preliminary Plan submission and has issued a recommendation for approval for the request
with the following comments:

1. There is a PUD Planned Unit Development Overlay attached to the zoning of this
property that permits a reduction in building separation from 15 feet to 12 feet.

2. Phase 1 meets the requirements for guest parking.

3. The MR-16 zoning district does not have lot size and lot widths minimum restrictions.

This enables town home developments to have private ownership of the unit and common
ownership of the area surrounding the units.
4. All roads inside of the development will be privately owned and maintained streets.

Western Acres Phase 1 App. # P21-191
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5. The development still requires final subdivision plat and site plan design review
approvals.

6. Other than a few minor changes to accommodate guest parking areas in the Phase, Phase
1 complies with the PUD proposal that was approved when the zoning change was
completed on December 16, 2020.

Engineering Review. The Tooele City Engineering and Public Works Divisions have completed their
reviews of the Subdivision Preliminary Plan submission and have issued a recommendation for approval
for the request.

STAFFE RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the request for a Subdivision Preliminary Plan by David Lewis IV,
representing DR Horton, Inc., application number P21-191, subject to the following conditions:

1. That all requirements of the Tooele City Engineering and Public Works Divisions shall
be satisfied throughout the development of the site and the construction of all buildings
on the site, including permitting.

2. That all requirements of the Tooele City Building Division shall be satisfied throughout
the development of the site and the construction of all buildings on the site, including
permitting.

3. That all requirements of the Tooele City Fire Department shall be satisfied throughout the
development of the site and the construction of all buildings on the site.

4. That all requirements of the geotechnical report shall be satisfied throughout the

development of the site and the construction of all buildings on the site.

This recommendation is based on the following findings:

1. The proposed development plans meet the intent, goals, and objectives of the Master
Plan.

2. The proposed development plans meet the intent, goals, and objectives of the Tooele City
General Plan.

3. The proposed development plans meet the requirements and provisions of the Tooele
City Code.

4, The proposed development plans will not be deleterious to the health, safety, and general
welfare of the general public nor the residents of adjacent properties.

5. The proposed development conforms to the general aesthetic and physical development
of the area.

6. The public services in the area are adequate to support the subject development.

7. Other than a few minor changes to accommodate guest parking areas in the Phase, Phase

1 complies with the PUD proposal that was approved when the zoning change was
completed on December 16, 2020.

MODEL MOTIONS

Sample Motion for a Positive Recommendation — “I move we forward a positive recommendation to the
City Council for the Western Acres Phase 1 Subdivision Preliminary Plan Request by David Lewis IV,
representing DR Horton, Inc. for the purpose of creating 130 town house lots, application number P21-
191, based on the findings and subject to the conditions listed in the Staff Report dated June 2, 2021:”

1. List any additional findings and conditions...

Western Acres Phase 1 App. # P21-191
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Sample Motion for a Negative Recommendation — “I move we forward a negative recommendation to the
City Council for the Western Acres Phase 1 Subdivision Preliminary Plan Request by David Lewis IV,
representing DR Horton, Inc. for the purpose of creating 130 town house lots, application number P21-
191, based on the following findings:”

1. List findings...

Western Acres Phase 1 App. # P21-191
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EXHIBIT A

MAPPING PERTINENT TO THE WESTERN ACRES PHASE 1 SUBDIVISION
PRELIMINARY PLAN

Western Acres Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan

Aerial View



Western Acres Phase 1 Preliminary Subdivision Plan
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EXHIBIT B

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PLANS
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PRELIMINARY PLAT
WESTERN ACRES TOWNHOMES PHASE 1

A RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION

LOCATED IN THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 15, TOWNSHIP 3 SOUTH, RANGE 4 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN

2-UNIT FL 2-STORY

TOOELE CITY, TOOELE COUNTY, UTAH
SHEET 3 OF 3

4-UNIT 2 STORY ALLEY

Line Table Line Table

Line # | Length Direction Line # | Length Direction

L1 13.00 | N22°37'12"W L51 | 55.58 | S$52°00'26"E
L2 13.00 | N22°37'11"E L54 | 10.00 | S1614'41"E
L3 21.61 | S16"14'41"E L55 | 10.00 | N16"14'41"W
L4 21.61 | N16"14°41"W L56 | 10.00 | S09'18'34"E
L5 25.93 | S0918'34"E L57 | 10.00 | N09'18'34"W
L6 34.04 | N09"18°34"W L58 | 10.00 | S02°09'56"E
L7 39.65 | S01°36'46"E L59 | 10.00 | N02°09’56"W
L8 20.00 | NO2°09'56"W L60 | 10.00 | N89°59’59"E
L9 13.00 | S87°50°04"W L61 10.00 | S89°59'59"W
L10 | 20.00 | N0O2°09'56"W L62 | 10.00 | N8959’59"E
L11 25.00 | N89'59'59"E L63 | 10.00 | S89°59'59"W
L12 | 20.00 | S89°59’59"W L64 | 10.00 | N89°59'59"E
L13 | 20.00 | N89'59'59"E L65 | 10.00 | S89°59'59"W
L14 | 20.00 | S89°59’59”W L66 | 10.00 | N89'59'59"E
L15 | 20.00 | NB89'59'59"E L67 | 10.00 | S89'59'59"W
L16 | 25.00 | S89°59'59”W L68 | 10.00 | N89°59’59"E
L17 | 25.00 | N89'59'59"E L69 | 10.00 | S89'59'59"W
L18 | 20.00 | S89°59°59"W L70 | 10.00 | S72°27°45"E
L19 | 24.70 | N89°59'59"E L71 | 10.00 | N7227°45"W
L20 | 22.81 | N7227'45"W L72 | 10.00 | S52°00'26"E
L21 24.19 | S7227°457E L73 | 10.00 | N52°00°26"W
L22 | 26.49 | N52°00°26"W L74 | 10.00 | S52°00'26"E
L23 | 20.00 | S52°00°26"E L75 | 10.00 | N52°00°26"W
L24 | 25.00 | N52°00°26"W L76 | 20.00 | S52°00°26"E
L25 | 25.00 | S52°00°26”E L77 | 20.00 | N52°00°26"W
L26 | 33.38 | S52°00°26”E L78 | 20.00 | S64'48'02"E
L27 | 33.39 | N5200'26"W L79 | 20.00 | N6448'02"W
L28 | 31.59 | S64°48°02"E L8O | 10.00 | N89°59’59"E
L29 | 30.06 | N64°48'02"W L81 | 24.00 | S0000°01"E
L30 | 29.30 | N89°59'59"E L82 | 10.00 | N89°59’59"E
L31 | 30.93 | S89°59°59”W L83 | 20.00 | S89°59'59"W
L32 | 35.00 | N89'59'59"E L84 | 20.00 | N89'59'59"E
L33 | 35.00 | S89°59°59”W L85 | 20.00 | S8959'59"W
L34 | 30.00 | NB9'59'59"E L86 | 20.00 | N8959'59"E
L35 | 30.00 | S89°59'59"W L87 | 20.00 | S89°59'59"W
L36 | 35.00 | N89'59'59"E L88 | 20.00 | N89°59’59"E
L37 | 35.00 | S89°59°59”W L89 | 20.00 | S89°59'59"W
L38 | 29.66 | N0O9°51'22"W L90 | 10.00 | NO9'51'22"W
L39 | 29.76 | S09°51'22"E L91 | 10.00 | S09'51'22"E
L40 | 30.00 | S89°59°59”W L92 | 12.67 | N18°44'50"W
L41 | 30.00 | N89'59'59"E

L42 | 35.00 | S89'59°59"W

L43 | 35.00 | N89'59'59"E

L44 | 30.00 | S89'59’59”"W

L45 | 30.00 | N89°59'59"E

L46 | 34.07 | S89'59°59"W

L47 | 21.52 | N89'59'59"E

L48 | 28.31 | N64°48'02"W

L49 | 36.16 | S64°48°027E

L50 | 31.00 | N52°00°26"W
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CURVE TABLE CURVE TABLE CURVE TABLE CURVE TABLE Sy
|-
oON
CURVE # | LENGTH | RADIUS | DELTA | CHORD BEARING | CHORD DISTANCE CURVE # | LENGTH | RADIUS | DELTA | CHORD BEARING | CHORD DISTANCE | | CURVE # | LENGTH | RADIUS | DELTA | CHORD BEARING | CHORD DISTANCE | | CURVE # | LENGTH | RADIUS | DELTA | CHORD BEARING | CHORD DISTANCE T |
<
o
C1 478.28' | 1250.00' | 21°55'22" |  S67°'16'40"W 475.37' c24 46.34° | 29.50' | 90°00°01” | N45°00°00"E 41.72’ ca7 14.06' | 20.00' | 40716°07" | N49'43'347E 13.77' C70 | 154.62' | 1217.00' | 716'47" | $55733'54"W 154.52' oi
un O
c2 471.08' | 1094.50" | 24°39'38" |  S70119'30"W 467.45' c25 46.27° | 29.50' | 89'51'44” | N44'55'53"W 41.67' C48 | 120.06’ | 1120.00' | 6°08'30" | S73'45'19"W 120.00’ c71 47.71" | 29.50° | 92:39'17" | N74°28'04"W 42.67' 20 o 20 40 o=
..
c3 101.94' | 60.00° | 97°20'41" | N48'40°21"W 90.11’ c26 53.41" | 34.00' | 90°00°01" | S45'00°00"W 48.08’ c49 28.16" | 1120.00" | 126'27” | S77°32'48"W 28.16’ c72 51.65' | 34.00' | 87°02'40” | N15%22'54"E 46.83’ E;!;!;— =
< <C
c4 22313 | 336.50' | 37°59'36" | N18'59'47"E 219.07" C27 | 240.04' | 362.00' | 37'59'36" | N18'59'47"E 235.67" C50 | 85.78 | 1120.00° | 4'23'18” | S8027°40"W 85.76' c73 17.77° [ 1120.00' | 0'54'33" | S5826'58"W 17.77° =
? = [y
c5 52.91" | 34.00° | 890927 | N8324’51"E 47.7% c28 53.41" | 34.00' | 90°00°00” | S07°00°26"E 48.08’ c51 35.52' | 85.50° |23'48'22" | N8526°30"W 35.27’ c74 5.98' |1120.00' | 01821" | S64'57°21"W 5.98' Scale T = 20 ft -9
O
c6 95.70" | 200.00" | 27°24'55" |  S3847'59"E 94.79’ c29 46.34 | 29.50' | 90°00'00" | N82'59'34"E 41.72" c52 6.77° | 85.50" | 4°32'23" | N71'16'08"W 6.77 c75 8.96' |1120.00' | 027'29" | S70%27'19"W 8.96'
c7 157.12' | 175.00" | 51°26'27" | N25°43'13"E 151.89’ C30 | 301.05' | 454.00' | 37'59'36" | N18'59'47"E 295.56’ C53 | 102.96’ | 85.50° |68'59'56” | N34'29°’59”W 96.85’ WESTERN ACRES TOWNHOMES PHASE 1
c8 53.82" | 200.00° | 1525'08” | N07°42'34"W 53.66’ C31 46.34 | 29.50' | 89'59'59” | N45°00°00"W 41.72' C54 | 58.40° | 362.00° | 914'38” | N0437'18"E 58.34’ A RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION
C9 357.35' | 1250.00° | 16722'47” | S70°02'58"W 356.14° C32 58.61 | 34.50" | 9720°41” N48°40'21"W 51.82 C55 7.23 | 362.00" | 1108'37" N09°48°56”E 7.23 LOCATED IN THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 15,
C10 | 120.93 | 1250.00" | 5732’35” | S59'05'17"W 120.88’ C33 | 206.22' | 311.00° | 37'59'36" | N18'59'47"E 202.47’ C56 | 100.33' | 362.00° | 1552'48” | N1819'39"E 100.01’ TOWNSHIP 3 SOUTHAESNMGEER?DVI\E\IST, SALT LAKE BASE
ci 73.83' | 1094.50' | 3'51'53" | S5955'37"W 73.81’ C34 53.41" | 34.00' | 90°00°00" | N82'59'34"E 48.08’ c57 5.41" | 362.00' | 0'51'25" | N26°41'45"E 5.41"
C12 | 243.02' | 1094.50" | 12°43'18" | S6813'13"W 242.52' c35 61.39' | 34.00' |103'26'52" | S00"17'00"E 53.38’ C58 | 68.67° | 362.00° | 1052'08" | N32'33'32"E 68.57" SHEET 3 OF 3
C13 | 154.24° | 1094.50' | 8'04°27" | S78°37°05"W 154.11" C36 | 180.01" | 200.50' | 51"26'27" | N25'43'13"E 174.03' 59 13.03' | 311.00° | 2:24°03" | N36°47°347E 13.03’
cl4 25.93' | 200.00' | 7°25'44” | S2848'23"E 25.91° c37 19.08' | 225.50' | 450'51” | N02°25'26"W 19.07' C60 | 120.77°| 311.00' | 22114'58" | N24'28°04”E 120.01’
15 69.77° | 200.00° | 19'59'11” | S42'00'517E 69.41’ c38 48.94’ | 34.00' | 82728'48" | S36°23'33"W 44.83 ce1 40.62° | 311.00° | 729°00” | NO9'36°05"E 40.59’
C16 16.37° | 200.00° | 441'23" | S25'47'45"E 16.37’ C39 93.71 [ 1069.00' | 501°22” S80°08'38"W 93.68' C62 31.81" | 311.00° | 5'51'36” | NO2'55'47"E 31.79’
C17 | 237.06' | 1283.00" | 10°35'12” | S67°08'14"W 236.73' C40 | 168.16" | 1069.00' | 9°00°47” S6619'49"W 167.99’ C63 | 137.99° | 200.50° | 39:26°02" | N19°43'00"E 135.29’
C18 | 544.26' | 1217.00' | 25°37'24" |  S77119'33"W 539.73' ca1 35.97 | 34.00° | 60°36'31" | N10"13'46"E 34.31" c64 7.58' | 200.50" | 2:09'58" | N403100"E 7.58'
c19 47.71 | 29.50° | 9273917° | s1811°12°W 4267 ca2 | 79.01 | 225.50° | 20004'29” | S1002'15"E 78.60’ C65 | 34.44 | 200.50° | 950'27" | N46°3112°E 34.39’ W I I D I N
c20 51.42' | 34.00° | 86°38'33" | S71°27'467E 46.66’ c43 0.50' | 34.00° | 0%50'33" N38°24'51"E 0.50’ c66 8.48' | 34.00' | 141725 | S4417°43"W 8.46°
C21 | 348.97' | 1120.00" | 1751°09” | S73'43'44"W 347.56' C44 0.51" | 34.000 | 0'51’58” S7711'58"W 0.51" c67 52.91" | 34.00° | 89'09'27"| S072543"E 47.73 ENGINEERING
C22 | 145.26° | 85.50° | 97°20'41" | N48'40°21"W 128.41° C45 | 100.04’ | 1120.00° | 5'07'03" | S67°40°03"W 100.00’ c68 71.44’ | 1069.00° | 3'49'44” | S59'54’33"W 71.42’ 14721 SOUTH HERITAGE CREST WAY
BLUFFDALE, UTAH 84065
c23 53.41" | 34.00° | 89°59'59” | S45700'00"E 48.08’ C46 1.81" | 34.50' | 30014 S84°09'26"W 1.81" 69 2410 | 225.50" | 6°07'24” | S230811"E 24.09’ 801.553.8112

WWW.WILDINGENGINEERING.COM
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TABULATIONS TOTALS BY PHASE g
TOTAL ACRES: 86.71 §
TOTAL NUMBER OF UNITS: 794 UNIT TYPE PHASE 1|PHASE 2 |PHASE 3 |PHASE 4 |PHASE 5 |PHASE 6| TOTALS ‘l
174 2—STORY ALLEY s
84 (14) 6—UNIT 6—UNIT ALLEY 36 (6) | 122 | 18 (3) | 0 (0) 0(0) | 18 (3) | 84 (14 E
~
60 (12) 5—UNIT 5—UNIT ALLEY 25 (5) | 15 (3) | 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) | 20 (4) | 60 (12) €
20 (5) 4—UNIT 4—UNIT ALLEY 4 (1) 8 (2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 8 (2) | 20 (5) 2
3 (1) 3-UNIT 3—UNIT ALLEY 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 3 (1) 3 (1) <
434 FL 2—-STORY SUBTOTAL ALLEY 65 35 18 0 0 49 167 i
270 (45) 6—UNIT o
O
95 (19) 5—-UNIT 6—UNIT 2—STORY 36 (6) | 60 (10) | 78 (13) | 48 (8) | 36 (6) | 12 (2) |270 (45) — <
56 (14) 4—UNIT 5—-UNIT 2—STORY 20 (4) | 102 | 5@1) | 20 (4) | 20 (4) | 20 (4) | 19 (95) E,
9 (3) 3-UNIT 4—UNIT 2—STORY 41) | 123 | 8(2) 9 (3) 6 (2) | 12 (3) | 56 (14) §
4 (2) 2—-UNIT 3—UNIT 2—STORY 3 (1) 6 (2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 9 (3) S
97 PIONEER 2—UNIT 2—STORY 2 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (1) 0 (0) 4 (2) £Q
16 (2) 8—UNIT SUBTOTAL 2—-STORY 65 88 91 80 66 44 434 ig‘
7 (1) 7—-UNIT E >
48 (8) 6-UNIT 8—UNIT PIONEER 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 () | 16 (2) | 0 (0) 0 (0) | 16 (2) gﬁ
10 (2) 5-UNIT 7—UNIT PIONEER 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 7 (1) 0 (0) 0 (0) 7 (1) ig
16 (4) 4—UNIT 6—UNIT PIONEER 0(0) | 24 (4) | o (0) 6 (1) 0(0) | 18 (3) | 48 (8) e
96 COTTAGE LOTS (42° x 96" MIN) 5—UNIT PIONEER 0() | 10 (2) | 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) | 10 (2) 9§
G
4—UNIT PIONEER 0 (0) 8 (2) 0 (0) 8 (2) 0 (0) 0 (0) | 16 (4) S GIECT INFORMATION
DENSITY 9.16 UNITS/ACRE SUBTOTAL PIONEER 0 42 0] 37 0 18 97 W ESTE R N AC R ES
COTTAGE LOTS 0 0 32 55 9 0 96
SUBTOTAL COTTAGE LOTS| 0 0 32 55 9 0 96
TOTALS 130 165 14 172 75 11 794 PHASING PLAN
5/4/21
TOOELE, UTAH
NOTE:
1) THIS SUBMITTAL IS FOR PHASE 1 ONLY.
ALL OTHER FUTURE PHASES ARE NOT PART
OF THIS REVIEW.

PARKING REQUIREMENT: 2 FOR EACH UNIT
PLUS 1 FOR EVERY 4 UNITS = 1,396 REQUIRED

SATISFIED AS FOLLOWS: ®
334 (2—STORY ALLEY DRIVEWAY PARKING (2X EACH UNIT)) o o
868 (FL 2—STORY DRIVEWAY PARKING (2X EACH UNIT))

194 PARKING SPACES REQUIRED W I I D I N

America’s Boudédtor | __=nc neerins

14721 SOUTH HERITAGE CREST WAY
BLUFFDALE, UTAH 84065
8a1.553.8112
WWW.WILDINGENGINEERING.COM
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TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
ORDINANCE 2020-50

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL REASSIGNING THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION TO THE
MR-16 MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL AND R1-7 RESIDENTIAL ZONING DISTRICT AND CREATING A
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT ZONING OVERLAY ON 86.7 ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE
AREA GENERALLY AT 1600 NORTH 300 EAST

WHEREAS, Utah Code §10-9a-401, et seq., requires and provides for the adoption of a
“comprehensive, long-range plan” (hereinafter the “General Plan”) by each Utah city and town, which
General Plan contemplates and provides direction for (a) “present and future needs of the
community” and (b) “growth and development of all or any part of the land within the municipality”;
and,

WHEREAS, the Tooele City General Plan includes various elements, including water, sewer,
transportation, and land use. The Tooele City Council adopted the Land Use Element of the Tooele
City General Plan, after duly-noticed public hearings, by Ordinance 1998-39, on December 16, 1998,
by a vote of 5-0; and,

WHEREAS, the Land Use Element (hereinafter the “Land Use Plan”) of the General Plan
establishes Tooele City’s general land use policies, which have been adopted by Ordinance 1998-39 as
a Tooele City ordinance, and which set forth appropriate Use Designations for land in Tooele City (e.g.,
residential, commercial, industrial); and,

WHEREAS, the Land Use Plan reflects the findings of Tooele City’s elected officials regarding
the appropriate range, placement, and configuration of land uses within the City, which findings are
based in part upon the recommendations of land use and planning professionals, Planning
Commission recommendations, public comment, and other relevant considerations; and,

WHEREAS, Utah Code §10-9a-501, et seq., provides for the enactment of a “land use [i.e.,
zoning] ordinances and a zoning map” that constitute a portion of the City’s regulations (hereinafter
“Zoning”) for land use and development, establishing order and standards under which land may be
developed in Tooele City; and,

WHEREAS, a fundamental purpose of the Land Use Plan is to guide and inform the
recommendations of the Planning Commission and the decisions of the City Council about the Zoning
designations assigned to land within the City (e.g., R1-10 residential, neighborhood commercial (NC),
light industrial (LI)); and,

WHEREAS, Tooele City Code Chapter 7-6 constitutes Tooele City’s Planned Unit Development
(PUD) overlay zoning district, the purposes of which are stated in §7-6-1, incorporated herein by this
reference, and which include, among others, to create opportunities for flexible site planning, to
encourage the preservation of open space areas and critical natural areas, and to encourage the



provision of special development amenities by the developer; and,

WHEREAS, the 86.7 acres are owned by various individuals and corporations consisting of
Sean Hogan, Western Acres LLC, Mark Gressman, Robin Parsons, Mario Cruz and Mountain Vista
Development Incorporated; and,

WHEREAS, by Rezone Petition received March 4, 2020, DR Horton requested that the Western
Acres development be reassigned to the MR-16 Multi-Family Residential and R1-7 Residential zoning
districts and receive a Planned Unit Development (“PUD”) overlay zone designation for the purpose
of decreasing lot sizes for the single-family sections, reducing minimum required dwelling unit sizes,
reducing lot width, reducing building setbacks, decreasing exterior material requirements and
reducing clubhouse social area requirements; and,

WHEREAS, the properties bear a mix of zoning districts starting with NC Neighborhood
Commercial in the north east corner, LI Light Industrial near the south west corner, RR-5 Residential in
the southern properties and R1-8 Residential towards the south east of the proposed development
(see map attached as Exhibit A); and,

WHEREAS, the Western Acres development is anticipated to contain 714 town house style
residential units, 97 single-family residential units, 21 acres of open space, and numerous public
amenities, including stabilization and improvement of the Middle Canyon drainage channel and
floodplain, an eigh-foot wide asphalt trail running the length of the channel, a four-court pickleball
complex, a 60-foot by 100-foot swimming pool, exercise equipment, pavilions, playgrounds and to
lots, terra parks and hammock parks (see Exhibit B); and,

WHEREAS, the properties to the west are zoned GC General Commercial and LI Light Industrial
and properties to the east are zoned MR-16 Multi-Family Residential and R1-8 Residential; and,

WHEREAS, the properties to the north are located in unincorporated Tooele County and
properties to the south are zoned RR-5 Residential; and,

WHEREAS, the Western Acres Development will contain front loaded town house units, alley
(rear loaded) town house units, garage less town house units and detached single-family units; and,

WHEREAS, the structures within the Western Acres Development will comply with the Tooele
City Design Guidelines for multi-family and single-family residential structures except as otherwise
listed in this ordinance (reference Tooele City Code §7-113a, et seq. and §7-11b, et seq.); and,

WHEREAS, the Planned Unit Development standards and qualifications requested by DR
Horton for the PUD, are as follows:

R1-7 Residential Zone

Current Requirements Proposed Changes with PUD
Lot size — 7,000 Square Feet Lot Size — 3,500 Square Feet
Dwelling Size - 1,100 Square Feet Dwelling Size — 800 Square Feet




Lot Width — 60 Feet Lot Width — 42 Feet
Front Setback — 20’ to house, 25’ to garage Front Setback — 20’ to house, 20’ to garage
Side Setback — 6 feet Side Setback — 5 feet

MR-16 Multi-Family Residential Zone

Current Requirements Proposed Changes with PUD

Dwelling Size , Two Story with Double Garage — | Dwelling Size , Two Story with Double Garage —
1,100 square feet 800 square feet

Setback Between Buildings — 15 Feet Setback Between Buildings — 12 Feet

Exterior Materials — 50% of the entire fagade shall | Exterior Materials — Eliminate the 50% brick or
be brick or stone. stone requirement in favor of stucco, fiber cement

siding, wood, masonry block, brick, and stone.
Clubhouse — 1000 square foot interior social area | Clubhouse — Substitute 1000 square foot interior
social area requirement with additional site
amenities.

WHEREAS, with the exception of the development requirement changes enumerated above,
development within the proposed PUD must comply with all adopted Tooele City development codes
and policies; and,

WHEREAS, Utah Code §10-9a-501 and §10-9a-503 provide for the municipal legislature to
consider Planning Commission recommends for amendments to the land use ordinances and zoning
map, and to approve, revise, or reject the recommended amendments; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that, subject to the reasonable and appropriate conditions
outlined below, the proposed PUD overlay rezone is consistent with the General Plan and is not
adverse to the best interest of the City; and,

WHEREAS, because the City is under no obligation to approve a PUD, it is appropriate for the
City to require DR Horton to comply with the conditions listed below; and,

WHEREAS, on December 9, 2020, the Planning Commission convened a duly-noticed public
hearing, accepted written and verbal comment, and voted to forward its recommendation to the City
Council (see Planning Commission minutes attached as Exhibit C); and,

WHEREAS, on December 16, 2020, the City Council convened a duly-noticed public hearing:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE TOOELE CITY COUNCIL that:

Section 1. Amendment. The Tooele City Zoning Map is hereby amended to indicate
that the Western Acres development is a Planned Unit Development, the underlying zone of which
shall be reassigned to the MR-16 Multi-Family and R1-7 Residential zoning districts; and,

Section 2. Rational Basis. The City Council finds that approving this ordinance and the
Western Acres PUD is in the best interest of Tooele City and its residents because it will provide



increased housing options in the lower price-point range, helping to address the housing gap in Utah,
will provide important health- and safety-related improvements to the Middle Canyon drainage
channel, and will provide numerous amenities for the increased quality of life of PUD residents and
others.

Section 3. Development Standards. The Western Acres Planned Unit Development
standards and qualifications shall be as follows. All standards not expressly addressed herein shall
default to Tooele City standards and specifications contained in City-adopted codes and policies
existing at the time of complete land use application (e.g., subdivision, site plan, building permit).

R1-7 Standards with PUD

Lot Size — 3,500 Square Feet

Dwelling Size — 800 Square Feet

Lot Width — 42 Feet

Front Setback — 20’ to house, 20’ to garage

Side Setback — 5 feet

MR-16 Standards with PUD

Dwelling Size , Two Story with Double Garage — 800 square feet

Setback Between Buildings — 12 Feet

Exterior Materials — Eliminate the 50% brick or stone requirement in favor of stucco, fiber cement
siding, wood, masonry block, brick, and stone.

Clubhouse — Substitute 1000 square foot interior social area requirement with additional site amenities.

Section 4. No Vesting. Approval of this Ordinance 2020-50, together with its exhibits,
shall not be construed to imply or constitute any vesting or entitlement as to intensity of use (i.e.,
density) or configuration (i.e., lots, units, roads).

Section 5. Severability. If any section, part, or provision of this Ordinance is held invalid
or unenforceable, 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 6. Effective Date. This Ordinance is necessary for the immediate preservation of
the peace, health, safety, or welfare of Tooele City and shall become effective immediately upon
passage, without further publication, by authority of the Tooele City Charter.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Ordinance is passed by the Tooele City Council this day of
, 2020.




TOOELE CITY COUNCIL
(For) (Against)

ABSTAINING:

MAYOR OF TOOELE CITY
(Approved) (Disapproved)

ATTEST:

Michelle Y Pitt, City

Recorder SEAL

Approved as to Form:

Roger Baker, Tooele City Attorney
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Western Acres Zoning Map & PUD Amendment
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Zoning, General Plan, & Master Plan
Map Amendment Application

Community Development Department
90 North Main Street, Tooele, UT 84074
(435) 843-2132 Fax (435) 843-2139
www.tooelecity.org

[eCz

Est. 1853

Naotice: The applicant must submit copies of the map amendment proposal to be reviewed by the City in accordance with the terms of the Tooele
City Code. Once plans for a map amendment proposal are submitted, the plans are subject to compliance reviews by the various city departments
and may be returned to the applicant for revision if the plans are found to be inconsistent with the requirements of the City Code and all other
applicable City ordinances. All submitted map amendment proposals shall be reviewed in accordance with the Tooele City Code. Submission of
a map amendment proposal in no way guarantees placement of the application on any particular agenda of any City reviewing body. It is strongly

advised that all applications be submitted well in advance of any anticipated deadlines.
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WESTERN ACRES TOWNHOMES - REZONE AND PUD APPLICATION

UTAH DIVISION

D'RHORTON

America’s Budtater




D.R. HORTON IS PROPOSING A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD)

OF 86.7 ACRES, WITH 811 HOMES, AND A REZONE OF THE

UNDERLYING ZONES TO ALLOW FOR OUR PROPOSED SITE PLAN.



PROJECT OVERVIEW: Middle Canyon
Creek has been a long-term problem

in the area, with occasional flooding
throughout the neighborhood during
serious rain storms. D.R. Horton is
proposing an engineered alteration of the
creek's path to protect the development
and the surrounding property.

The Western Acres community will have
private and public amenities. The private
pavilions, tot lots, terra parks, hammock
grottoes and pickle ball courts will be
attractive assets to its residents. The trail
along Middle Canyon Creek will give the
public an option to take walks along the
banks with several exercise apparatus

along the way.

The community will offer five
townhome plans and five single-family

detached plans.

Common areas and amenities will
be professionally managed by a

homeowner's association.



PURPOSE OF THIS APPLICATION
As America's number one
homebuilder and one of the top
builders in Utah, D.R. Horton will
deliver excellent product selections
and a beautiful new community.

D.R. Horton is asking for approximately
50 acres of property to be rezoned
according to the included zoning

map. We believe the plan gives

the community a logical transition = : : B

between single-family detached (SFD) homes, townhomes and the existing

mobile homes. D.R. Horton does not propose an increase in the current

PROGRESS WY

overall density, rather spreading the density in a way that makes sense for the

CITY LIMITS

neighborhood and gives options to Tooele City residents.

PRESENT ZONING

Iy,

NMPR_1A

The present zoning designation of the 86.7 acres can be seen below:
UNITS PER ZONE
ZONING | ACRES | RESIDENTIAL | RESIDENTIAL The total density allowed with N
UNITS/AC UNITS o ) ) El
O g o o current zoning is 827 units, which 0D
o o' l-o

NC 17 0 0 is a higher density than we are LI ¢ 2
MR6 | 457 16 731 requesting within the site plan o = E
RR5 102 02 2 H
after the rezone. B
R1-8 236 4 9% 2 ]
Driirréaage 7 0 0] 8 I E
TOTALS | 867 N/A 827 L5
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PROPOSED ZONING
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WHY THE PUD DESIGNATION IS APPROPRIATE

The Middle Canyon Creek divides the property of the entire proposed rezone and PUD. A coordinated plan to address

the creek is needed to fix some sections drainage issues; this will add value to the community by taking some existing

homes out of the flood plain. D.R. Horton will build a public trail along the newly constructed creek bed.

In addition, Tooele City's Transportation Master Plan has a collector road designed to bisect the property north and south. Our

design would aid in the progress of Tooele City's long-term traffic plan.

In 7-6-1 of the Tooele City code, it states that

“the purpose of the Planned Unit Development
Overlay District, when used in conjunction with the
requirements of the base, or underlying zoning district
is to permit flexibility in subdivision and site planning,
to promote the efficient utilization of resources, and to
preserve and protect valuable site features and to add
desired amenities for the neighborhood or area”.

Under 7-6-2 the definition of a Planned Unit
Development (PUD) is “a site plan or subdivision

layout technique allowing building and structures

with some or all the lots reduced below the
minimum lot sizes and/or differing setback
standards than required by the base zoning district,
but where the overall project or site area meets the
density standard of the zoning district”. Again, our
plan conforms to the current density. To reiterate,
D.R. Horton does not propose an increase in the current
overall density, rather spreading the density in a way
that makes sense for the neighborhood and gives
options to Tooele City residents.



PROPOSED PROVISIONS
+ Replace 7-11a-10 (6) with, “All multi-family dwelling
units that include front-facing attached garage shall

have the garage door a minimum of two feet differential
from the front facade.” (Eliminates requiring the garage
door to be recessed five feet from the front facade.)

+ Replace 7-11a-18 (1) with, “Exterior Finishes. Exterior
building materials shall be the following materials brick,
stone, stucco, cementitious fiber siding, wood, or block/
masonry, or any combination.” (The 50% minimum of
natural or cultured brick or stone of the entire building
facade requirement eliminated.)

« The setback between multi-family buildings reduced
from 15" to 12 feet.

« Exception to 7-11a-22 6(c) Substitution of inside social
area with increased amenities. D.R. Horton has found
that the utilization of clubhouses create challenges
with holiday use in high demand, but empty much of
the time. Clubhouses are expensive to maintain and
become a burden on the homeowners. We propose
the money we would have used to construct a clubhouse
be reallocated to a variety of amenities. D.R. Horton
will construct bathrooms and pool equipment facilities
which will be ideal for outdoor gatherings.



HOW THE PROPOSED ZONE IS CONSISTENT
WITH THE GENERAL PLAN

The current zoning would allow 827 homes to be
built on the subject property. The proposed plan
decreases the density from 827 to 811 homes, which
would allow the community a better flow through
the different housing types.

WHY THE PROPOSED ZONE IS COMPATIBLE
WITH THE SURROUNDING AREA

The west side of the subject property is adjacent
to a mobile home park, with townhome and
single-family detached developments to the
east. There is an asphalt path across the subject
property used by children in the mobile home
park to walk to school. We will maintain a path as

pedestrian access to and from the school.

The planning and development of the Middle
Canyon Creek channel will take some of the
subject property and the mobile home park out
of the flood plain, providing added safety to the
existing community and allowing most of subject
property to be developed.




PHASING PLAN
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HOW THE PROPO?E\D ZONE IS SUITABLE FOR THE
EXISTING USE OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
This development would be a natural transition in
housing from the mobile home park to townhomes to

single-family detached homes.

HOW THE PROPOSED ZONE PROMOTES THE GOALS
AND OBJECTIVES OF TOOELE CITY

Article 1, Section 1-01 of the Tooele City charter states that
the city exists to “promote the general health, welfare, and
protection of its citizens”. This is done by anticipating the
needs of current and future residents of Tooele, then pro-
viding for those needs in an organized, thoughtful manner.

As leaders planning for Tooele City's future, it is important

to anticipate and allow for the development of a variety of
housing alternatives. As lifestyles and housing needs change,
the city will have the options needed to add new residents

and retain the citizens that helped build the community:.

This project will also provide new housing options for
those who may otherwise rent, buy existing homes

or move to another city. The development will also
attract families and individuals looking to live in a safe,

affordable and active community.

n



SITE PLAN SPECIFICS

350 EAST

TOTAL ACREAGE: 86.7 acres

DENSITY: 9.2 units per acres

B s FLosory PRIVATE AMENITIES: Pavilions, tot lots, pickle ball courts, hammock grottoes & terra parks
174 2-Story Alley PUBLIC AMENITIES: Paved trail north and south along riverbed with apparatus along

Total Acres: 86.9
Total Number of Units 811

Townhomes

97 Pioneer the trail and a path from the mobile home park over the channel to Copper Canyon
97 Single Family Detached Elementa ry SChOO|
Townhome Parking Requirement:

2for each unit, satisfied by the OPEN SPACE: Over 21 acres, 26.54% of project is open space

driveway, (20' min.) Plus 1for every
4 units.

GARAGES: Two-car garage on each unit, other than Pioneer Units, which have carports
SETBACKS: Following Tooele City Code for R1-7, and provisional MR-16 to 12",
DETENTION PONDS: Two detention basins are incorporated in the drainage plan

Design and relocation of channel done by Hansen, Allen and Lase, submitted to Tooele City
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* PICKLE BALL COURTS
SWIMMING POOL/RESTROOMS
SAND DIGGERS W/ BENCHES (1)
LARGE PAVILION (1)
SMALL PAVILION (2)
HAMMOCK GROTTO (2)

TOT LOT (4)

TERRA PARK (2)

APPARATUS ALONG TRAIL (4)
SWING SET (2)

COMMUNITY TRAIL

AMENITIES PLAN
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Tooele City Council Work Meeting Minutes

Date: Wednesday, August 4, 2021

Time: 5:30 p.m.

Place: Tooele City Hall, Council Chambers
90 North Main Street, Tooele, Utah

City Council Members Present:
Tony Graf

Melodi Gochis

Ed Hansen

Maresa Manzione

City Council Members Excused:
Justin Brady

City Employees Present:

Mayor Debbie Winn

Jim Bolser, Community Development Director
Roger Baker, City Attorney

Shannon Wimmer, Finance Director

Jamie Grandpre, Public Works Director

Paul Hansen, Tooele Engineer

Michelle Pitt, City Recorder

Chief Adrian Day, Police Department Chief
Kami Perkins, Human Resources Director
Jared Stewart, Economic Development Coordinator

Minutes prepared by Katherin Yeli

1. Open City Council Meeting
Chairwoman Gochis called the meeting to order at 5:32 p.m.

2. Roll Call

Tony Graf, Present
Melodi Gochis, Present
Ed Hansen, Present
Maresa Manzione, Present
Justin Brady, Excused

3. Service Line Warranties

Mr. Steve Baranowski joined the meeting via web chat.

Mr. Baranowski reviewed the service line repair program and the services the company provides
for Tooele City and the residents.

90 North Main Street | Tooele, Utah 84074
Ph: 435-843-2110 | Fax: 435-843-2119 | www.tooelecity.org
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Council Member Hansen asked why the company uses the City letterhead and stated he is not for
it.

Mayor Winn stated they are using both the City’s logo and the company logo now.

Mr. Baranowski stated the perk about using the City logo is to get the citizens to open up the
envelope.

Council Member Hansen stated he feels that it is misrepresented by using the City Logo.

Chairman Gochis asked if there is a legal issue using the City logo.

Mayor Winn stated it is in the contract that the company could use the City’s letterhead.

Mr. Baranowski stated his goal is to work with the City and has good intentions.

Mr. Baker stated he appreciates the cooperation of the company to address the City’s concerns.
He stated they as staff wouldn’t have recommended it legally if there had been an issue.

Mr. Baranowski stated they do not mail anything out without the City’s permission.

4. Mayor’s Report

Mayor Winn stated her appreciation for Tooele City staff during the time of the flood on Sunday,
August 1%, She stated two streets will need repair and from major damage. During the storm the
sewer plant took in about 4,000 gallons per minute and flooded as well.

She stated she attended an update by the Tooele County Health Department regarding Covid-19
with Toole County being put into the high transmission rate.

Mayor Winn stated the Tooele County Council Meeting about hiring a company to provide a
service for the growth on the south end of Tooele County. She stated she reached out to Tooele
County about the company conducting a study for the Tooele City Fire department which would
establish the needs of payed administrative position and the department needs. She stated funds
could come from a line in the forty-one fund which shows $300,000 to fund the study. She stated
the funds were originally put aside for the Fire Department and the empty building for the
department.

Council Member Graf asked if the building was still needed and if the project would be delayed
by using the funds.

Mayor Winn stated the building was to take some of the fire trucks from Station One, in case of
the earthquake. She stated, at this time, they need to see what the fire department needs before
they can move forward on the projects.

Chairman Gochis stated she was a part of the previous discussion. She stated she believes they
are moving in the right direction and working with the County is great.

Council Member Hansen asked if the Mayor had talked to the Fire Chief about the study.
Mayor Winn stated she talked to the Chief and had discussed the need for a plan for the future
about a year ago.

Council Member Manzione stated she likes to look at data and plan based off numbers.

90 North Main Street | Tooele, Utah 84074
Ph: 435-843-2110 | Fax: 435-843-2119 | www.tooelecity.org
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5. Council Member’s Report

Council Member Hansen stated he attended the Planning Commission Meeting and the Housing
Authority Committee Meeting. He stated his appreciation for those who helped during the flood.

Council Member Manzione stated she attended the Health Department meeting, Wasatch Front
Development meeting, RDA Executive Meetings, Pre-development meeting, Planning
Commission Meeting, and listened to Tooele County Council Meeting. She stated she has had a
discussion with residents regarding water concerns. She stated there might need to be some
education on the water within the City to help them understand and learn. She stated another
concern from residents is semi-truck parking on City streets and wondered who to contact when
they are parked on residential streets.

Mayor Winn stated there is a meeting scheduled with the Police Department with a list of items
to discuss about whom is the appropriate person to handle those and will share with residents.

Council Member Graf stated a few residents reached out about the resolution regarding the
renaming of the highway and it only being named after one person. He stated he attended the d
the Planning Commission meeting virtually, and the site visit for local business to relocate into
Tooele City. He expressed his appreciation to staff and departments and residents for work
during the flood. He gave a shout out to Friday Nights on Vine. He stated he is looking to be
more proactive with the community about conserving water during the drought and encouraged
everyone to vote August 10.

Chairman Gochis stated her appreciation to emergency management, Jim Bolser, and the staff
who came to the aid during and after the storm and flood. She stated she attended Friday Nights
on Vine, settlement canyon irrigation share holder meeting, listened to the Tooele County Health
Department meeting, and virtually attended Planning Commission Meeting.

6. Discussion on a Zoning Map Amendment Request by SJ Managing Company for the
One O’clock Hill Project Located Along SR-36 Between Settlement Canyon Road and 1250
South, to Reassign Approximately 38 Acres from the RR-1 Rural Residential Zoning
District to the R1-7 Residential Zoning District

Presented by Jim Bolser, Community Development Director

Mr. Bolser stated the subject property is 36 acres, located near SR-36 and Settlement Canyon. He
stated this property and the surrounding is owned by the same property owner. He stated the
existing Land Use map shows the parcel as Medium-Residential. The existing Zoning for the
property is RR-1, Rural Residential Zoning. He stated the application would be reassigned to R1-
7, with a sliver of property remaining as RR-1. He stated the applicant did submit a concept plan
that shows accommodations for the Tooele City Property well site with an access road for the
water department and a portion of the development be a part of the trail system.
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Council Member Hansen asked if there is a concern with the geography.
Mr. Bolser stated they will be required to do a geo-technical study.

Council Member Hansen asked about the water for the development.
Mr. Bolser stated the City and the property owner agreed the water rights would remain with the
property if it exchanged hands.

Chairman Gochis asked about the sensitive overlay with rock slides and fire.

Mr. Bolser stated the map does show the sensitive-map overlay. He stated one of the purposes
discussed with the applicant and providing a trail, it provides a fire break and gives a higher level
of access to the hill.

Chairman Gochis stated she would like to see a traffic study done for the area.
Mr. Bolser stated with a development of this size a traffic study would be required.

Council Member Graf asked if there was an easement issue with water lines running under it.
Mr. Bolser stated the water would be coming from the well site only. The other lines in the area
are power lines. He stated the applicant would be required to follow any guidelines given by
Rocky Mountain Power.

Council Member Manzione stated her concern was traffic. She asked if any changes that had to
be made to the highway had to be approved by UDOT.

Mr. Bolser stated they designed it that they would line up with existing roadways, but would
have to get approval through UDOT if any changes were needed to the highway.

6. Resolution 2021-80 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Approving a Change Order
with WesTech Engineering for the 2021 Water Reclamation Facility Filters Upgrades
Project, Phase 1

Presented by Jamie Grandpre, Public Works Director

Mr. Grandpre stated the change order came from WesTech regarding the filters. He stated
WesTech came out to the Water Reclamation Facility, asking for a change of location of the
electrical cabinet. He stated by moving the electrical cabinet, they do have to buy a new one that
fits the environment. He stated the Resolution is to purchase an electrical cabinet that is rated for
the environment with built in heater and air conditioner.

Council Member Hansen stated it sounds essential.

Mr. Grandpre stated there will be another proposal to approve the installation of the items.

7. Water Rights Fee-in-Lieu
Presented by Paul Hansen, City Engineer
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Mr. Hansen stated in 1998 Tooele City enacted a plan that all developers had to bring their own
water rights. He stated there was a discussion that it was quite cumbersome for people to buy
small portions of water. The Council allowed a payment, fee-in-lieu would be allowed at the
discretion of the City. The purpose was not to establish market value or drive the market price
but to set a fee higher than market so they didn’t compete with people on the open market. He
stated another step the Council took was putting together the in-lay overlay district as an
incentive to bring people in and allow a reduced payment.

Mr. Hansen stated due to limited recent cost information he has contacted developers to get a
cost estimate of the market. He stated developers are looking to purchase irrigation water for
$8,000-$30,000 an acre, illustrating the difficulty buyers are having. He stated they are looking
for recommendations if the Council chooses to change the $15,000 fee with the thought that they
do not want to be the ones to set the market value.

Chairman Gochis stated her intent was to maintain and encourage downtown and community by
being prudent.

Mr. Hansen stated their best bet would be to hire a water appraiser for a detailed report.

Council Member Manzione stated she looked for a water appraiser and couldn’t find one.
Mr. Hansen stated they know a half a dozen and they can find an appraiser and get a price.

Chairman Gochis stated they agree to find an appraiser and get a quote.,

8. Main Street Utah Program
Presented by Jared Stewart, Economic Development Coordinator

Mr. Stewart stated in August the State is launching the Utah Main Street Program. He stated a
representative from the State did come and present to Tooele and would need a committee to
participate in the program. He stated they will be able to access grant program, training, Historic
Preservation Assistance, among other items. He stated he has started to draft some by-laws and
the application process by taking recommendation and input from staff to put together a
successful community for the program. He stated there is some expressed interest that it be more
than just Main street, with no geographic boundaries on it. He stated some of the interest could
be organization and outreach, marketing and promotion, and improved esthetic.

Chairman Gochis asked how much money could be funded into the community.
Mr. Stewart stated the state has allocated every year in the amount of $300,000 with the hope to
also receive grants.

Council Member Hansen stated many people are excited to see the program in Tooele.

Council Member Manzione stated it is a great program and shows interest in the grants that could
be provided.
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9. Law Enforcement Wage Update
Presented by Police Chief Adrian Day and Kami Perkins, Human Resource Director

Mrs. Perkins stated she previously presented on the process regarding labor projection forecasts
during the budget process and discussed briefly market and pressure points. She stated she and
Captain Day are bringing an update to the Council on police wages because there is a lot of
movement within the valley that began with Taylorsville. She stated Salt Lake City approved a
30% pay increase for entry level Police Officers. She stated many other Cities have followed and
adjusted their pay to keep their officers. She provided the Council a document showing Tooele
City’s sworn officer wages as compared to some of the agencies Tooele City competes with.

She stated the red reflects the agencies that have recently adjusted their pay scales, black shows a
reference to where other competing agencies are currently, and a reference point to another local
occupation. She stated Tooele City is at $21.80 for starting officers.

Chief Day stated Tooele is not in crisis and are receiving applications for new positions, but sees
other agencies in crisis and wants to get ahead of the potential problem. He stated the County is
in crisis and explained that other agencies have reached out to eight Tooele City Police Officers
with an offer of a $10/hour pay increase. He stated they are aware of one officer in background
with another agency and another experienced officer has put in an application to move to another
agency too.

Chairman Gochis asked if we pay for POST.
Captain Day stated we do not, we pay for equipment and firearm rounds but generally we use the
State POST Academy.

Chairman Gochis stated it is important to maintain the officers that are trained.

Council Member Hansen stated they need to raise the wages to keep our employees for all
positions.

Mrs. Perkins stated the information provided only reflects the base hourly rate of pay provided
by other agencies for their day shift assignment. She stated Highway Patrol and other agencies
are offering sign on bonuses, housing bonuses, and hazard pay. She stated if Tooele City
matched the first agencies, there would be an increase of 15% on entry and 20% on officer two
just to get the pay point comparable to the top half. The forecasted labor projection would be
close to $1.1 million.

Chairman Gochis asked with the estimate of $1.1 million if that includes benefits.
Mrs. Perkins stated it is total labor projects including benefits.

Council Member Manzione stated people are the greatest commitment and have to look for
ongoing funds.
Mrs. Perkins stated it is being brought forward because it is a pressure point.

90 North Main Street | Tooele, Utah 84074
Ph: 435-843-2110 | Fax: 435-843-2119 | www.tooelecity.org



http://www.tooelecity.org/

\ Recorder’s Office

AN -
Tooele City .

10. Closed Meeting
-Litigation, Property Acquisition, and/or Personnel

The meeting moved to closed session after the business meeting.

Those in attendance: Mayor Debbie Winn, Council Member Manzione, Council Member
Hansen, Council Member Graf, Chairwoman Gochis, Michelle Pitt, Jared Stewart, Jim Bolser,
Paul Hansen, and Roger Baker.

Chairwoman Gochis adjourned the meeting at 8:45 p.m.

No minutes were taken during this portion of the meeting.

11. Adjourn

Chairwoman Gochis adjourned the meeting at 6:55 p.m.

The content of the minutes is not intended, nor are they submitted, as a verbatim transcription of
the meeting. These minutes are a brief overview of what occurred at the meeting.

Approved this day of August, 2021

Melodi Gochis, City Council Chairwoman
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Tooele City Council
Business Meeting Minutes

Date: Wednesday, August 4, 2021

Time: 7:10 p.m.

Place: Tooele City Hall, Council Chambers
90 North Main Street, Tooele, Utah

City Council Members Present:
Tony Graf

Melodi Gochis

Ed Hansen

Maresa Manzione

City Council Members Excused:
Justin Brady

City Employees Present:

Mayor Debbie Winn

Jim Bolser, Community Development Director
Chief Adrian Day, Police Department Chief
Roger Baker, City Attorney

Shannon Wimmer, Finance Director

Jamie Grandpre, Public Works Director
Michelle Pitt, City Recorder

Minutes prepared by Katherin Yei

Chairwoman Gochis called the meeting to order at 7:06 p.m.

1. Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mr. Jim Bolser, Community Development Director.

2. Roll Call

Tony Graf, Present
Melodi Gochis, Present
Ed Hansen, Present
Maresa Manzione, Present
Justin Brady, Excused

3. Public Comment Period

Mayor Winn showed her concern for those effected by the flood.
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Mr. Baker stated he has reviewed documents from many years ago including correspondence,
claims, and damage amounts from the event on of May 30, 2005. He stated there was a lack of
understanding of the events that happened with an intense discussion that followed. He stated
there are differences in process from 2005 to now. He stated the City’s no-fault claims ordinance
in 2005 allowed payments up to $2,000, irrespective of negligence on the City’s part. He stated
the City raised their no-fault benefit from $2,000 to $10,000. He stated the City also has a
different insurance carrier that offers a no-fault benefit of $5,000, and is prepared to receive and
administer no-fault claims up to $15,000.

Mr. Baker stated they have taken the initiative to contact the insurance company and prepare
them to help. He stated the residents still need to file a claim with as much detail as possible and
then they can move the claims forward.

Hard copies of the no-fault claim form were made available.

Chairwoman Gochis stated there are Tooele County Emergency Management available and
asked that to be addressed.

Mr. Baker stated TCEM is gathering information on where property damage occurred and can
help later down the road if and when federal and/or state funds become available. But TCEM is
simply gathering information, and is not providing services to claimants.

Mayor Winn stated when the public reports their damage to the City, the City reports that to the
County (to TCEM).

Chairwoman Gochis opened the Public Hearing.

Mr. Zach Sailing asked what the City did to fix the problem after the flood in 2005. He stated he
built his home in 2006 and asked the City if he needed to add anything to his property. He stated
the City claimed they would fix the issue. He asked if there is a way to submit pictures online
and who to contact regarding their claims.

Mayor Winn stated the images can be brought in or sent electronically and their forms will be
notarized in the attorney’s office.

Mr. Baker stated as a formality, once the claim is received, the claimant will receive a letter form
the attorneys office indicating that the claim has been received and will be forwarded to the
City’s insurer. He stated there is a list of mitigation companies that have negotiated rates for
property mitigation. The list was created by the Utah Local Governments Trust.

Mr. Myran Nix stated he was hit in 2005 and was told by the City that the drainage would be
corrected. He stated he wanted an answer about what has been done. He stated he was
approached by a lawyer who asked about the steps he had taken for the sewer and the fees he
pays for the service. He stated he does not want it to happen again and wants to know what the
City is going to do to prevent the issue in the future.

Mr. Bryant asked how the list of companies could be obtained.
Mr. Baker stated he will provide hard copies, but claimants also can contact the insurance
company for that list.
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Mr. Bryant stated the contaminants now sit in the basement, where his mother-in-law lives. He
stated in 2005 the City stated they would fix the problem.

Mayor Winn stated he should contact the Health Department to address the concerns about his
mother-in-law and will personally find out what had been told or fixed.

Mr. Bryant stated his recollection was they knew there was a problem and said they would fix it.
Mr. Baker stated during the meeting the Council contracted with an engineering firm to figure
out what the problem was in 2005. Correspondence in Mr. Baker’s files indicated the firm’s
report was mailed to the claimants.

Mr. Nix asked who they contact to ask additional questions and get information.
Mayor Winn stated they can call the Mayor’s office.

Chairman Gochis apologized for the situation. She stated they will work to fix the problem.

4. Public_ Hearing and Motion _on Ordinance 2021-28 An_Ordinance of Tooele City
Amending Table 2 of Chapter 7-16 Regarding Setback Requirements in Industrial Zoning
Districts

Presented by Jim Bolser, Community Development Director

Mr. Bolser stated the City Code establishes the setbacks that a community determines would be
appropriate. He stated that one aspect that goes into this determination is the building code which
has varying requirements based on the type of construction and use of the building. He stated
there was an application that went through a pre-development process with the intent to look at a
mass subdivision and split the property for different uses. That subdivision would split existing
buildings onto separate properties that would be too close to meet setbacks. He stated
commercial and non-residential has more varying aspects to it where the uses and construction
types are less consistent than residential. He stated the amendment is to allow and establish a
minimum standard lower than the current requirement with the emphasis shifting the setback
determination to the applicant based on the type of construction of and nature of use for the
building and what they want to do. He stated the Planning Commission forwarded a unanimous
positive recommendation.

Chairman Gochis opened the public hearing.

Council Member Hansen motioned to approve ordinance 2021-28. Council Member
Manzione seconded the motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member Hansen, “Aye,”
Council Member Graf, “Aye,” Council Member Manzione, “Aye,” Chairwoman Gochis, “Aye.”
The motion passed.

5. Ordinance 2021-21 An Ordinance of the Tooele City Council Reassigning the Zoning
Classification to the MR-16 Multi-Family Residential Zoning District for Approximately
4.3 Acres of Property Located at Approximately 740 West McKellar Street

Presented by Jim Bolser, Community Development Director
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Mr. Bolser stated the City Council has seen this application before and decided to table the
discussion previously. He stated the Land Use Map shows the surrounding property in the high-
residential zoning. He stated the prior request was to rezone to MR-25, but re-did the application
for MR-16. He stated the applicant did submit an alternative concept plan with intended town
homes.

Mr. Bolser stated the Council did meet the requirements needed and does not need to hold
another public hearing.

Chairman Gochis stated if it were to be rezoned there could be up to 64 homes in the area. She
stated her concerns are the density that it would bring and being only two exits. She stated MR-8
is already compliant with the zone, but her concern is in density.

Mr. Bolser stated the applicant is here if they would like to ask him questions directly.

Council Member Hansen motioned to approve Ordinance 2021-21 to change the
classification to MR-16. Council Member Graf seconded the motion. The vote was as follows:
Council Member Hansen, “Aye,” Council Member Graf, “Aye,” Council Member Manzione,
“Naye,” Chairwoman Gochis, “Naye.” The motion failed.

The applicant was invited to speak to the Council. Mr. Aubrey stated it was viewed as being
appropriate to approve if they adjusted their application to MR-16. He stated the goal is to
provide good housing for a good price. He stated if they are not able to get MR-16, there is not a
reality to give the ability to build there. He stated they are looking to purchase the property
bordering the other properties and bring it to code

Council Member Manzione stated she was still is not in favor of the project as MR-16, because
of the traffic.
Mr. Aubrey stated they would be doing a traffic study when they knew what their zone would be.

Chairman Gochis stated her opinion would not change, but asked Mr. Bolser if there were any
further options for the applicant.
Mr. Bolser stated there was always an option for the applicant to file another application.

Mr. Baker stated the Council has an option for reconsideration that is generally made during the
meeting in which the original motion passed, and would require a minimum of three votes. He
stated it would put them back into the position to make another motion.

Mr. Baker stated the Mayor has the authority to break the tie according to the City Code, chapter
1-6 and her veto power is in the charter.

Mayor Winn stated she was under the impression that if the applicant adjusted their application
to MR-16, the Council would move forward. She stated she would also like to see a traffic study
before re-evaluating.

Council Member Graf asked if there was a way to table for further discussion.
Mr. Baker stated only if there was a successful motion to reconsider.
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Mayor Winn stated she abstained to vote to break the tie.
Council Member Manzione stated she is willing to reconsider her motion.

Council Member Hansen asked the applicant if he was willing to do a traffic study.
Mr. Aubrey asked if that is the only way to move forward, he would talk to his partner.

Chairman Gochis stated her vote would not change. She asked what the applicant would do to
bring the other property to compliance.

Mr. Bolser stated it was an existing single-family dwelling. He stated the resident did not want to
bring it to compliance to meet the City’s code.

Council Member Manzione stated she lived in that area. She stated if they had an actual study,
she could make a better decision.

Council Member Hansen stated he wanted to know if the council would change their votes if
they made a new motion.

Council Member Hansen motioned to reconsider the previous motion on Ordinance 2021-
21 to change the classification to MR-16. Council Member Graf seconded the motion. The vote
was as follows: Council Member Hansen, “Aye,” Council Member Graf, “Aye,” Council
Member Manzione, “Aye,” Chairwoman Gochis, “Aye.” The motion passed.

Council Member Graf stated they want to see a traffic study.

Chairman Gochis asked what the yield is on MR-16 verses MR-8.
Mr. Aubrey stated the goal of having quality and reasonable priced homes would be better at an
MR-16.

Chairman Gochis asked for a motion.

Council Member Hansen motioned to table Ordinance 2021-21 and have the applicant
bring back a traffic study. Council Member Graf seconded the motion. The vote was as
follows: Council Member Hansen, “Aye,” Council Member Graf, “Aye,” Council Member
Manzione, “Aye,” Chairwoman Gochis, “Aye.” The motion passed.

6. Preliminary Subdivision Plan Request by Building Dynamics, Inc., for the Creation of 25
Townhome Lots Located at Approximately 1150 North Franks Drive in the MR-16 Multi-
Family Residential Zoning District on 2.14 Acres

Presented by Jim Bolser, Community Development Director

Mr. Bolser stated the Preliminary Subdivision Plan request does not include the entirety of the
lot, just one of the two lots. He stated zoning on property is MR-16, along with surrounding
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properties. He stated it is townhome plat to create 25 townhomes. It does comply with City Code
and gone through Planning Commission. He stated the site plan drawing removes the property
lines, some are rear-loaded garages, some are front-loaded, they are 4 and 5 units building. He
stated planning commission has forwarded a positive recommendation.

Council Member Graf asked if it is different than Lexington Greens.

Mr. Bolser stated it is a part of the overall but not by the same builders

Council Member Graf asked if they thought about joining the special service district.
Mr. Bolser stated they have chosen not to.

Chairman Gochis stated there was a recommendation to put in a gazebo. She asked if there were
any conditional-plan uses.
Mr. Bolser stated there was no recommendations and a gazebo could not be required.

Council Member Manzione motioned to approve Preliminary Subdivision Plan Request.
Council Member Hansen seconded the motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member
Hansen, “Aye,” Council Member Graf, “Aye,” Council Member Manzione, “Aye,” Chairwoman
Gochis, “Aye.” The motion passed.

7. Resolution 2021-79 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Approving Audit
Agreements with Larson & Company PC
Presented by Shannon Wimmer, Finance Director

Ms. Wimmer stated the contract with Larson & Company PC is a five-year contract. She stated
the current auditors will be a consultant. They put out a bid for an auditor report, and got
references from agencies within the county. They are still in current auditing budget.

Chairman Gochis stated her appreciation to Ms. Wimmer for her work.

Council Member Graf motioned to approve Resolution 2021-79. Council Member Manzione
seconded the motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member Hansen, “Aye,” Council
Member Graf, “Aye,” Council Member Manzione, “Aye,” Chairwoman Gochis, “Aye.” The
motion passed.

8. Resolution 2021-80 A Resolution of the Tooele City Council Approving a Change Order
with WesTech Engineering for the 2021 Water Reclamation Facility Filters Upgrades
Project, Phase 1

Presented by Jamie Grandpre, Public Works Director

Mr. Grandpre stated the change order from WesTech is in regards to the electrical requirements.
He stated the Electrical cabinet had to be moved into the main room and required a stainless-steel
cabinet with heater and AC.
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Council Member Hansen motioned to approve Resolution 2021-80. Council Member
Manzione seconded the motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member Hansen, “Aye,”
Council Member Graf, “Aye,” Council Member Manzione, “Aye,” Chairwoman Gochis, “Aye.”
The motion passed.

9. Minutes
-July 21, 2021 Work & Business Meeting

No changes are to be made to the minutes.

Council Member Hansen motioned to approve the Work & Business minutes from July 21,
2021. Council Member Manzione seconded the motion. The vote was as follows: Council
Member Hansen, “Aye,” Council Member Graf, “Aye,” Council Member Manzione, “Aye,”
Chairwoman Gochis, “Aye.” The motion passed.

10. Invoices
Presented by Michelle Pitt, City Recorder

Ms. Pitt presented the following invoices to the Council for approval:

Rehrig Pacific Company for 702, 65-gallon garbage cans in the amount of $48,903.50.
Mountainland Supply Co for Water Meters in the amount of $37,995.64.

Council Member Manzione motioned to approve invoices. Council Member Graf seconded

the motion. The vote was as follows: Council Member Hansen, “Aye,” Council Member Graf,
“Aye,” Council Member Manzione, “Aye,” Chairwoman Gochis, “Aye.” The motion passed.

11. Adjourn
Chairwoman Gochis adjourned the meeting at 8:30pm

Council Member Manzione moved to adjourn to a closed session in the upstairs conference
room. Council Member Hansen seconded.

The content of the minutes is not intended, nor are they submitted, as a verbatim transcription of
the meeting. These minutes are a brief overview of what occurred at the meeting.

Approved this day of August, 2021
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Est. 1853

Melodi Gochis, City Council Chairwoman
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TOOELE CITY CORPORATION 08/06/21
FISCAL NOTE TO PROPOSED EXPENDITURE

DESCRIPTION OF EXPENDITURE: VENDOR: KEN GARFF WEST VALLEY V# 09566
FORD

2022 F350 SUPER DUTY WATER DEPARTMENT

ACCOUNT CURRENT RECEIPTS | ADDITIONAL]  TOTAL
REVENUE LINE ITEM: NUMBER BUDGET TO DATE FUNDING FUNDING
* 0.00
ACCOUNT ADJUSTED Y.T.D. | PROPOSED| BUDGET
EXPENDITURE LINE ITEM NUMBER BUDGET EXPENSES EXPENSE | BALANCE
AUTOS & TRUCKS 51 5120 748000 45.000.00 0.00 41,310.00 3,690.00
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SELLER/DEALER: MOTOR VEHICLE CONTRACT OF SALE 08/05/2021
DATE OF SALE:

DEAL#: 0027857 STOCK #:NEC16155 B
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UsSté: 5147550 FURGHASER'S NANE
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STAEET ADDRESS

KEN GARFF WEST VALLEY FORD I OOELE ot —
4091 w 3500 8 84120 cimy COUNTY STATE ZIP COOE
WEST VALLEY CITY, UT o )
Phone: 801-559-0500 b e

Purchaser and Co-Purchasei(s), il any, (herealter referrad 10 as "Purchaser”) hereby agres to purchase the follawing vehicle fram SellzriDealer (hereafter reterred to as “Seiler”), subject lo
all lerns, condiicns, wareantios and ngreements contained herein, including those printed 07 the reverse side hereol.

NEW | USED | DEMO| YEAR MAKE SERES BODY TYFE oYL coLona
X 2022 FORD F350 SUPER DUTY PICKUP 8 OXFORD WHITE
VLN, COOMETER STOCK NO. DEL. DATE SALESPEASCN
1FTTX3BN2NEC16155 NECL6155 08/05/2021 |STEPHANIE SMITH
PURCHASE PRICE AND OTHER SUMS DUE THIS SECTION FOR SELLER'S USE ONLY PERTAINING TO TRADE-IN

[:3 Title (i not, explain

1. CASH PRICE QF VEHICLE 49710.00
= o= o
32 &CCESSGFEE&PTIGNS A mﬁ%@“ i c%g",?f%
4,
5. NOTICE ONLY TO BUYERS OF USED VEHICLES
B. TOTAL GASH PRICE {add lines 15} 49710.00 The inlarmatian you see nnl the wmda.ﬂv form [Buyer's Guide] for this l\;‘ah e s r;taa? cflshts contract
iR e & 600,00 ekl ot
8. PORTION/REBATE APPLIED TO PURCHASE ( 8400.00) 2 HE ’
9. 5UBTOTAL {lnes6mnusB) | 42310.00 | X
FINANCING DISCLOSURE
TRADE-IN AND/OR OTHER CREDITS INSTRUCTION: Cne of lhe twa fdmmng disclosures, either “A” or ‘B, musl be acknawledged, il Purchaser agroes
to be responsicle for financing, o 4 this is a cash-only or cash-plus-trade-in only ransaction, the Purchaser must sign
YEARMAKE OQUOMETER disclosure “A”. If Seller agrees to antange for financimy, then toth Seller and Purchaser must sign disclosure “8°. BY
SIGNING. PUACHASER AFFIRMS THAT HE/SHE HAS READ THE DiSCLOSURE AND AGREES THERETO.
SIGNING DISCLOSURE "8". DO NOT SIGN UNTIL ALL BLANKS HAVE BEEN FILLED IN. PURCHASER
SERES 80DY TYPE ACKNOWLEDGES THAT THE TERMS SET FORTH BELOW (“A") AND{"B") ARE MANDATED BY STATELAW AND
ARE NOT TO BE CONSTRUED AS CONTRACTUAL TERMS BETWEEN SELLEA AND PURCHASER.
I PURCHASER AGREES TO ARRANGE FINANCING
‘(A" THE PURCHASER OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE DESCRIBED IN THIS CONTRAGT ACKNOWL-
- : = - EDGES THAT THE SELLER OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE HAS MADE NO PROMISES, WARRANTIES,
BALANCE OWED ON TRADE-IN: A OR REPRESENTATIONS REGARDING SELLER'S ABILITY TO OBTAIN FINANCING FOR THE
BALANCE OWED TO: PURCHASE OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE. FURTHERMORE, PURCHASER UNDERSTANDS THAT ¥
ACDRESS: FINANCING 18 NECESSARY IN OHDER FOR THE PURCHASER TO COMPLETE THE PAYMENT
TERMS OF THIS CONTRACT ALL THE FINANCING ARRANGEMENTS ARE THE SOLE RESPON-
PAYOFF G0oD SIGB&H‘ : OF THE PUBCHASER.
VERIFIED BY: UNTIL: F PURLHASER
DATE OF SELLER AGREES TO SEEK ARRANGEMENTS FOR FiNANClNG
VERIFICATION ACC.# “B" {1} THE PURCHASER OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE DESCRIBED IN THIS CONTRACT HAS

EXECUTED THE CONTRACT IN RELIANCE UPON THE SELLER'S REPRESENTATION THAT

TANTYAG T8 SOLANEE DWED O RALe M VERRGLE: SELLER CAN PROVIDE FINANCING ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE PURCHASE OF THE MOTOR

Purchaser warrants that he/she has given Seller a true pay-off amount on

any vehicle traded In, and that il  Is not correct and is greater than the VEHIGLE. THE PRIMARY TERMS OF THE FINANCING ARE AS FOLLOWS:
amount shown above, Purchaser will pay the excess to Seller on demand. INTEREST RATE BETWEEN % AND, % PER ANNUM, TERM BETWEEN
10. TRADE-IN ALLOWANCE MA . NA MONTHS AND NA  MONTHS. MONTHLY PAYMENTS
11. BALANCE OWED ON TRADE-IN' NA BETWEENS ___ NA PERMONTHANDS _ PER MONTH BASED
12. NET ALLOWANCE ON TRADE-N  (line 10 minus fine 1) NA ON A DOWN PAYMENT OF § NA .
15 BEPOSITICASH DOWN PAYMENT (ot ani. ine 8 N R A O e R o 10 Vo PRCAAGEN Toar e ot KT st AR T
14 TOTAL CREDITS [lotal ines 12 & 13) Na ﬁéﬁgﬁm £R THEN HAS 14815 R THE DATEOF SALE TOELECT IFPURCHASER CHOOSES, TO RESCKD T+
SR IR cpeptn R s L
A6 SEOL DR o h §§W§%T%mm%ﬁ%%ﬂm?“mw. CURRERT STANDARD JALEAGE RATE FOR THE COST OF QPERATING
17. DEALER DOCUMENTARY SERVICE FEE NA 4 ,quﬂgsogz x%w‘ts ESTDA:*u,HED Y THE FEDERAL INTEANAL REVEXUE SERVICE FOR EACH MILE THE MOTOR VERICLE
18 NE i) CONPE NSATE SELLER FOR kY PHYSICAL DAVAGE 10 THE MOTOR VEHCLE }
9. SUBTOTALTARABLE TTENS i foes 1516]|_ 41310.00 | QL R S
20, THADE ALLOWANCE ~_ (ina 10 NA [ Wlease, notax credi) “’”%“"d’éé‘a mn??ﬂ?ﬁ‘éﬁﬁmﬁlﬁ%ﬂ%%ie“ﬂ"&sﬁﬂi‘%‘éﬁ?éﬁl’fﬁ‘*?égﬁ'é
21, NET TAXABLE AMOUNT PRICE GEN B 1ok SELLEA FOR WE THACE AL AG ATED b DOTMERT B She
{ine 19 minusfine 20)| 8 41310.00 B pUTEl{-ng" U.ES:iOTﬂ.CTTO Egc i om’z'}kﬁﬁ:%u%s T@V‘ggﬂ;%ﬂ%ﬁﬁa QF%]%%FGW
%2 UTAH SALESTUSE TAKON TARABLE AMOUNT WA coicro S TERS A0 CONDITONS 5 T HSCLSLAES S TR A SCCON (110 THIS FOR ARE KO BADIG
23. UTAH LIGENSE AND AEGIS TRATION FEES NA mm ch nuﬁwa@ i$ KECESSRAY FOA THE FUACHASER T COMPLETE THE PAYWENT TERMS OF THE CONTRACT OF
74, UTAH AGE BASEDFPACPERTY AGGESSMENT FEES A ;,“cfnmm"gmﬁ&%ﬁﬁ’%ﬁ%ﬁ5&“&1;?&;1&%&25?}1?&:&}‘%&
25. UTAH INSPECTION/EMISSIONS TEST FEE NA
T | O S
Z‘ N oFSeLEn . .
! NA
28, TOTAL OF ALL ITEMS ABOVE {iines 189, 22-28) 431310.00 OTHER TERMS AGREED TO: none [Z ASFOLLOWS [
30. TOTAL CREDITS {ine 14) | { NA
31. BALANCE DUE {total tina 29 minus 30)
DAY___ 5 MONTH_Aug YEAR_2021 41310.00
Purchasar has amanged insurance on vehicie thiough__ nsurance company. Policy ¥

SELLER MAKES NO WAHRANTY, EXPAESS CR IMPLIED, WITH RESPECT TO THE MERCHANTABILITY, FITNESS FOR PARTICULAR PURPOSE, OR OTHERWISE CONCERNING THE
VEHICLE, PARTS OR ACCESSORIES DESCRIBED HEAEIN. UNLESS OTHEAWISE INDICATED BY SELLER IN WRITING, ANY WARRANTY IS LIMITED TO THE MANUFACTURER'S
WARRANTY, IF ANY, AS EXPLAINED AND CONDITIONED BY PARAGRAPH 4 ON THE REVERSE SIDE HEREGE.

This Conlrac! includes ali of the torms, conditions, resirictons, imilations and olher provisions on both the face and he roverse side hereof. This conlrac! cancels ant supersedes any priar contrac
and as of the date hereol comprises the complete and exclusive statemeni of the terms of Ihe Contract relaling to the subject matters coverad hereby. PURCHASER BY HIS EXECUTION OF THIS
CONTRACT ACKNOWLEDGES THAT HE HAS READ ITS TERMS, CONDITIONS AND WARAANTIES BOTH ON THE FACE AND THE REVERSE SIDE HEREOF AND HAS RECEIVED A TRUE GOPY
CF THIS CONTRACT, AND FURTHER AGREES TO PAY THE "BALANCE DUE™ AS SET FORTH ABOVE ON OR BEFORE THE DATE SPECIFIED. IF NO DATE IS SPECIFIED, THEN THE BALANCE £
DUE AS OF THE DATE OF THIS CONTRACT THIS CONTRACT 1S NOT A RECEIPT OF PAYMENT MO RETURNS, REFUNDS OR EXCHANGES ARE PERMISSIBLE EXCEPT AS NOTED ABOVE.

SiGnATURE P CLET

i oz 08705721 BHINE TOOELE CITY

SIGHATURE SNANATURE -
JFCOPROISER arE b sre 08705/21

APPROVED UADA FORM 1088 REV 2015©T  TO REORDER CALL 801-984-8345 OR 1-800-594-8220

MNbs. £ U



ADDITIONAL TERMS, CONDITIONS AND WARRANTIES

ITES FURTHER UNDERSTOOD AND MUTUALLY AGRERD:

The provisions on the vevemse site of tals caniaet are sudject t ihe following sddiioas! wons, conditions, and warminies:

fi.

Purchaser promptly shall deliver o Setler () the originad B of safe sl e itk s any used veltiole ken in irde horeandern, imd () the 1zs8e-In vehicle in the
sanse condition and containing the sime equipment 1s when sppeised, excupting ooty toagonnblie winr ond todr. Parchiidor wikssnts such trade-in veliishe 10 bo his
sole progory foe andwlone of a1} Hens sl wotabaees oteans 38 ofherwis wated oo the revese silo hemal,

1 Poestimer doss nof pay the "HALANCE DUE"™ by ihe dute indicoied ot the reverss side of ihis conteaer, then SeHer sy set off sgaing 35 domngos any pmsh
deposit or dowa puytaent recelved Goon Pushinser. It thie oveat o vébitele hes bown wleon T tode, Vurchaser sutliodves Soller to solf the trade-in vehiele, amd Solior
shld be extihed 1o ofairss Heelf aut of e proceeds of such sile fior its expanses and Tosses ineneved w sulfered as the seantt of MNiestiases's fiifare te complete the
pnchnse,

Soflur shel] not be Hable for deluys or dameges soused by he nnmnibclaser, sveldonis, saretfes, fires, or other vases bryomd Sulfze’s comtrol,

HO O WARRANTIES, EXPURSS OR IMPLIID, AR MADE OR WILL BE DREBMED TO HAVE BEEN MADE 8Y RiTHER SELLER OR THE
MANUFACTURER DF ANY NEW MOTOR VIEICLIE OR MOTOR VEHICLE CHASS1S FURNISHED HERBUNOER, BXCRFTING ONLY THE CURRENT
PREFFRD WARRANTY APPLICABLE TO SUCH VEHICLE OR VERICLE CHAYSIS, WHICH WARRANTY 18 INCORPORATED HIEIN AND MADE A
PART HBREOF ANDE A COPY OF WIHICH WHLL BE DELIVERED TO PURCHASHR AT THE TRMEOF DELIVERY OF THE NEW MOTOR VEHICLE OR
MOTOR VEHICLE CHASSIS SUCH WARRANTY SHALL SE EXPRESSLY W LIBU OF ANY OTHER WARRANTY, OXNPRESS OF mduLieD,
CONCERRING SUCHVERICLE, INCLUDENG, BUT HOT LIMETED TO, ANY BMPLIRD WARRANTY OP MERCHANTABILITY QR OF FITNESS BOR A
PARTICISLAR PLIRPOSE, AN THE REMEDIES SET FOICEH I SUCH WARRANTY SHALL BE THE ONLY REMEDIES AVAILARLE YO ANYONE
SEITH RISERCT 0 SUCH NIEW MOTOI VEHICLE OR MOTOR VESICLE CHABSIE

SIMILARLY, NG WARRANTIES, BXPRESS OR IMPLIED, ARE MADR BY SELLIR WITH RESPECT TO ANY USED MOTOR VECHICLE OR MOTOR
VEMICLE CHASHE FURNISHID HREREUNDER BXCEPT A8 MAY BE EXPRESSED TN WRITING BY SELLER FOR SUCH URED MOTOR YEHICLE QR
MCTOR VEHNICLE CHABRS, WHICH WARIANTY, IF 50 RRPRESSAD IN WRITING, 13 NOORPORATED SIHRBIN AN MAKE & PART HERBOR,

il vehichs sold (w Parclinser Berusiider Ts o used or desomstosor vehivlo, mo warrnty oF appaseiafon b amdo by Selisr as to the exiont sech vottele las bren
ned, ropnedions of tha mileags showa on the odomeder oF salit webicie,

it booomes nedessiry e Soller we anforce wy of the provizions of this contraat, Pushaser shall pay Soilars resoonble stiamey's fow, cux vosts, and
collestion Toos, whother iy are inewread with o withoot sult, st ivisk, oo appool. or In any banknipsey or losohamey proseeding. Cofleciie fes lercondor s
Smposed D socordanee with Vol Coda Ason. § 13111, sod shaid comnply with a8 appficable Jaws.

Bepcheser may nok wasign, or dehegie bl vl or Geies wader this soniret without Sellers prive written consent,

EJABHITY SNSURARCHE COVERAGE FOR BODILY INIAKY AND DAMAGE CAUSED TO OTHERS 18 NOT INCLUDED B THIE CONTRACT,
Dutrohossor sprossses et Do 3n 1Y voam ofags o olidor

i’nm?mwmmm% iy Selfuor n secustly interoal in the purchised voidule and in sy proceeds derfved Thom the sale of the puskased vehide 1o sseurs LTl paymen of
Hise purehnse jrive, Thiy mmmy Hlus ftlsu wiviers lF equipnten, eccussatios, and pens What s added (o the vobiclo, Puschaser also grants t Seller 1 sesrity

fisorast i the g da oiff iy y sty appllooble 1o pfszmhmé vatidule. Prvchaser tlso grants 1o Seller 6 seowdty Insorest B the
purehased vabrite 1o seoue Beller's tightio reastar auy oo prowiniutoly covsed by Plechaser’s breseh ofany seovislong of 18 pontiast,

if the purehased vehivle fs 1 ased vehicle, e information shovs on thy windew form (Boyer's Gaide) for sl valiithe B po o his contiset,  Infwmation en
Y wbndery formrvarsides any comtery provislong Jn i sontrr,

I8 THE CASE OF ANY VERICLE TRADED IN AS BART OF THE CONSMTATION TOWARD & PURTHASYE, PURCEASER REPREEENTY AND
WARRANTS:

{a) FHAT, UMLESS (PR WISE DISCLOSKED OB THE REVERSY SIDE ARREOP, POLLUTION QUINTRUL EGUIBMENT, ABR BAGS, AND
ALL BARETY-RULATED SQUIPMENT INSTALLED BY THE MAMUPACTORER AR NUT BREN REMOVED OR RENDERBS
INGPERATIVE,

(b} THAT THE YEAR OF MANUPACTURE AND THE BALANCE OWED ON THE TRADE-BY YEHICLE ARE AS STATED ON THE
PEVEGS STOE HBapon

(e} FHNT, UNLESE CIHERWISE DISCLORED ON THE KEVERSE SIDE HEREOF, THE ODUMETER READING ACCURATELY STATES

THE ACTUAL MILEE THE TRADI-HE VEHIULE HAS SEEN DRIVID,

&) THAT BURCHASER HAS ARE WILL PROVIDE TO SBLLEW GOOE TITLE TO THE TRADEAN VERICLI, AND THAT TRANSIRIR Of
THETRADEIN VEHICHE TO SELLER AR A TRADEIN OW THE FURCHASE OF AROTHER YEHICLE 18 LEGAL AND PROPER;

{e} THAT THE TRADEIN VEHICLE HAS NEVER UAD 178 TITLE OR REQISTRATION BRANDED AS “SALVAURD®, “REFTORED®,
SRENAIRENT, (5 MIMILAR TERM, PURSUANT TO UTAH CORE ANN, 841-1A-1004 ANE §ai-1A- (005, ANY SUCCESSOR STATUTING:,
OF STATUTES) OF ANOTHER STATE SUBRTANTIALLY SIMILAR N COMTENT. I PURCHABER BREACHES THIS
REFRBEENTATION AND WARBANTY, THEN PURCHASER SHALL BE LIABLE FOR AND PAY 70 SELLER THE DIFPERENCE
BETWERN THE TRADEIN ALLOWANCE STATHD ON THE REVERSE SIDE HEREGF AND THE REDUCED VALUR
ATVRHBEITABLE TO MIBREPRESRATATION WECARDINCG THE TITLE GR REGISTRATION:

o THAT THE TRADE-N VEHCLE WASR HOT KHOWOLY INIFALLY DELIVERED FOR BSPORITION OR BALE IN A COUNTRY
OTHER THAN THILUDNITED STATES OF AMERICS; AND

{2 THAT, TO VHE BATENT THAT A MANURACTUREICE WARRANTY REMAINE IN BFFECT, NO MODFICATION HAS ¥REN MADE TO
FHETRADEN VEIICLE THAT WIRAD INVALIDATEOR DRINSH SUUH WARNANTY,

Any wiitten sotlzs requind 1o bo gleen o Purciiner shall be desmad sensorable snd effective notification IRt i mailed by ordinery wmall, postsge propedd, in
Prrdaurts mailfng sddross st of he povénee shile husenl

The vate of it sot fmeh In mlzﬁﬂ Ceb oof thar “Pinamsog Bischome” o roverss sids may fovoles 8 vatiable i, 3¢ Strein soled, Puechoser will suly on sy
poudi agr 5 o provids e ecedit dissfostrss requized by Tow, Including disel regaeding varuble nares of Interast, which shall
coswtrol any i uil Thsanckel 0 iselsras in vda cornen, Peondnser weknowlodpes thas Solfer may or ey im0t reeoive Ingene Tor aranging Gnaseisg under section
§0bof said “Plaancing Diselosare®,

Ak Snformaiin Sellor requess of recives hozaunder tiny be used 10 verily Putehine”s ideativy in fanes with the 1L 5, Peliot At



FISCAL NOTE TO PROPOSED EXPENDITURE

DESCRIPTION OF EXPENDITURE:

TOOQELE CITY CORPORATION

08/08/21

VENDOR: TOQELE COUNTY SHERIFF'S V# 01881

OFFICE
3RD QUARTER 2021 DISPATCH FEES
ACCOUNT CURRENT RECEIPTS ADDITIONAL TOTAL
REVENUE LINE ITEM: NUMBER BUDGET TO DATE FUNDING FUNDING
0.00
ACCOUNT ADJUSTED Y. T.D. PROPCSED BUDGET
EXPENDITURE LINE ITEM NUMBER BUDGET EXPENSES EXPENSE BALANCE
DISPATCH FEES 10 4211 31300 355,056.00 0.00 88,764.00 266,292.00

REQUESTED \@: RGO D

DEPARTMENT HEAD

N 3
REVlEV\@i}W\ UWLNOOOf)

FINANCE DIRECTOR

APPROVED

APPROVED

MAYOR

COUNCIL CHAIRMAN



TOOELE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE INVOICE

1960 South Main Street
Tooele, Utah 84074

DATE: August 5, 2021
INVOICE # 257
Bill To:
Tooele City Corporation
Attn; Shannon Wimmer
90 N. Main St.
Tooele, Utah 84074
shannonw@tooelecity .org . - _ _
£ oy P  DESCRIPTION" " - U AMOUNT . - : -
2021-2022 Tooele County Dispatch Fees
July, August, September 2021 Dispatch Fees $88,764.00
Previous Balance $0.00
TOTAL .$88,764.00

Please make all checks payable to the Tooele County Sheriff's Office
Attn: Sabrina Fawson, 1960 S. Main 5t., Tooele, Utah 84074
Please include a copy of this invoice with your check.

If you have any questions concerning this invoice, please contact:
Sabrina Fawson 435-277-4258 / Email:sfawson@tooeleco.org

THANK YOU FOR YOUR BUSINESS!



FISCAL NOTE TO PROPOSED EXPENDITURE

TOOELE CITY CORPORATION

08/06/21

DESCRIPTION OF EXPENDITURE: VENDOR: WEIDNER FIRE V# 08538
EMERGENCY RESCUE EQUIPMENT H2,82!.6l,
ACCOUNT CURRENT | RECEIPTS | ADDITIONAL]  TOTAL
REVENUE LINE ITEM: NUMBER BUDGET TO DATE FUNDING | FUNDING
0.00
ACCOUNT ADJUSTED YT . PROPOSED | BUDGET
EXPENDITURE LINE ITEM NUMBER BUDGET EXPENSES | EXPENSE | BALANCE
MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 104222 741000 37,000.00 0.00 7.831.86 | 29.168.14
MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 414620 741000 | 398,000.00 0.00 | _ 35,000.00 | 363,000.00

REQUESTED F% Q \‘(\Y A\ > C%\\ "\\5 \QY:{_’

DEPARTMENT HEAD

REVIEWED_ x}\\(\kﬁ\\(\r\ NV \TSQ\

FINANCE DIRECTOR

APPROVED

APPROVED

MAYOR

COUNCIL CHAIRMAN




Weidner Fire
WEIDNER Veidner Fire
FIRE, 135 West 7065 Sauth
Midvale, UT 84047
Phone; 801-565-9595
Email: sales@weidnerfire.com

Quotation

Order #

Date_

$42295

0772772021

Bill To;

Ship To:

Tooele City Fire Department
90 N Main Street
Tooele, UT 84074

Tooele City Fire Department
90 N MAin St
Tooele, UT 84074

| Contact: Tooele City Fire Department

SalesRep | PaymentTerms | FOBPoint | ShippingTerms | Carrier _ ship Service
Justin Calligan NET 30 DAYS Origin Prepald & Billed UPS Ground
tem . . - o0 : S Qy
2 Number _ i Descrlptlon _ : _UnitPrice . Ordered - Total Price
I~11 159.000.063 Holmatro Pentheon PCUSO Battery $12,480.00 1ea $ 12,480.00
; Powered Cutter
1:'_:'2;-, 159.000.064 L :Holmatro Pentheon PSP40 Battery . -'_$_12,42.9. 6.4-- e “Tea . $12,429.64
Rt PoweredSpreader TR S : :
3 159.000.062 Holmatro Pentheon PTRS0 Battery $10,395.00 1ea $ 10,395.00
_ Powered Telescopic RAM o _
4 151000583 .. Holmatro Pentheon PBPA287 Battery S $70779° . Gea - $4,246.71
5 151.000.742 Holmatro Pentheon PBCH2 Battery $562.18 3ea $1,686.54
Charger (AC-US)
6 -1-51‘00:0.503; f_j- Holmatro: Pentheon Dalsy Cham $I:_2-.ﬁ54 : ,_-_--'2__ea_'j T $25,07
O _CharglngCord e T LT T T L T PSS : .
7 151.000.499 " Holmatro Pentheon On-Toal Charging $96.43 3ea $289.29
Cord
8 151000743 . Holmatro Pe_ntheon Mams Power $ 1,279.61

“ Connector: (Us)-

July 27,2021 4:22:56 PM MDT

L UH127981

s

Page 1 of2




Quotation

Weidner Fire Order # Date
WEIDNER Weidner Fire $42295 07/27/2021
Fmé; 135 West 7065 South
Midvale, UT 84047
Phaone: 801-565-9595
Email; sales@weidnerfire.com

~ Subtotal: - - $42,831.86
~ Sales Tax: _ $0.00
o Total: $42,831.86

Freight charges and sales tax will be added to the Inveice where applicable, If
this purchase is tax exempt, a certificate must be received with your purchase
order, All returns are subject to restocking fees, which are based on Waidner
Fire's suppliers’ returns policies.Weidner Fire's Returns Policy can be viewed at
www.weidnerfire.com/returns.asp. We accept all major credit cards. Please
note that a convenience fee of 3% will be applied at the time of processing.

July 27,2021 4:22:56 PM MDT Page 2 of2




Debbie Winn
W

From: Tooele Fire <tooelefirechief@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 5, 2021 2:03 PM

To: Debbie Winn

Cc: Crystal Huntsman; jedcolovich@yahoo.com; Shannon Wimmer
Subject: Re: Fire Department P.O's

Attachments: image002,jpy

| recieved an additional bid from industrial supply out on the industrial depot for safety cones. Unfortunately they didn't
offer the stenciling of "TCFD" on the cones which is why we are going with the other company.

Weidner Fire is the only Holmatro dealer in Utah and they also cover the surrounding states. With this being Emergency
Rescue equipment it is important to have the dealer close for timely service and repair. For unity of equipment we have
decided to stay with Holmatro. | have request a sole source justification letter from them for this purchase. | will provide
you with the letter as soon as its available.

Let me know if you have any gquestions.

Thanks

On Thu, Aug 5, 2021, 8:36 AM Debbie Winn <dwinn@®tooelecity.org> wrote:

We have another vendor that we purchase safety cones from. 1will check with streets and see if we can get a better
deal. Also, is the invoice for the extrication equipment on a state contract? If no, we will need two more bids.

Hlagor Diathio Winn
435-843-2104

From: Crystal Huntsman

. Sent: Thursday, August 5, 2021 8:23 AM

. To: Tooele Fire <togelefirechief@gmail.com>; Debbie Winn <dwinn@TooeleCity.org>
Cc: jedeolovich@yahoo.com; Shannon Wimmer <ShannonW@TooeleCity.org>

. Subject: RE: Fire Department P.O's




. Chris,

| have printed these out, but need to get a W9 for Traffic Safety Store. | will give them a call on this, just remember in
~ the future when going with a new vendaor a W9 is needed to set up as a vendor. Thanks!!

Crystal

. From: Tooele Fire <tooelefirechief@gmail.com>

. Sent: Waednesday, August 4, 2021 8:41 PM

| To: Debbie Winn <dwinn@TooeleCity.org>

Ce: jedcolovich@yahoo.com; Shannon Wimmer <ShannonW @TooeleCity.org>; Crystal Huntsman
. <CrystalH@tooelecity.org>

- Subject: Fire Department P.Q's

Mavor,

| have attached 2 quotes that we need P.0's for. The extrication equipment price has increased since spring. Myself and
Chief Colovich have agreed to take the difference out of our 741000 Line item to complete the purchase.

" The second P.0. Is for safety cones. Every year we borrow around 100 cones from wherever we can find them to set up
- our drivers course. It is time that we purchase our own. They will be stored in our Rescue and Hazmat trailer to be used
- on calls throughout the year in addition to drivers training.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Chris Shubert
Tooele City Fire Chief
© 90 N Main St

" Tooele, UT 84074



TOQELE CITY CORPORATION 08/11/21

FISCAL NOTE TO PROPOSED EXPENDITURE

DESCRIPTION OF EXPENDITURE. VENDOR: YQUNG CHEVRLOLET V¥ 07992
2020 CHEVY VIN# 3GCPYCEF4L.G315454 PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
ACCOUNT CURRENT RECEIPTS ADDITIONAL TOTAL
REVENUE LINE ITEM: NUMBER BUDGET TO DATE FUNDING FUNDING
0.00
ACCOUNT ADJUSTED Y. T. . PROPOSED BUDGET
EXPENDITURE LINE ITEM NUMBER BUDGET EXPENSES EXPENSE BALANCE
AUTOS & TRUCKS 41 4620 748000 320,000.00 48,310.00 43,825.00 | 227,865.00

REQUESTED \CA 3 W4 (\@T’(

DEPARTMENT PIEAD

<o
REVIEm\\ }\SN\YY&/\
FINANCE DIRECTOR

APPROVED

APPROVED

¥

MAYOR

COUNCIL CHAIRMAN




SELLER/DEALER:

DEAL# 176393
845 N. Maln St. « P.O. Box 684
Layton, Utah B4041

MOTOR VEHICLE CONTRACT OF SALE

Phone: (801) 544-1234
Fax: (801) 544-5895

D8/05/2021
DATE OF SALE:
TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
PURGHABERG NANE
90 N MAIN ST ,
SIREET ADORESS :
TOQELE TODELE ut 84074-2191 :
oy GOUNTY STATE 4P GOpEE
435/882-1591
RES. PHONE BUS, PHONE

Purchusar and Co-Purchaser(s}, If uny, {hersallar iiparod o sy "Putchassr™) heraby agtee 1o plirchaso tha fotiowing vehiela from SelierDaaar (neroatier reterrad 1o s “Seliar), cubjost o
all torms, conditions, warmantios tnd agreements conlained lierein, Inciuding thosa printac an iha roverse side hareof,

VARE

NEW | USE( {DEND] YEAR HERIES BODY TYPE 78 COLOR
X 2020 CHEVROLET 8ILV15E 8
VIH, COONEIRR STOCK NO. DEL BATE lé% £| E%N
JGCPYCEF4LG315454 3065 381810A 08/05/2021 Is Wﬂh N

PURCHASE PRICE AND OTHER SUMS DUE

THI8 SECTION FOR SELLER'S USE ONLY PERTAINING TO TRADE-IN
7] ‘vitie ¢t not, expiatny:

*WARHAANTY AS TO BALANCE OWED ON TRADED-IN VEHICL.E:
Furchasar werrants that hefshe has given Sellor a true pay-oif smount on
any vehicle tradsd In, & 1hat i it o not comrect and is greater than the
amount shown above, Purchasor will pay the axcoas to Gellor on domand.

1. CASH PRICE OF VEHICLE 43825.00
2. ACCESSORIESIOPTONS NIA
3. NA N/A
19 NIA NiA i
5 A NIA NQOTICE ONLY TO BUYERS OF USED VEHICLES
na8 1~ The Infosmation yau see on the windaw lom [Buyer's Guide] for t:'s vohide Is part of 1his conttac).
? @E;ggﬁ‘;msm Jadd ks 15 43825,"‘?}2 Iaformation on my;lwlrmw form ove.rré.les axﬁlgdmn’ provislons i lhe cnnracfa‘lsaiu, e
3 FORTIOHRERATE APPLIED 70 PURCHASE T NIA | HAVE REGEIVED A COPY OF THE FTC BUYERS GUIRE,
8. 5UBTOTAL fnos5rinus 8 | 43825.00 | X
FINANCING DISCLOSURE
TRADE-IN AND/OR OTHER CREDITS INGTRUGTION: Goe ol the brs koiwng dschosives, athar A" ¢ 0%, s b acknonbecigod, 1 Puschaset ageows
tobe sile for fineeting, of if his & & cushonky of casheplus-drack- caly ansackon, the Purehasar must
YEARMAKE ODOMETER dlszlasurs "A”, U Saker agreas I arrangs foi nanchy, thaa ot Seder snd Purchasst must sipn disobsurs *B°. BY
SIGHNG, PURGHABER AFFIRNMS THAT HE/GHE HAS READ THE DISCLOSURE AND AGREES THERETO, IF
SKGNING DISCLOSURE “BY, DO NOT SHON UNTL. ALL BLANAS HAVE BEEN FILLED IN, PURCHASER
BERES BOOY TYPE ACKNOWLEDGES THAT YHE TEHMS SET FORTH BELOW ['A") ANO{'B") ARE MANDATED 87 STATELAW AND
ARE HOT 10 BE CORSTRUED AS CONTRAGTUAL TERMS BETYEEN SELLER AND PURCHASER,
LGS PURCHASER AGREES TQO ARRANGE FINANCING
{4 THE PURGHASER OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE DESCRIBED IN THIS CONTRAGT ACKROWL-
- - : EDGES THAT THE SELLER CF THE MOYOR VEHICLE HAS MADE NO PROMISES, WARRANTIES,
“BALANGE OWED ON TRADE:IN. N/A OFL REPAESENTATIONS REGARDING SELLEA'S ABLITY TO OBTAIN FINANGING FOR THE
BALANCE OWED TO: PURCHASE OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE, FURTHERMORE, PURCHASER UNDERSTANDS THAT IF
ADDRESS: FNANCING S NECESSARY IN ORDER FOR THE PURCHASER TO COMPLETE THE PAYMENT
TERMS OF THIS CONTRACT ALL THE FINANCING ARRANGEMENTS ARE THE S0LE RESPON-
SIBILITY OF THE PURCHASER,
PAYORF GO0D
VERIFIED BY: UL P N
DATE OF SELLER AGREES TO SEEK ARRANGEMENTS FOR FINANCING
VERIFICATION ACC.E ‘B (1) THE PURCHABER OF THE ROTOR VEHICLE DESGRIBED N THIS CONTRACT HAS

EXECUTED THE CONTRACT IN RELIANCE UPON THE GELLER'S REPRESENTATION THAT
SELLER CAN PROVIDE FIHANCING ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE PUACHASE OF THE MOTOR
VEHIGLE, THE PRIMARY TERMS OF THE FINANCING ARE AS FOLLOWS:

10, TRADEIN ALLOWANCE N/A| 30 vowNHSAMD & .. MONTHS. MONTHLY PAYMENTS

11, BALANCE OWED ON TRADE-IN* N/A| BETWEENS. 943,45 . PERMONTHANGS _1143.45 PER MONTH BASED

12, NET ALLO'WANGE ON TRADEIN _ {ine 1 mirus fino 1) NJA| CNADOWHPAYMERTOFSNIA _

13, DEPOSITICACH DOWN FAYNERT ___orhant. b §) N | T N P e S ST Y T R IR R L en e s

{4, TOTAL CREDITS floallee 12 4 1) N7 | Ak s 140 St e DATE OF SALE O ELECY, I FUBCAASER GHOOKES, 10 RESCHO THE

15, SUBTOTAL FROM LINE B 4382500 0 e TRy e 17 P iats st

35, SERVREJONTRAGY NiA 3‘ PS‘V Mg%%iﬁm@rw%%&%ﬂ%?s?MM MEEAGE RATE FORTHE COST OF OPERATING

17. DEALER SOCUBMENTARY SERVIGE FEE NIA O YEHCLE ESTALLISHEG BY THE FECERAL NTERAL REVEMUE SERVCE FOR EACH WILE THE umr?ff VEHICLE

0. N/A "‘ﬁé‘é d&%ﬁr@%qw IR ANY FIYSOAL DAMAGE TO THE MOTOR VEHIDLE,

10, SUBTOTALTAYABLE TTEHS T s 11 43525.00 %ﬁa@ﬁ%&%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&%ﬁ ;“'E::‘;fﬂz*; e E”::z

%), TRADE ALLOWANCE ™ (i 10, " iease, no fa ororl] (LE THETRADE 1 JAS BEEN SOLO G Ol FAETHE AURCISER RESon

T T RO il Il L LR S s AR
(iee 10 minus o 2015 43825.00 mfﬁ'%@%ﬁ@ |L{ﬁ:}§om}s%i§ m?@ﬁé 02 R e A 5o i

52 UTAH SALEGASE TAX ON TARAGLE AVOUNT NIA| 008 LTS 0 CoeDIToNS O NE DSCLOSULES SEF PO B ST 1) OF THS O AR S0 s

23. UTAH LICENSE AND AEGISTRATION FEES WPERMIY NiA gﬂ i?.guafiﬁb?&i;s ECESSARY FONTHE FUFCAASER 1 COUBLELE 1HE PRYRENT TORMS OF THE GORTRACT OF

24, UTAH AGE BASEDPROPERTY ASSESSMENT FEES DA RG:E se gURa  eh L T St e Y

25, UTAH [NSPEG TIONEMISSIONS TEST FEE N/A| sowee '

7, UFAH WASTE TIRE FECYGLING FEE nja| OFFURCHSER

7. __JMA GAP NIA| GFHMeE

2 U i : NIA™GTHER TERMIS AGREED T0; NONEL]  ASFOIOWS []

20, TOTAL OF ALL [TEMS ABOVE (inas 19, 20-28) 43825.00 3

0. TOTAL GREDITS w19 NIA] UOAN 15 SURJECT T PINAL L ENDER APPROVAL

31, BALANCE DUE {totat fine: 25 minus 30 T

387_10__MONTH Aug_VEAR 2021 N assas00 ga[w.a. “43 QoS-

Purtitassr has armnged bsureade o vehicle hioug,

insurance company. Polioy ¥

SELLER MAKES NO WARRANTY, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, WITH RESPECT TO THE MERCHANTABILITY, FITNESS FOR PARTICULAR PURPOSE, OR OTHERWISE CONOERNING THE

VEHICLE, PARTS OR ACCESSCRIES DESCRIBED HEREIN, UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED BY SELLER IN WRITING, ARY WARRANTY IS LWAITED TO THE MANUFACTUHER'S

WARRANTY, IF ANY, AS EXPLAINED AND CONDITICHNED BY PARAGRAPH 4 ON THE REVERSE $IDE HEREOFE

This Cenract includes ol of the lesms, condibons, raskictions, Svitalions amf clhar provsions on both o face ant e reversa side hereo!, Tis Sonifas cancels anf supureedas any prcr conlragt
and as of (he dale erool comprisos the comgploln and exelusve statainent of the toims of the Contracl relading to the sublsct malieis covered herapy. PURCHASER 8Y HIS EXECUTION OF THIg
CONTRACT ACKNOWLEDGES THAT HE HAS READ TS TERMS, CORDITIONS AND WARHANTIES 80TH OM THE FAGE AND THE REVERSE BIDE HEREOF AND HAS RECENVED A TRUE COPY
OF THIS CONTRACT, AND FURTHER AGREES 0 PAY THE *BALANCSE DUE" AS SET FOATH AZOVE 0N OR BEFOSE THE DATE SPECIFIED. IF O DATE 18 8PEGIFIED, THEN THE SALANGE 18

DUE AS OF THE DATE OF T-15 CONTRAGT. THIS CONTRACT IS NOT ARECETT OF PAYMENT, NO RETUANS, REFUNES OR EXCHANGES ARE FERMISSIBLE EXCEPT AS NOTED ABOVE,

iR ooe_08/056/21  YR&WE%._ TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
e sae_08/05/21  8NE o 08/05/21

ANTROVED UADA FORM 1088 © 1891, Bev. 2012 TO AEDROER CALL 484-8845 Of1 1-800-581-3820 31 Wz'ﬁdgﬂG-Fi
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TOOELE GITY GORPORATION 08/11/21
FISCAL NOTE TO PROPOSED EXPENDITURE
DESCRIPTION OF EXPENDITURE: VENDOR: YOUNG CHEVRLOLET Vi# 07992
2021 CHEVY VIN# 1GB3YSE76MF254049 STREETS DEPT 1 TON
ACCOUNT CURRENT | RECEIPTS | ADDITIONAL|  TOTAL
REVENUE LINE ITEM: NUMBER BUDGET TO DATE FUNDING | FUNDING
0.00
ACCOUNT ADJUSTED Y.T.D. PROPOSED | BUDGET
EXPENDITURE LINE ITEM NUMBER _ BUDGET | EXPENSES | EXPENSE | BALANCE
AUTOS & TRUCKS 41 4620__748000 |__320,000.00 0.00| _ 48,310.00 | _271,600.00

REQUESTED \CCA\:S el (_\B\BM

DEPARTMENT HEAD

REVlEWEB%f\Dd\(\O:\ \b\}\f’i\f\ﬁx\

APPROVED

FINANCE DIRECTOR

APPROVED

MAYOR

COUNCIL CHAIRMAN




SELLER/DEALER:

DEALE 176465
645 N, Main St. « PO, Box 684 _
Lavion, Uiah 8404

MOTOR VEHICLE CONTRACT OF SALE

Phone: {801) 5441234
© Fax! (801) 644-6895

\J & ONAL

08/08/2021
DATE OF SALE:

TOOELE CITY CORPORATION
PFURCHASER 8 NAME

90 8 IMAIN 8T

GYRREY ACTISS
TOOELE TOORLE Ut 84074.2
GIFY GalNey HTATH T GORE
436/882-1581
HES, FHORE QUE, FHONE

Tarchast and Co-Purchosei(s), f nny, {liorealiar mlﬂfud lo as *Puilisor) heiaby agtoo to puichiese ke lallnwirrglvamcla ko SallagDenks: (heronfier reborind 1o a5 *Bellor), wubject o
oo nod contalned hored f ol

ull tai e, sondilonsy, m 9 thusa piniod an Te zoveran side haeo
WEW JUAED [FEMO] TEAR TARE CEAE OV T7iE Vi COLaN i
X 2041 CHEVROLET BILV3E REG CHABSIS| 8 -
VIN, ODOMETER BTOCIKCNG, DEL, pATE X Bi
SHOTF N
TGBAYSEYGMF264049 11 3r2178 08/09/2021

PURCHASBE PRICE AND OTHER SUMS DUE

THIB BEOTION FOR SELLEN'S USITONLY PEATAINING TO TRADE-IN

7] a0 nol, oxytuing:

1. CASH PRIGE OF VEHIGIE 4831000 | — T =
2, ACCESSORESIOPTIONS N/A ﬁmﬁiﬁﬁiﬁ";‘ﬁf;@n o %%EQ*’WM AR mmﬁig i
3 NyA N/A ] d (] 0O i 0
A iA N/A " 3
LAY NZA NOTICE ONLY TO BUYERS OF USED VENICLES
] e ‘The Injgima 16 Wi 3 (D do] [or i I of s conrech
8 100, GG il ) O L B o b s e
W FORTONAERATE APRLED APELEEDQWURCHGSE [ N/A { HAVE RECEIVED A GOPPY OF THE FYC BUYERS GUIDE,
U SUBTOTAL resOmlpst | 48370.00 | X
) FINANCING DISCLOSURE
THADE-IN AND/OR OTHER CREDITS THSTRUGTION: Ono of the o fllordng dhehsusas, sher " cs I, ruest b stk It Prochaser dgecs,
y L oo ey ot Krancing, of 11 1ls 1 ¢ cashonty o t_fqmwm-homlrmlmn Pyrehaser must oiga
VEARMME ORCMETER Uiselasuiy A% if Selar ooz Yo asnrega tor naneng, Uian Gbh Sebor sy Prchaser s slgn disehosore ‘1% 0
SIGHING, PURCHASEIT AFFIRMS 11<8T HE/BIIE (148 READTHE DISGLOSURE AND AGRGES THENETO, i
s T SIGNNQ DISCLOSUNR *B, b HOT 810N UNTL ALL DLANKS NAVE GEEN FILED I, PURCHASER

JKN

TIRLANGE OWED O THADETN: N/A
BALANGE CWED T, |

ADPDREES;

| PAYQPF
VERIFIG) BY;
DATEOF
VERIFIGATION AGCH

cleen]
UNTIL:

*WATRANTY AS TO BALANGE OWED ON TAADED-IN VEHICLE:
Purohaser wateanls that hefelia haw g)van Seflor & irie poy-eil amouad on
may vahiclo tradod fit, angl tvad W il T not oamoct aind Te gontar lnp (o
amostal shoyen aliove, Purohasor will pay Hie sxcess lo Sollor oh denisnd, -

0. TRADEIR AL OWRIGE

/A
H, BALANGE GWED O TRADE-N' NIB
12, NEET ALLOSANCE ON TRADEIN gl 10 rrers B 11 N/A
10, REPOSIICASH DOWN PAYVENT  fomitant, o N/A

14, TOTALCRECITS ©~ ° : fal lngs 12 % 13

48310,00

| TG SEFVICE CONTIAGT N/A
17, DEALER DOCUMENTARY SERVIGE FEE

i3, L i /A
10, SUBTOTAL ARABLETTENG (iekalts 15-10)| — aBz70.00
70, THABEALLOWANCE * Tl 0] 7D | Flonse, noet credi
21, NET TAXABLE AMOUNT

fine 10 minus e 2013 4B310.00

ACKROWLEDQES THAY THE TERLS SET FORIEIKLOW ["A ALD (59 AN MAHIATED BY SYAYE LAV AR
AR HOT T0) B COHSTAUED AS CONTRACTUAL TEHIS NETYREN BELLER AKD PUTICHAGER.
PURGHASER AGREES TO ARRANGE FINANCING
“{AF 1HE FURGHASER OF THIEMOTOR VEHICLE DESORBED IN'THIS CONTRAGT ACHNCW-
EDBES THAT THE SELLER OF THE MOTOR VERICLE HAS MADE NO PROMISES, WAHRANTIES,
OR REPREBENTATIONG AEGARDING SELLER'S ADIITY 10 GSTAIN FINANCING FOR THE
PURCHABE QOF YHE HOYOR VEHIOLE. FURTHERMORE, PURICHASER UNDERSTANDS THAT F
FINANGING 15 NECESSARY. 1 ORDER FOR THE FURGHASER TO COMPLETE THE PAYKENT
TERMS OF T INTRACT ALL THE FINANGING ARBANGEMENTE ARE THE SCLE RESPON-
SIILITY OF THEAUIRCHAYER,
LW AG

SELLER AGREES 70 SEEI ARRANGEMENTS FOR FINANCING

150 13) THE PURGHABER GF THE MOTOR YGINOLE DESCIBER IN THIS CONTRAGT HAS
EXEGUTED THE CONTRAQT N JIEUANCE UPON THE BELLER'S: REPRESENTATION THAT
SELLER GAN PROVIGE FINAHCING ARRANGEMENTS FO5 THE PURCHAGE OF THE HOTOR
YEHOLE, ‘THE PRIMARY TERMS OF THE FINANCING AYE AS FOLLOWS;
INTEREST RATE BEFWEEN,_-B.00 % Avn_ 5,00 v PER AMIUM, TERM BETWEEN
e 12 MOMIHSAND 12 MONTHS. MONTHLY FAYMENTS
BETWERN §_AR210,00. PERMONTHAND $ _a8410.00___ PEAMONTS BASED
Gl A DOWN PAYMENT OF § /A
f SetLE]

e
e S 44 navs FRca e ATE OF SALE 0 ELECT, I PURGIIASCR CIGOSES, TO RESCIND THE
Jﬁy@w%@ R
e TR
ATE SELLER DN O PHYERAL DAAGE 10 11 0100 VEICLE,

GELLER BHALL GRYE BACK 10 THE PURCHAER ALL PAYHIENT O OTHER CONSIDERATIN PAD B THE

4%%&'5 %&&m Lt e Fi ansscmnm;:m g,

. § Asg;; Ktﬁ& €I TOTHE Lé]m:szm‘msr Rt
1 .

125 U7 AT SRS TR DN TANABLE RHBUNT

s AETURH T0 THE P

87 THE SElLE THE TRA @ 3
L e g T
sl

E T
IERLS ARD
sﬁ?}oﬁiﬁmm U CETIS FORARE KO 0A0R4

N/A
25, UTAHLICENSE AND REGIS TIUKTON FEES w/PERMI NIA CESSANY FOR THE 1 1E THE PRV THE CONTRAGT OF
1 UTAH AGE OASEOF ROPERTY ASOFOOMENT FEES wial e LR
26, UTAH INSREDTIONERISEICNS TEGY FEE WiA| dome )
20. UTAWAGTE TIRE AECYCLNG FRE nyal FF
B JMA GAP N/A] SPRTHE
g'?mw T AT NIA™BTTIER TERMS AGREED T0¢ NONEL]  Asroliows [
TR e 48310.00 1 ppay g DECIDES TO ARRANGE FI NCING, THEN
0. TOTAL CREDITS e 1T NIAL  LOAN 18 SUBJECT TO FINAL LENDEL APPHOVAL
a1, BALANCE DUE (oo Aokl | [ . Gv
DAY__ 14 MONTH.Aug _YeAR_2021 48310.00 ANy e ‘7“(‘5%]0
Putheiser nas arfnsgod Inturehed on vapiie Buoug) 7. Polley @ !

SELLER MAKES RO \'fA‘ﬁlRA'NTV,' EXPRESS 0N IMPLIED; WITH HESPICT TO THE MEROHANTASILITY, FITHESS FOR PANTIGULAR PUAPROSE, OR OTHURWIST CONCERMING THH

VEHICLE, PARYS OR ACCESSORIES DESGRINED “HEREH, UNLESS OHIEAWISE

INDICATED BY SHLLER N WRITING, ANY WARRANTY 12 LIMITED TO THE MANUFACYURER'S

WARRARYY, IFANY, AS BXPLARED AND CONDITIONED HY PANAGRANH 4 ON THE HEVEASE SIDE HEREOR

This Genirsel iioiidos all of ihe Jerms, condans; rostiol
G )

,“';‘ NG oinatprovi

and 26.01 s dalu horeof

i tho terns of the Contragh eloling 1o the 3

of: bolh the favs and tha reymiso skie harecl, Tivs cantagt aungeld emd SUporssias any pior conlisel
ubjoct mutleis covaiod heiehy, PURCHASES OY HIS EXEOUTION OF THIS

i pheto and
CONTAAGT ACHNOWLELGRS THAT HE HAS READ iTS TERMS, CONITIONS AND WARAANTIES BO'TH ON THE FACE A1 THE REVERBE GIDE HERLOF AND BAG HECEIVED A TAUR GOPY

OFTHIS HTRACT, AND FURTHER AGREESTO PAY THE "BALANCE DUE” AB ST FORTH ABOVE ON DR SEFORE THE DATE SFEGIFIED. IF NO DATR 1S SPRCIFIED, THEN THE BALANCE 1S
PUEAS OF T TE OF TI#3 CONTRAGT, THIB CONTAACT I3 NOT A RECEIPT OF PAYMENT, MO ETUARS, BEFUNDS OR BXCHANGES AR PEHMIBSIBLE ERGEPT AS ROTED ABOVE.
o s : B : et "y *

b Yrmesii we_0B/08/21 RSk __TQUELE CITY CORPORATION
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